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Animal research ethics, legislation and practice and their application to
scientific whaling
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Introduction
Although the International Convention for the Regulation of

Whaling states it is: 
to provide for the proper conservation of whale stocks

and… the orderly development of the whaling industry

its Article VIII allows any Contracting Government to:
grant to any of its nationals a special permit authorizing

that national to kill, take and treat whales for purposes

of scientific research. 

Such scientific whaling permits should be expected to only

allow activities which accord with national controls on animal

experimentation, where those hold sway, and with international

agreements where they may not, as in international waters.

Legislation
The laws on animal testing and research (which would

cover scientific whaling) from a sample of countries in

Europe, America and Asia show wide variation in controls

and practice but some consensus on principles about the use

and welfare protection of research animals and the ethics of

animal research. It is generally recognised that scientific

use is a special case, with laws on animal experimentation

only part of wider animal welfare legislation, and permit-

ting actions on animals for scientific purposes that would be

otherwise prohibited. Often, regulation of scientific use

comes within an overarching act on treatment of animals

(as in Japan’s amended Act on Welfare and Management of

Animals). In others, eg UK, where different human-animal

interactions are covered by different welfare laws, a

specific act, the Animals (Scientific Procedures) Act 1986,

allows researchers to undertake activities prohibited by

other laws but under strict control. (See also Fry 2012).

Ethics
There is wide consensus on underlying ethics. As the

Council of Europe Convention ETS123 1986 (Council of

Europe 2005) preamble puts it:
man has a moral obligation to respect all animals and to

have due consideration for their capacity for suffering

but:
man in his quest for knowledge, health and safety has a

need to use animals where there is reasonable expecta-

tion that the result will be to extend knowledge or be to

the overall benefit of man or animal, just as he uses

them for food, clothing and as beasts of burden.

In Japan, where the scientific whaling catch was 1,004 in

2008/91, the official translation of the Act on Welfare and

Management of Animals 1973 (as amended) reads in Article 2:
animals are living beings, no person shall kill, injure, or

inflict cruelty on animals without due cause

and in Article 41: 
(…in the Case of Providing Animals for Scientific Use)

(1) ….consideration shall be given to …alternative

methods to that of the use of animals ...and reducing the

number of animals... (2) ...a method that minimizes the

pain and distress to the animal as much as possible shall

be used.

Japan, thus, recognises the concept of the Three Rs

(Replacement — using non-sentient material that replaces

use of animals in experiments or tests; Reduction — using

the minimum number of animals for the scientific objec-

tives; and Refinement — avoiding, alleviating or minimising

potential pain, distress and other adverse effects). This

concept is widely accepted. It can be seen in the Australian

Code of Practice for the Care and Use of Animals for

Scientific Purposes (2004), for example, and in the Canadian
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1 ‘Special Permit Catch’ figures published by the International
Whaling Commission.




