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GOVERNOR BROWN FOCUSES ON WHALES

“California Celebrates The Whale” was the title of Governor
Jerry Brown’s hommage to the largest animals ever to live on
earth. Speeches, films, music, and exhibits, featuring Roger
Payne’s namration of his observations of the lives of the Southern
Right whales, drew huge crowds to Sacramento, November 20th.
Many organizations, including the AWI, had booths for the public.
Volunteers Nancy Motz, George and Harriet Powell, and others
distributed AWI fliers and bumper stickers urging the boycott of
Japanese and Russian goods. AWI helped make possible the
appearance of the celebration’s most knowledgable historian of the
destruction of the great whales, Tom Garrett, Conservation
Director of Friends of the Earth, whose comprehensive analysis of
the plight of the whales brought home the extreme urgency for
action to his listeners. His address appears in full below:

A TIME OF MAXIMUM PERIL
by Tom Garrett

Ladies and Gentlemen, for 50 million years since early in the
Eocene epoch the lines of mammals leading to moden whales
evolved and flourished in the oceans, entirely free of direct
influence of terrestrial animals.

In the past 1000 years, hardly an evolutionary flick of an
eyelash, an entire suborder of unique and magnificent mammals,
the whalebone whales, and several species of toothed whales as
well, have been pushed within sight of the awful vertex of
biological extinction by human whalers. Most of this has occurred
within the past 300 years, much of it within our lifetimes.

There have been many thousands of humans over the years;
investors, inventors and engineers; sailors down on their luck, or
too drunk to know better, who signed aboard a yankee whaler;
laborers toiling in the stench and steam of a modern factory ship,
who have worked—knowingly or haplessly—toward the destruc-
tion of the great whales.

Compensation has ranged from the merest pittance to an
average 50% return on investment during the humpback phase of
modern whaling from 1908 to 1914. But whaling has, by and
large, been unusually profitable, reflecting the vulnerability of its
victims. The city of Sandefjord, seat of Vestfold county Norway,
which served for 70 years as the human womb for the growth of
modern whaling, enjoyed during much of that period the highest
per capita income of any city in the world.

The employment peak for modern whaling occurred in
1960-61, when 19,641 men (9748 Japanese) worked aboard the
expeditions engaged in antarctic whaling. This occurred 30 years
after the peak kill in antarctic whaling, when 10,691 men, virtually
all Norwegian took 2V/2 times the biomass of whales taken in 1961,
with a fleet of catcher boats having less than 13 the total
horsepower. It occurred when the antarctic Humpback stocks were
gone, the Blue whales virtually gone, the collapse of the fin whale
stocks imminent and in clear view. It occurred 32 years after Lars
Christensen, President of A/S Thor Dahl, Norway's largest whaling
company began reinvesting profits from whaling into shipping on
the theory that the destruction of the whales had become
inevitable. The great surprise to the Norwegian and British in-
vestors and to most scientists was not that the stocks collapsed, but
that they lasted as long as they did.

No whaling ship has left Sandefjord in nine years. This coming
antarctic season with an expected Japanese workforce at under
1500, and a slightly larger Soviet contingent, the pelagic work-
force will total between 3000 and 3500.

It is only now, with the ability of whales to sustain the death tech-
nology unleashed against them nearing its end, that the effort
being expended to save whales has risen toward parity with the

JAPANESE WHALERS HAULING IN $3,600,000
ON A “SCIENTIFIC PERMIT”

Bryde’s whales are worth about $15,000 each according to
industry representatives at the last meeting of the International
Whaling Commission. At that price, the 240 Bryde's whales that
Japan has just assigned itself under a “Scientific Permit” are worth
$3,600,000.

The International Whaling Commission allows for the issuance
of such permits by contracting governments without any
consultation with other IWC members, although there was once a
desultory discussion in the IWC's Scientific Committee about the
desirability of consultation. Had Japanese scientists at the last
meeting proposed to take 240 Bryde's whales there would
certainly have been opposition.

The sudden announcement in the wake of major IWC quota
reductions in 1975 and 1976 suggests a desperate move by the
Japanese whaling industry to revivify itself by opening up new
whaling areas. There is a zero quota on Bryde's whales in those
parts of the Southern ocean where Japanese catcher boats will
now pursue and harpoon these endangered whales. The permit
issued by the Government of Japan to Yoshio Fukuda, Director of
Japan's Far Seas Fisheries Research Laboratory, states the
purpose to be to estimate “the population size and structure of this
stock for rational exploitation.”

Previous to this venture the only recently permitted killing of
Bryde's whales in the Southern hemisphere were nine in 1974
taken by South Africa. A pirate whaler, the Sierra, has been taking
over four hundred whales a year in the area, however. It is
uncertain whether they were sei or Bryde's whales. The two
species are sufficiently difficult to distinguish one from the other
that they used to be counted together under the designation
sei/Bryde’s. Baleen whales, both enter the Japanese whale meat
market, whether taken under the new scientific permit or by the
outlaw Sierra which is registered in Lichtenstein but sells her
produce to Japan.

Until 1970 when Secretary of the Interior, Walter Hickel, placed
the great whales on the U.S. Endangered Species List, the last U.S.
whaling company killed and processed 60 gray whales each year
under a “scientific permit.” The U.S. Government put a stop to this
commercial operation. The Government of Japan should do the
same.

Please write to Prime Minister Miki urging an end to commercial
whaling and an immediate cancellation of the permit his
Government has issued to kill 240 endangered Bryde's whales in
excess of the quotas established this June by the International
Whaling Commission. Let the Prime Minister know you are
boycotting Japanese and Russian goods till these nations end their
massive pelagic whaling and that you are gravely disappointed in
the new move to increase the kill by unilateral action. He may be
addressed as follows:

Prime Minister Takeo Miki
Embassy of Japan
2520 Massachusetts Avenue, NW
Washington, D.C. 20008

During the past two years, the IWC has adopted quotas under a
scheme called the “New Management Procedure” which have
led to complete protection for Fin whales in all oceans except the
North Atlantic, for Sei whales in one area of the antarctic and in
the Pacific. The baleen whale biomass available to the whaling
industry under INC quotas has been halved in this period. Sperm
whale quotas were this year reduced, and assigned on an area by
area basis, in a manner which imposes severe operating restraints.

Under these strictures, pelagic whaling has changed from a highly
Caf_Ll oabiedbe bm am actuite which ic in the classic economic



A TIME OF PERIL

[continued from page 1]

time of maximum peril. If the major whaling nations are permitted
to sell equipment to entrepreneurs operating under flags of
nations not subject to IWC regulations, and if nationals from
whaling nations who possess the necessary expertise to operate
this equipment are permitted to do so, the recent modest “victory”
within the IWC will prove to have been Pyrrhic indeed.

Certain stocks of baleen whales are, indeed, “commercially
extinct”. The Right whales which wintered along the European
coast, and which supplied victims for the first open boat
commercial whaling, begun by the Basques before the year 1000,
are gone. The Humpbacks which migrated south along the
European coast are gone also, as are the'blue whales. The Atlantic
Bowhead, or Greenland whale, which sustained 200 years of
Dutch and British whaling, hangs to existence by an eyelash west
of the Davis Strait, at the mercy of marauding natives, but of no
commercial interest. The right whales which once migrated along
the North American coast, and sustained the first American
whaling industry exist as a tiny and unrecovering remnant. The
Humpback stocks which wintered along our Pacific coast were
destroyed in their summering grounds off Alaska by the Soviet
fleet in the late 1950’s and early 1960's, and progressively
exterminated in their wintering grounds by two US shore stations
while the Bureau of Commercial Fisheries watched benignly. They
are gone.

The Korean stock of Grey whales is gone. The north Pacific
Right whales may be gone.

Other relict populations, now under IWC protection, remain of
potential commercial value. These whales, despite their small
numbers, are critically vulnerable because of the regular migratory
pathways they follow, and because of their wintering concentration
in discrete breeding and calving grounds. Examples are the
southern Right whale stock which Dr. Roger Payne has studied off
Patagonia, and the Humpbacks which Dr. Winn has found
wintering in three concentrations in the Caribbean, Surplus
whaling equipment in the hands of criminals such as the owners
and operators of the ship “Sierra” could readily be amortized in a
single season by raids on these evidently recovering remnants.

Moreover, there are enough Sperm whales in the wintering
areas of IWC protected stocks, such as the few southern
Humpbacks which return to ancestral wintering grounds off
Angola and Zaire, off Madagascar, off Tonga and off the west coast
of South America; or northern Humpbacks who winter off China,
to subsidize their total destruction. This is, in fact, doubtless
happening off Peru where a Japanese owned company whales
without restriction, off Africa where the “Sierra” is operating, and
off Korea.

The subsidization of the complete, or nearly complete
destruction of one stock of whales by simultaneous exploitation of
another, more numerous stock has been a consistent motif in the
death symphony of whaling, and there is every reason to expect
that it will operate to destroy the last Right and Humpback, and in
good time Fin and Sei stocks, if we permit it to do so.

The International Whaling commission this June in London
passed a comparatively weak recommendation, requesting that
member governments “to the best of their ability” act to prevent
the transfer of whaling equipment supplies or expertise to nations
not members of the IWC.

A second resolution, sponsored by the US, providing that no
member nation of the IWC should import whale products from
nations which are not INC members was beaten when Canada
and several European members sided with dJapan, which provides
the major market, and much of the capital, for unregulated
enterprises. The text of the defeated resolution was taken,
incidentally, from a resolution passed in 1938 by a meeting of the
International Agreement for the Regulation of Whaling.

Until the whaling commission adopts provisions for economic
sanctions against non complying members, and non members, its
function will be largely dependent on the willingness of member
nations to act unilaterally.

There have, in fact, been only two successful international con-
ventions for the protection of Marine Resources: The Fur Seal
Convention signed in 1911, and the North Pacific Halibut
Convention concluded with Great Britain in 1923, Both conven-
tions were established to deal with stocks decimated below the
point of major commercial significance. The Halibut stocks were
painfully rebuilt, only to be scooped up as incidental catch to
dJapanese ground fishing. The restored fur seal herds are also
declining, with the disappearance of food fish in the Bering Sea.
Beyond these two isolated, and rather anomalous instances, the
only actions which have significantly altered the fate of whales or
other marine creatures, either within or outside an international
regulatory framework, have been unilateral.

In the case of the whales, Norway possessed the power to halt
expansion of whaling until the late 1930's. This was because the
specialized expertise which made whaling operations succeed was
Norwegian. Until Japan entered the antartic in 1936, Norwegians
manned each and every ship, regardless of flag, involved in pelagic
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was developed and partially financed through the complicity of
both the Norwegian and British industries. Two U.S. flag factory
ships which engaged in the infamous massacre of humpbacks in
their calving grounds at Shark Bay off the west coast of Australia in
the late 1930's, were Norwegian flag of convenience operations
mounted to get behind the U.S. tariff wall.

The Norwegian government, through its whaling Act of 1939,
finally cracked down on its industry by assuming control over the
transfer of any Norwegian flag ships for the purposes of whaling,
and by restricting its citizens from working aboard vessels of
nations with whaling regulations less strict than those of Norway. In
1946, the Crown decreed that Norwegian citizens could not serve
aboard expeditions which were not operating before World War I,
except by special dispensation. Such dispensation was, unhappily,
granted the ship “Slava”, ex German “Wickenger” given the
Soviet Union by the war reparations commission, manned and
operated by Norwegians during the first seasons. Norway’s action
to protect its industry was too little and too late to stop the larva
from devouring the parent, along with their mutual prey. But it did
prevent Australia, Italy and Argentina from entering pelagic
whaling, and made ventures by the Dutch and Onassis operated
by rouge Norwegians and by Germans trained prior to World War
II. markedly unprofitable.

Unilateral action, in the form of a citizens’ economic boycott,
taken by the U.S. conservation community, and the threat of
economic action posed by the U.S. Congress, and by the
administration through the Pelly amendment to the Fishermen’s
Protective Act which permits the embargo of fish products from
nations “acting to diminish the effectiveness of an international
agreement for the conservation of marine resources,” have been
largely resposible for the gains which have been made within the

Having said that, I am bound to note that the U.S., contrary to
conventional wisdom, does not have hands clean of responsibility.
If it had not been for U.S. State Department, the whaling
convention of 1946 would have been a good deal stronger than it
was, and there is an outside chance that it might have worked to
halt the precipitous destruction of the whales. The fact is the 1946
Convention represented a considerable recidivism from the 1945
protocol to the 1937 International agreement for the Regulation of
Whaling, and a truncation of favorable trends running within that
agreement toward establishment of economic sanctions against
non-complying nations.

The extent to which the effort of the late Dr. Remington Kellogg
to achieve these goals was undercut by State Department
bureaucrats, may be appreciated by the following exchange, taken
from the Transcript of the 1946 Convention.

Mr. Dobson, for the United Kingdom: “We are not interested in
the 1945 U.S. proposal restricting sale, loan or delivery of vessels,
equipment or supplies designed especially to whaling operations
to countries who are not parties to the Agreement”, Mr. Flory for
the United States: “We now, with somewhat more mature con-
sideration, believe that in preparation for this document, economic
sanctions of this nature might be quite inappropriate in a longer
range agreement. It might very well be appropriate to eliminate the
quest of economic sanctions at this point and resort to the usual
procedure of using persuasion and such diplomatic representation
as may be necessary in order to get any refractory governments to
concede the principles set forth in this agreement”.

Mr. Flory later characterized “this sort of thing” as “contrary to
the spirit of free enterprise”. It will come as no great surprise for
you to learn that certain American investors were at that time
negotiating with Aristotle Onassis for a revival of U.S. flag whaling.

A second egregious action of U.S., vigorously but unavailingly
opposed by other allied nations was taken by Supreme Command
Allied Powers (SCAP) in Tokyo, also in 1946, also with the
concurrence of the State Department. This was to deliberately
sponsor renewed Japanese involvement in pelagic whaling. It is
most ironic that the commercial and operational modes which
provided Japanese post war whaling with its celebrated “meat
margin”, and made Japanese operations far more profitable than
whaling for oil conducted by European nations, were imposed by
SCAP.

Indeed, since SCAP took the whale oil in return for helping
finance the expeditions, the Japanese companies had no choice
but to concentrate on efficiently producing and marketing whale
meat.

The campaign to save the great whales, begun modestly by a
few persons a few years ago, has swept this nation and the world. It
has achieved important success. But it can still fail.

If we falter now, if we fail to pass necessary legislation which is
still pending in the U.S. Congress, if we fail to leave behind us the
cynicism and timidity, the genuflection to transient pressures and
bureaucratic penates, which has often characterized U.S, policy
toward whales in the past both in government and among conser-
vationists, we may still be remembered, as the generation which
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U.S. ANIMAL HEALTH ASSOCIATION MAKES
ANIMAL WELFARE RECOMMENDATION TO U.S.
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Acting on the recommendations of its Animal Welfare
Committee, the U.S. Animal Health Association passed a series of
resolutions relating to implementation of the Federal Animal
Welfare Act by the Secretary of Agriculture. The first resolution
states:

WHEREAS, recent national publicity involving
exposure of puppy farms also classified as “puppy mills”
with stress of inadequate care and disease conditions;
and

WHEREAS, this national publicity involved the
United States Department of Agriculture as a partner in
the episode of shocking puppy farms by exhibiting a lack
of funding and sufficient personnel

THEREFORE, we strongly recommend that immedi-
ate consideration be given to INCREASE FUNDING
and PERSONNEL for Veterinary Services, APHIS, to
an extent great enough to overcome the current
problems existing throughout the country and to
achieve compliance with the act in a prompt and orderly
fashion.

We also recommend that a copy of this resolution be
submitted to the United States Secretary of Agriculture
for action.

USAHA further asked the Secretary to:

1) Require photographic identification of each dog and cat sold
to random source dealers for resale and of the license plate of the
car of persons offering the animals for sale. The purpose of the
documentation is to discourage theft of animals and facilitate
successful prosecution.

2) Publish final regulations on exercise for laboratory dogs.

3) Incorporate in regulations and/or standards under the
Animal Welfare Act the provisions relating to multiple surgical
operations on a single dog published by the Institute of Laboratory
Animal Resources in “The Guide for the Care and Use of
Laboratory Animals.” (This would prevent a series of painful
operations on the same dog simply to save money.)

4) Revise Veterinary Services Forms 18-23, Annual Report of
Registered Research Facility, to clarify and more accurately reflect
the actual use of anesthetics, analgesics, and tranquilizers on
animals involved in research, testing, or experimentation.

SOUTH AFRICA GOES OUT OF THE
WHALING BUSINESS

The Union Whaling Company of South Africa announced in
October that it “has ceased operations and is disposing of its
whalers, machinery and other equipment.” (Malnichi, Tokyo,
dJapan, October 21, 1976).

According to the report, L.C. Surmon, Managing Director of the
company, which is the largest landbased whaling operation in the
world, said it had become uneconomic “as a result of a drastic
reduction in whaling quotas worldwide.”

Surmon is quoted as saying, “A quota of 500 whales is simply
not enough to allow for a profit.”

The Union Whaling Company killed mainly sperm whales,
quotas for which were reduced this year by some 4,000. In 1967
the kill from the Durban Shore Station was 2,847 sperm whales
and 236 baleen whales.

“THE ‘BAD BOATS’ HAVE GOT TO GO”

Reporting on Marine Mammal Protection Act hearings held
before an Administrative Law Judge in San Diego, on killing
dolphins in tuna purse seines, the Los Angeles Times, in an article
by Larry Pryor, November 29, 1976, states in part, “Information
about how the fleet operates at sea, the tonnage of tuna caught,
the number of porpoise killed, and the cost of operations has been
scanty and unreliable.

*“‘The problem won't be solved until people talk honestly about
what's going on,’ one government source said. . .

“Observations by the Fisheries Service personnel aboard seiners
and results of various experiments this year show that the skill and
motivation of the captain and crew may be the most important
factor in saving porpoise.

“ONLY THREE BOATS ACCOUNTED FOR 35% TO 40%
OF TOTAL PORPOISE MORTALITY THIS YEAR [emphasis
supplied), according to reports from the fleet.

“Reports from observers on boats this year showed that some
skillful captains and crews killed virtually no porpoise and a
majority of the boats were below the average of one kill per ton of
fish.

“But six boats in the sample had an inordinately high kil rate,
ranging up to four kills per ton. If a boat fished at that rate for three
trips, it could kill 12,000 porpoises in one season alone.

BOOK REVIEW

Fainjul Experiments on Animals, by Dallas Pratt, M.D., (Argus
Archives, New York, N.Y. 1976) Paperbound $2.95.

This comprehensive review of the current status and available
statistics on experiments and routine tests which cause suffering to
the animal subjects gathers together in orderly fashion a great deal
of material from different sources to provide the best existing
composite picture of the situation in the United States. It should be
read by everyone interested in these animals whether scientist or
layman and whether the reader’s primary interest is concern for
the animals themselves or the advancement of science.

As a Doctor of Medicine and a man of letters, Dr. Pratt views the
current scene compassionately and analytically. His terse
summaries admirably focus on a whole series of platitudes relating
to use and procurement of laboratory animals. For example,
quoting a New York Assemblyman's appeal to “the large savings
to tax-payers” under the State’s Metcalf-Hatch dog and cat
procurement law, Dr. Pratt writes (pp. 99-100) “It is true that dogs
from New York pounds currently cost an average $7 and cats
$5.50, prices which reflect the fees set by the Department of
Health to reimburse pounds for the maintenance of the animals
during the statutory three-day holding period after requisitioning.
Bristol-Meyers, a proprietary drug company with annual sales of
$14 billion acquired 14,000 dogs and cats under Metcalf-Hatch in
1966-74 from the Syracuse SPCA, of all places; in 1974 paying
$5.60 per dog and $6.00 per cat. It is hard to see how the benefit
this concern reaped from cheap, second-hand pets represented
‘large savings to the taxpayer.’”

In a section called “Pain as a Cause of Aggression The Ulrich
Experiments,” Dr. Pratt's sardonic ending, “Are there any
volunteers?” caps the following description of experimental

procedure: “ 1 he metal tioor ot the cage was heated, causing the
rats to jump about, licking their feet as it grew hotter. Then the floor
was cooled with dry ice - this was not effective in producing
fighting: the rats lay on their backs to escape the cold. Bursts of
intense noise (135 dcb., sustained for more than 1 minute) were
introduced. The effects of castration were tried; the animals were
shocked wearing hoods, and, finally, one pair had their whiskers
cut off and were blinded by removal of their eyes.

“Ulrich looks forward to studies on humans. ‘Naturally the moral
and practical difficulties are tremendous. Yet, as our knowledge of
aggression in lower animals progresses and as more and more
feasible methods of studying aggression in humans are developed,
a clear picture...should emerge.’ (Ulrich, R., 1966).”

Dr. Pratt's query about volunteers concludes the chapter.

Going to the original sources, the most horrifying illustration in
the book is a chart showing the reaction of rabbits’ eyes
traumatized by test solutions (U.S. Food and Drug Administration).
Following the twelve photographs of eyes in varying stages of
disintegration are quotations from reports submitted under the
requirements of the Animal Welfare Act by such companies as
A &P, Norwich Pharmacal, Revlon, USV Pharmaceutical Corp.,
Westwood Pharmaceuticals, Avon and Lederle, Pratt writes,
“When animals are forced to undergo such suffering, the very least
one expects is that the tests will be reliable and the results
meaningful. A comprehensive study of these eye and skin irritation
tests, conducted in 25 cooperating laboratories (including Avon,
Revlon and American Cyanamid-Lederle) by Weil and Scala of
Mellon Institute, Pittsburgh, and the Medical Research Division of
Esso, revealed ‘extreme variation’ in the way the laboratories
evaluated the rabbits’ reactions to standard imitants. The
investigators concluded that ‘the rabbit eye and skin procedure
currently recommended by the Federal agencies...should not be
recommended as standard procedure in any new regulations.
Without careful reeducation these tests result in unreliable results.’
(Weil and Scala, 1971).”

Another old saw examined with some care by the author is the
generalization that whole animal tests are superior to substitutes in
protection of the public. Pratt cites the case of thalidomide which
produced deformed infants. He writes “Although tests of
thalidomide in many species of pregnant animals failed to produce
deformities in the offspring, Lash and Saxen have now described
tests on cultured human embryonic tissue which clearly indicate
the danger of the drug. In the presence of thalidomide (especially
during the second month of pregnancy), there is a significant
decrease in cartilage development, predicting the limb deformities
which actually occurred in the children of women in Europe who
had received the drug in the early 1960's {Lash, J., 1971). If similar
tests on human embryonic tissue had been performed at the time
the drug was first developed, instead of misleading animal
experiments, the tragedies which resulted from its use might have
been avoided.”

The author states the objective of his book clearly at the outset:
“...to evaluate animal suffering and to consider each and every
case as a serious ethical and humane problem, not to be dismissed
on grounds of economics, scientific freedom, statutory require-
ments, health benefits, or alleged divine sanction.” If “Painful
Experiments on Animals” is widely read in the scientific

community the objective should receive practical application.
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NATIONS CONFER ON ENDANGERED
SPECIES TREATY

Bern, Switzerland was the site of the first meeting of the
contracting governments since the Convention on Trade in
Threatened and Endangered Species of Fauna and Flora was
signed in 1973. Thirty-three nations have ratified the treaty and
the representatives present from twenty-four of these countries
worked with praiseworthy efficiency November 2-6, 1976 towards
its implementation and the necessary additions to the lists.

The United States successfully proposed that the meetings of
the plenary and the Committees be open to the public throughout
(a contrast to the International Whaling Commission which
excludes the press except for opening and closing statements)
Hon. Curtis Bohlen, head of the U.S. delegation said “It is the
position of the United States that public awareness is crucial to the
success of the convention.” :

The representative of Friends of the Earth, Ltd, Joanna
Gordon-Clark, urged that all cetaceans be included on either
Appendix | (endangered) or Appendix Il ({threatened species) of
the Convention. The observer from the Netherlands, Dr. Van Bree,
pointed out that this was of such importance that it should be
discussed here as well as at the IWC. Dr. Kai Curry-Lindahl of the
United Nations Environmental Programme said that the small
cetaceans are not regulated by the IWC at all. Towards the end of
the conference the U.S. proposal to put fin whales on Appendix |
and Sei on Appendix II, with certain qualifications consonant with
the IWC schedule, was all that was approved, however.

The Conference decided that all primates not listed in Appendix
I should now be listed on Appendix II, thus regulating the trade
and enabling statistics to be reliably compiled.

A resolution was passed urging a phase-out of the trade in wild
animals and birds for the pet industry. It was the consensus of the
participating countries that pets ought to be bred rather than
captured in the wild, caged and transported to the consuming
countries. Countries where creatures are currently exploited for
the pet trade were urged to reduce and finally eliminate such
activity. The difficulties are exemplified by the fact that although
Madagascar has prohibited all export of wildlife, all the Madagascar
hedgehogs can be bought in Europe.

An organization called Conselil International de la Chasse (CIC)
(literal translation: International Council on Hunting; official
translation: International Council on Game Management) was
represented by a very active, multilingual individual concentrating
on establishing trophy hunting for leopards. He began, however,
by advocating importing trophy heads of rhinos already listed on
Appenidx [ (endangered list) from places where these rare animals
are somewhat less likely to become extinct in the near future.
Seeking to threaten the nations who have ratified the treaty to
protect endangered species, he stated that Mexico does not
support the Conference because it suggests that they “are not
capable of managing their own game.” The representative of
Ghana strongly opposed trophy hunting of rhino. He supported
the move by Canada to place all elephants on Appendix |, and in a
rare expression by applause, supported the United Kingdom's
statement that it has denied the entry of trophies of endangered
animals. A number of African countries were conspicuous by their
absence from the Bern Conference - for example Kenya, whose
representative Perez Olindo had played a leading role in obtaining
a strong treaty in 1973. The representative of Ghana emphasized
more than once that reference to the problems of countries that
had not yet ratified the convention should wait for such countries
to appear and speak for themselves. In the end the United States,
Switzerland and Zaire having opposed endangered listing for
African elephants, Canada withdrew its proposal. The Asian
elephant is on Appendix |, the African on Appendix IL.

Professor Wynne-Edwards of the United Kingdom, Chairman of
the Scientific Committee, spoke feelingly for the large birds of prey
such as the Lammergeier, slow to reproduce and in great demand
in safari parks which are proliferating. He urged Appendix I listing
for all big birds of prey. But the representative of Iran said the
family was “fairly common” in Iran, and the representative of the
International Council For Bird Protection, strongly anti-protective

in his numerous interventions, insisted that the entire species was
not threatened with extinction. The Swiss delegate asked whether
“the experts” could distinguish between the subspecies of falco
peregrinus. “No” said the young ICBP representative. He was “just
going by the list,” he said. The wise, old Wynne-Edwards again
urged backing of the Swiss proposal because of the “enormous
increase in trade.” He was defeated, however, and the species
went on Appendix Il rather than Appendix I.

A total of 44 animals were added to Appendix I, 64 to Appendix
II. After considerable debate, the sea turtles, including the
loggerhead, Pacific ridley, hawksbill, leatherback and green turtle
were added to Appendix 1. All rhinos were added to Appendix 1.
Among furbearing animals, the Asian lion and European otter
were added to Appendix [; the grey wolf, all other otters, fur seals,
bobcat, lynx and all other cats not already on Appendix | were
added to Appendix II.

A steering committee composed of the United States,
Switzerland, Canada, Ecuador and Ghana was established to
organize a special meeting within 6-12 months to develop
identification aids, to prepare guidelines on care and shipment of
living animals, to develop a simplified marking method for
shipment of preserved specimens between museums, to consider
problems of control of parts and products of listed species, and to
analyze the listings for scientific validity.

The next Conference of the parties is scheduled for the first
quarter of 1978 in Accra, Ghana.

FOURTH INTERNATIONAL CONGRESS OF THE
WORLD WILDLIFE FUND

Meeting in San Francisco, November 29 through December 1,
about 800 people from all parts of the world including the King of
Sweden, the Crown Prince of Norway, the Prince of Nepal and
high officials of the Governments of Costa Rica, India, Peru and
Venezuela, and representatives from 28 other nations took part in
a series of seminars relating to the theme of the World Wildlife
Fund Congress, “The Fragile Earth.”

The major program launched at the Congress is the
International Marine Campaign for 1977-78 for which ten million
dollars is sought to finance projects on critical marine habitats, Law
of the Sea legislation, marine pollution, and endangered marine
species. N

Resolutions adopted by the Congress include important
recommendations on conservation of whales and dolphins.

The resolution entitled “Conservation of Whales” calls for an
immediate moratorium on commercial whaling, .for particular
attention to studies of live whales and notes that “loopholes in the
International Whaling Commission convention have been
repeatedly used to prolong the existence of an industry which is
dying as a result of its own excesses.”

The resolution entitled “Depletion of Porpoise Stocks in the
Eastern Tropical Pacific by the International Purse Seine Fleet”
concludes: “The Fourth International Congress of the World
Wildlife Fund, meeting in San Francisco, US.A., from 29
November to 1 December 1976: Commends the member
Governments of the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission
for their action and urges them to press forward vigorously
through the IATTC to achieve new techniques and fishing gear
that will immediately reduce the tragic kill of porpoise and
ultimately permit tuna to be caught without placing the nets
around porpoise, and that all nations that use purse seines should
enact legislation equivalent to the United States Marine Mammal
Protection Act which sets a goal approaching zero mortality and
serious injury rate for porpoise; Further encourages the United
States Government fully to enforce the Marine Mammal
Protection Act and urges The Congress of the United States to
maintain the integritty of the Act and resist all attempts to weaken
it.”
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