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THE CONVENTION ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE IN

ENDANGERED SPECIES(CITES) aims to regulate
trade in wild fauna and flora, thus aiding
their conservation. Countries agree a list of
species "threatened with extinction",known as
Appendix I, for which international trade is
banned. Controlled trade is allowed for species
that are less threatened, listed in Appendix II. At
each Conference of the Parties, the 150 member
countries consider proposals for amendments to
the listing of species in the Appendices, in
accordance with specific biological criteria. 

For the third time in a row, Norway has
proposed that the Northeast and the North
Atlantic Central minke whale stocks be
transferred from Appendix I to Appendix II
(known as 'downlisting'). The proposal fulfils
the CITES criteria: firstly the scientific data
shows that these whale stocks are healthy and in
no way threatened with extinction, and thus
should not be listed in Appendix I. Secondly
precautionary measures are in place; hunting is
well-regulated and Norway has established a
unique DNA analysis trade control system. 

Downlisting would give the green light for
international trade in minke whale products.
This will increase the conservation and
economic benefits of whaling. Sustainable
whaling is an environmentally-friendly means
of producing food, and should therefore be
encouraged.

In 1997, a simple majority supported the
Norwegian proposal, but it was not carried as it
failed to achieve the necessary two-thirds
majority. The CITES Secretariat also
recommended downlisting.

This brochure explains why North Atlantic
minke whales should be downlisted. More
information can be found in Norway's proposal,
the Traffic report Minke Whale in Norwayand
at www.highnorth.no.

IN THE HIGH NORTH , whaling is as natural as
fishing. It provides a living in many
communities, both as goods to be traded and
food. Whaling complements fishing so that,
for example, when the winter cod season is
over, fishermen turn to whaling in the
summer. This annual cycle reflects nature's
seasonal abundance of resources.

Without whaling, many fishermen would lose
their livelihoods. Like most people, fishermen
have mortgages to pay and children to feed;

without whaling they will have to find other ways to generate an income. With fish
resources commonly being more scarce in the summertime, it is not easy to find an
alternative fishery. Often fishermen have no choice but to give up, move to urban
areas, find a new job and start a new way of life.

Whaling communities are
found in Canada, the Faroe
Islands, Greenland, Indonesia,
Japan, Norway, the
Philippines, Russia, St Vincent
and the Grenadines, and in the
USA. People hunt, amongst
others, beluga, bowhead,
Bryde's, fin, grey, humpback,
minke, narwhal, pilot and
sperm whales. In Iceland,
whaling halted temporarily in
1989, but last year the
parliament decided that
hunting should resume
shortly.

Norway lodged an objection
to the International Whaling
Commission's commercial whaling moratorium and is thus not bound by it. After
a five year break, Norway on this basis resumed commercial minke whaling in
1993.

Third time
lucky?

Year 1994 1997 2000

Yes 16 57

No 48 51

Abstain 48 6

Result Failed Failed Passed?

EATING WHALE MEAT IS FAR MORE environmentally-friendly than eating beef or
pork. Harvesting nature's surplus means that habitat does not have to be
destroyed and turned into agricultural land. Whaling does not pollute the
environment and is very energy-efficient -- producing beef requires much more
energy than producing whale meat. As free-range animals, whales are spared
the prolonged suffering of factory-farm livestock. Minke whales are killed
quickly and efficiently. Whale meat is also good for you. It is 100% natural,
rich in protein, lean and tasty.

Eco-meat

"Lunching on the products of grotesque concentration-camp
farms nestled in our green and pleasant land, we choke the
idea of the whaler and his harpoon or the sealer and his
club. ... Presented with those cultures and with sustainability
in action, we rebuff them with moral indignation and try to
wreck their trade in seal furs and whale meat."

FRED PEARCE, NEW SCIENTIST, 19973

Whaling: 
Providing a livelihood

Voting record for Norway´s
minke whale proposal

Summer catch: hauling a minke whale aboard
Photo: Knut Skoglund Film

Winter catch: hauling cod aboard
Photo: Kjell Ove Storvik



THE MOST RECENT ABUNDANCE

ESTIMATES are that 184,000
individuals make up the two
North Atlantic minke whale
stocks. The Northeast Atlantic
stock was estimated to
112,000 by a unanimous

Scientific Committee of the IWC in 1996. The North Atlantic
Central stock was estimated to 72,000 by the NAMMCO
Scientific Committee in 1997, while an IWC estimate from 1990
set the size of this stock at 28,000. World-wide there are more
than one million minke whales.

SINCE THE LATE 1920S, MORE THAN 100,000 minke whales have
been hunted in the North Atlantic. From 1938-1983, the annual
average catch in the Northeast stock was about 2,000, which is
considered to be a sustainable offtake. The Central stock has been
hunted to a lesser extent, with a long-term annual average of less
than 150 animals harvested since the late 1920s. Presently
Greenland issues a quota of 12 minkes from the Central stock,
and another 175 animals are taken from the West-Greenland
stock. Norwegian whalers mostly hunt from the Northeast stock,
but also take a few from the Central stock. The total Norwegian
catch in 1999 was 589 animals, while the quota this year is 655.

Catch statistics

Sound science
says healthy
stocks

NORWAY MAINTAINS A

DATABASE with DNA profiles
from all minke whales hunted
since 1997. This means that
any whale meat in the market
can be DNA tested and its

origin traced in the database. DNA testing in domestic markets
shows that it works to control trade. This control scheme will be
of enormous help in monitoring that the products in the
marketplace are legally caught and traded. It is also likely to
function as a deterrent to illegal activities, such as an attempt in
1993 to smuggle whale meat in cartons marked 'shrimp'.
Although the DNA scheme has not been tested for international
trade, it is unique, and probably the strictest wildlife trade control
system ever. If it is not considered a sufficiently stringent control
to justify downlisting, the question is if any system ever will be. 

ON BOARD EACH NORWEGIAN WHALING VESSEL there is a
government appointed veterinary-trained inspector. In 1994, the
coast guard discovered that a boat had one more whale in its hold
than its assigned quota. The inspector was allegedly asleep. The
owner of the vessel was fined US $1,500, and both the owner and
the vessel were banned from whaling for five years. In addition,
international observers appointed by NAMMCO observe whaling
activities.

Strict supervision

Access to markets matters

Unprecedented
DNA trade
control scheme

"My judgement is that the pro-whaling side has put forward a strong and arguable case 
for a resumption of commercial whaling, with all kinds of safeguards built in to meet the
arguments of those governments that have been delaying."

RAY GAMBELL, IWC SECRETARY, 19977

"It has also been argued that whales and other cetaceans should not be hunted at all
because of their uniqueness. However, all things in nature are unique, and it seems difficult
to argue that one species is more unique than another and should therefore receive
special treatment."

REPORT ON MARINE MAMMALS, COUNCIL OFEUROPE, JULY 12, 1993 

Norway's blubber mountain keeps growing, thanks
to CITES Photo: Erik VeigŒrd/Scanpix

THE ARCTIC AND SUB-ARCTIC REGIONS are very rich in marine resources, but
poor in other resources such as grain. Therefore trade in goods, including
whale products, has taken place for centuries. This continues today with
almost all seafood being exported.

A condition for an economic activity to take place is access to markets. It is
therefore no surprise that the fight over trade constitutes one of the most important
confrontations in the whaling conflict. The anti-whaling movement has
successfully pursued a strategy to influence national and international legislation
such as CITES to close markets.

While the domestic market takes care of the meat, Norwegians do not have a palate
for blubber. The export ban has resulted in several hundred tonnes of blubber being
stockpiled. If they could sell the blubber on export markets, the conservation and
economic benefits of whaling would increase.

It is not acceptable that CITES is abused as a tool to ban international trade in
wildlife products harvested sustainably, thus depriving local communities access to
markets and economic development.


