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Dealing With TINA
Delegates to IWC 62 in Agadir are finally getting to meet TINA – There Is No Alternative.  If the International Whaling Commission cannot strike a compromise after all the intensive meetings and sophisticated processes that have characterized negotiations over the past two years, what hope is there that it will ever be a useful management instrument?    

In other words, if there is no deal, there will be no IWC.  

It is not that countries will have to leave the organization to make the IWC impotent.   A rejection of a deal would equate to a declaration that the IWC will never regulate whaling.  Any nation looking for regulation will have to look elsewhere.  

This is not to say that the Chair and Vice Chair’s proposal is flawless.  In common with perhaps every national delegation and every NGO, IWMC has significant concerns about the final document that has been circulated.  But we also realize that a proposal without flaws was never a serious possibility given the polarized positions that exist over whaling today.  This is the nature of a compromise.  The question is whether the combination of flaws can nevertheless produce a strong enough attraction to bring the various sides together.  
For example, like others, we particularly disapprove of the politicizing of catch quota figures, preferring a science-based process.  At the same time, we recognize that a compromise package has to compromise on some key principles and it is no surprise that this is chief among them.

In any case, the reform process has laid bare what is at stake.  Although the focus in Agadir is on numbers and horse-trading, anti-whalers have now openly admitted that thousands of minke whales could be hunted sustainably in the Antarctic.  At least, this was the testimony of the United States IWC Commissioner to a Congressional Panel in May.  And the Australian government has made clear what it thinks about the desirability of compromise by launching an international lawsuit.  

So let’s be honest.  What this whole process is really concerned about is ethics and, more precisely, the desire of some to impose their conviction that whaling is wrong on others who believe it is a right when carried out sustainably.  And while science can produce quotas according to stock assessments and mathematical formulas, ethical positions can be cut and pasted to fit whatever is expedient.  

Behind the showmanship at Agadir is a battle between those who feel that they cannot hope to change global attitudes towards the utilization of animals unless they can stop whaling, and those for whom whaling is the frontline in protecting basic food consumption principles, freedoms and traditions.  

With so much at stake, it is not surprising that a deal will satisfy no one.  But the beauty of the compromise proposal is that while no one wins on whaling, no one loses on ethics.  The battle can continue.  Is there really any alternative?  
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