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International Whaling Commission:
Large whale entanglement initiative

• Scientific Committee
✓ Human-Induced Mortality
Working Group (formerly Bycatch)

•Other Commission subcommittees and working groups
✓ Whale Killing Methods & Welfare Issues
✓Conservation Committee

www.IWC.int



IWC workshop to review the scope,
impact and potential actions (Maui, 2010)

http://iwc.int/index.php?cID=2635&cType=document

Participants from:

Argentina
Australia
Brazil
Canada (Pacific and Atlantic), 

Korea
New Zealand
Norway
South Africa
USA  (Pacific and Atlantic)



Large whales: All species

Summary of six years of large whale bycatch data from National Progress 
Reports submitted to the IWC Scientific Committee annual meetings 
(56-61), generally covering the years: 2003-2008 (2010, IWC/62/15)



Gear type?
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NOAA

NOAA

NOAA

NOAA

PCCS



Gear involved: reported to IWC

All passive (stationary or drifting) gear:  (IWC/62/15)



When and where reported?

Feeding

W.N. Atlantic W. Australia

S. Africa

Hawaii

HawaiiAlaska

Migrating Breeding

SAWDN

NOAA
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Sperm whales in coastal FADs made of debris
Guadeloupe: 2013 and 2016

Association Evasion Tropicale

Association Evasion Tropicale

Caroline Rinaldi and Renato Rinaldi
SC/65b/ HIM02,  2014, Bled, Slovenia

2016

2013



Long line



Marine Debris

SAWDN

NOAA
HWRF

HWRF

http://iwc.int/pwoatiomd2013



Debris?: while migrating?

?



IWC Workshop:  Maui, 2010
Convened by: Australia, Norway and USA

 Agreed the issue occurs 
wherever whales and 
passive gear overlap

 Agreed that the frequency 
is widely and often severely 
under-estimated

 It is a welfare and   
conservation issue

 Recommended:
 Better data collection

 Prevention

 Capacity building

http://iwc.int/index.php?cID=2635&cType=document



Principles and Guidelines
2nd Workshop, Provincetown, 2011

 Human safety first

 Training

 Do not get in water

 Protocols and techniques

 Animal Welfare

 Contribute to prevention

 Standard data collection

 Increase public awareness

 Authorization by relevant 

Government Agency

IWC/64/WKM&AWIREP1, Annex E

https://iwc.int/best-practice-guidelines-

for-entanglement-responde



Process for IWC endorsed training

 Provide overview of issue and training to relevant 

authority, upon request from Country or civil society

 Work with Government to identify key regions in 

country and appropriate trainees using consensus 

criteria

 Conduct two day training, using consensus curriculum

 Evaluate trainees and identify possible apprentices

 Add country to Global Network



Theoretical: Classroom (day one)
and practical: sea (day two)



~1200 trainees from 34 countries





Primary teams in the IWC Global Whale 
Entanglement Response Network (to date)

Recent

Trainings

• Norway

• Russia

• Kenya

• Scotland

• Argentina

Planned

Trainings

• Italy

• Iceland

• Reunion

• Colombia

• Costa Rica

= Pre-existing teams

= IWC trained teams



Criteria for prioritizing trainings
 Human Safety:  Are well-meaning but un-trained people 

currently responding with dangerous techniques? 

 Conservation:  How endangered is the whale population 

and how significant is the entanglement impact? 

 Animal Welfare:  How many whales are likely to benefit 

from developing a response network? 

 Socioeconomic impact:  How much impact do 

entanglements have on the affected fishers?

 National support: Has the country requested or 

sanctioned the training?

 Added impact:   Does the training fit into and/or 

encourage other productive initiatives?



Intergovernmental Organizations

Non-Governmental Organizations

Governmental Organizations


