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Executive Summary:
This report has the purpose of creating a timeline of events detailing the efforts of the
International community to stop the small island state of Sao Tome and Principe (STP), from
joining the Japanese frontlines at the International Whaling Commission (IWC). It is a
comprehensive text that includes politics, science and activism.
This is the most effective case where year after year we managed to gather enough support
from several fronts, of different branches of society, and government(s) in order to protect
whales and give no more votes to Japan and its vote consolidation program inside the IWC.
It is the most successful campaign of its kind in Africa, but it isn’t without difficulties and
struggle against a super‐power nation like Japan. Japan wants STP on his role of recruits, which
have signed the International Convention for the Regulation of Whaling, promote junk‐science,
and a crime in a place that has been formally adopted as a sanctuary, for whales.
The problem is Japan didn’t foresee our involvement there and the sheer number of people,
that sometimes not even knowing, contributed to this success. The project was funded by
Global Ocean and the Pew Environment Group (PEG).
This is the story, how we stopped Japan for 4 consecutive years, from buying STP’s vote. STP is
so far an example in Africa, and we all hope it remains so!
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Background:
During 2007, the battle of vote numbers inside the International Whaling Commission (IWC)
was at its peak. Japan, using its foreign aid donations in order to buy developing nations votes
was congregating an ever‐growing number of countries on their side at the IWC, in what has
been called a “vote consolidation operation”. The previous year, at the IWC meeting in St. Kitts
and Nevis, Japan gained a simple majority vote, not enough to approve any amendment into
the Schedule, but more than enough to cheer and rejoice, as it was Japan’s first victory at the
IWC in over 2 decades.
During that year (2007), between other countries apparently willing to side‐up with the pro‐
whaling bloc was Sao Tome and Principe (STP).
The news picked up at the macauhub.com titled “Japan supports fisheries development in Sao
Tome” (2007‐07‐20) followed by “Japan wants to hunt whales in Sao Tome’s waters” (2007‐08‐
09).
São Tomé and Príncipe (STP), is an island nation in the Gulf of Guinea, straddling the Equator
west of Gabon, with a population of 163,000 and a land area of 1.001 km2; the second smallest
African country after the Republic of Seychelles with a population of only 84,000 and a land
area of 451 km2. It gained independence from Portugal in 1975 but democratic reforms were
not instituted until the late 1980s. The political environment has been one of continued
instability with frequent changes in leadership and coup attempts in 1995 and 2003. The
recent discovery of oil in the Gulf of Guinea is likely to have a significant impact on the
country's economy.
Figure 1.0 – Sao Tome and Principe position in Africa
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The country has become increasingly dependent on cocoa since independence in 1975. Cocoa
production has substantially declined in recent years because of drought and mismanagement
but strengthening prices helped boost export earnings in 2003.
STP has to import all fuels (and all country’s energy is produced by oil generators), most
manufactured goods, consumer goods, and a substantial amount of food. Over the years it has
had difficulty servicing its external debt and has relied heavily on concessional aid and debt
rescheduling.
STP benefited from $200 million in debt relief in December 2000 under the Highly Indebted
Poor Countries (HIPC) program which helped bring down the country's $300 million debt
burden. In August 2005 STP signed on to a new 3‐year IMF Poverty Reduction and Growth
Facility (PRGF) program worth $4.3 million. Portugal also pardoned a $10 million debt and
Angola $22 million in 2007.
Considerable potential exists for development of a tourist industry and the government has
taken steps to expand facilities in recent years.
Efforts are being made to diversify the economy away from cocoa, which is why they are
hoping and optimistic about the development of petroleum resources in its territorial waters,
the oil‐rich Gulf of Guinea, which are being jointly developed in a 60‐ 40 split with Nigeria, and
abundant elsewhere in the Gulf of Guinea.
The biggest national aid donor is Taiwan, and STP is known for its support and recognition of
Taiwan’s right to independency.

The hunt of Cetaceans in the World and the Gulf of Guinea
Throughout the globe there is evidence of direct hunting of whales that date back to 6000 BC.
However, during the eighteenth and the nineteenth century with the invention of factory ships
and explosive head harpoon guns that made the business more efficient and of industrial
proportions, no whale was safe no matter where it what ocean it were. For several decades,
whale products (especially the oil, but also the lard, meat, baleen etc.) had a high economic
importance, in the grandeur of many millions. With so much money at stake the rampant and
unregulated hunting for the world's whale populations were reduced to nearly 10% of their
original numbers1.
According to historical records, commercial whaling in the Gulf of Guinea began to be
developed since the late eighteenth century and continued until 1959. The hunt took place off
the coast of Gabon, Angola, Congo and Sao Tome and Principe. One of the main targets of
hunting was the Humpback Whale (Megaptera novaeangliae), known to breed in this region.
In the year 1912, there were eleven companies (mostly Dutch and English) operating off the
west coast of the African continent. The activity had its main base in French Gabon. Records
Gonçalves, Francisco G. F. F. 2005. International Whaling Commission (IWC)  History
and Controversy. Whale and Dolphin Magazine. 2005 May/Jun Issue 7:3437
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and accounts between 1913 and 1952 show that no fewer than 8938 whales were caught in
the Gulf of Guinea. This period was not continuous, there being an interruption in the period
1924 to 1935. The whaling season was dependent on the number of whales and their
migration routes, and so the whaling activity was higher between the months of June to
October. For much of this period there was no international regulation for the management of
whaling; the numbers of whales taken are thought to have been much higher than what was
actually reported. With a killing well above sustainable levels, killing both mothers and calves
often, there was a collapse of stock in the region to numbers that were not generating enough
revenue for the industry to be carried on, it was inevitably disintegrated and was ceased in the
region by 1952 2.
In Sao Tome and Principe, a Franco‐Norwegian whaling company, named Société des Pêcheries
Coloniales à la Baleine (SOPECOBA), was established in 1951, at Rosema Beach in the
northeast of the island of Sao Tome, but only stayed in business for 104 days (between July 13
and 25 October). During this period, the catching of 714 large whales was reported. During the
period it was active, the factory processed 714 whales, corresponding to an average of 7
whales a day. The species caught were Humpback whale (Megaptera novaeangliae), Bryde's
whale (Balaenoptera edeni), Fin whale (Balaenoptera physalus) and Sperm whales (Physeter
macrocephalus), and a total of 54 embryos were found. In 1952, the reduced number of
captured individuals led to the end of this activity in the archipelago3.
The hunt in STP was merely to extend the SOPECOBA’s range, and further facilitate the
exploration and profound depletion of the Humpback Whales stock; since it was also operating
off Cap Lopez in Gabon (Gabon and STP share the same population of Humpback Whales). The
result was the almost annihilation of the Humpback Whale population of West Africa. The
result is vividly described by Tønnessen and Johnsen 4:
“Since it was assumed, as usual, that stocks had built up after a few years, Sopecoba was
granted a license in 1959 for the catching of 600 humpbacks from a shore station, but the
result was a mere 160. From then on this species was protected in these waters, and after 1963
throughout Africa.”

Sao Tome and Principe & Whaling:
With a land area of 1001 km2, the islands of STP are located near the Equator with a distance
of 300 km from West Coast of the African continent. The whole archipelago is inserted into the
Cameroon volcanic rift line. With a dimension of its territorial waters of about 130 000 km2 –
which amounts to 170 times the land area of the nation – it is nevertheless interesting to note
Brito, C., Carvalho, I., Reiner, F. 2005. Historical records of cetaceans in Sao Tome and
Principe. A preliminary report from Projecto Delphim.
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that the historical concentration of economic activities STP is based on land, making the
waterfront an entire area with an unimaginable potential still untapped 5.
Figure2.0 – Center of Sao Tome City

Figure 2.1 – San Tomean Children
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STP is probably the last island of its kind: an unexplored small tropical island, surrounded by
beaches and lush palm trees, turquoise seas, waterfalls, rivers, endemic birds and plants, and
free of violence and crime ‐ which in the African context is one factor that weighs more in its
development as a tourist attraction.
Figure 2.2 – Pico do Cão view

Figure 2.3 – Old‐Ways: Washing in the River
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On 20th July, 2007 the economic information portal MacauHub.com reported a bilateral
cooperation agreement between Japan and STP for the fisheries sector: "Japan will grant Sao
Tome and Principe 6.9 million dollars for development fisheries in the archipelago, said
Wednesday in Sao Tome, the director general of the sector, Aida Almeida." 6 This after, on the
same portal, was announced that Japan had re‐launched their financial aid to STP. In the
article, the Foreign Affairs Minister, Gustavo dos Santos, said that “Japan has granted
US$1.6 million to Sao Tome and Principe, as part of a program of bilateral
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cooperation”, he also added that ”the areas in which the funding would be applied
7
had yet to be decided, and he was awaiting a joint decision”.

The following month, on August 9th, 2007, the same information portal published a new entry
entitled: "Japan wants to hunt whales in Sao Tome’s waters"; and in text it was stated that
“Japan has presented proposals to Sao Tome’s fisheries authorities aimed to open the
archipelago’s territorial waters to Japanese commercial whaling, officials said. Sao Tome’s
fisheries minister, Cristina Dias, said Wednesday that she considered the Japanese proposals
“interesting”, noting that before Sao Tome gives approval for this type of fishing it would carry
out economic and environmental studies and also sign up to an international convention on
whaling." 8
The “modus operandi” of the man oeuvre followed exactly the model used by Japan since
2000 to entice countries to sign the International Convention for the Regulation of Whaling
(ICRW), thus becoming a member of the International Whaling Commission (IWC). This “vote‐
buying” program (as is the Japanese strategy has been called in the international press) has
aimed to secure a simple majority within the IWC in support of Japan’s agenda, allowing them
to block any conservation measures that the other countries might propose and to be able to
ultimately to repeal the moratorium instituted in 1986, which prohibits the commercial
hunting of whales.

The International Whaling Commission:
The IWC was formed in 1946 with the signing of the International Convention for the
Regulation of Whaling (ICRW), aiming to regulate and manage whaling at an international
level. This was by no means a commission set up to ensure conservation of the whales but
was intended initially at least to regulate competition between the different commercial
whaling enterprises of the 14 or so whaling countries at that time. . Despite various efforts the
IWC failed in its main objective, the maintenance of the whaling industry, with the transition of
the society to oil dependence, whale oil ceased to have economic importance for which he was
widely desired, and whaling was too costly in proportion to the profit it was generating.
In the 1970s and early 80's with the environmental movement gaining strength as a political
force, “the whale” passed from an economic output to the image of a political campaign that
was worth votes. There was strong pressure from a widespread public opinion convinced that
killing whales was cruel, inhumane and wrong. This influence was such that in 1982 the IWC
agreed a moratorium on commercial whaling that was to be implemented in 1986 and was to
be of indefinite duration. Japan strongly opposed the 1982 moratorium decision, but two
years later, as the result of bilateral negotiations with the USA and in exchange for a fishing
quota granted by the USA in its waters, agreed to abide by the decision. But when in 1987 the
American fishing industry was in crisis and struggling with widespread economic hardship, the
U.S. withdrew the fishing privileges it had granted to Japan, and Japan submitted to the IWC
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that same year its first proposal for “research” or “scientific" whaling in the Antarctic.
Twenty‐three years later, the program, now expanded, still goes on, with Japan granting itself
a catch of about 1000 animals yearly.
This whole process was conducted under Article VIII of the ICRW that allows a country to hunt
whales for scientific purposes. According to Japan, the proceeds from sales of whale meat that
can be found in domestic markets are to fund more scientific research in Antarctica ‐
proclaimed in 1994 by the IWC as a sanctuary for whales. It is ironic to say the least that Japan
uses that same safe area to kill hundreds of animals every year. The economic interest that
Japan has in the whaling industry is close to zero, and the reason why Japan has been
practicing whaling in recent years is not at all clear. Some theories and reflections suggest that
Japan is still mindful of the millionaire profits made with commercial whaling and in the near
future wants to reopen the same industry and have a dominant role 9. Others point to the fact
that Japan has the largest fishing fleet and is the largest consumer of fish in the world and
cannot allow any marine resource (or land) to be denied, even by the international
community. Others still say that whaling is an issue used for domestic political purposes, one in
which Japan faces off with the West, in a matter not of vital interest.
With the number of the pro‐conservation countries growing within the IWC and the
subsequent passing of a number of resolutions furthering the conservation agenda, (non‐
binding resolutions can pass with a simple majority, whereas binding rules require the support
of not less than ¾ of IWC members), Japan in 1999 initiated a program to “buy” votes through
strategic use of foreign economic aid (almost always targeted countries were under
developed), usually related to fishing. The countries (to which financial assistance had been
provided), in turn were asked enter the IWC and vote the same way as Japan, thus ensuring
that no binding decision could be approved, rejecting any conservation initiative, and to
continue its program of commercial whaling (disguised as scientific). This made the IWC plunge
into a status quo, with a battle of numbers (countries and votes) between the two poles in
opposition, the pro‐whaling and the other against it.

2007:
Sao Tome and Principe fitted perfectly in this model and in the same article published in
August by MacauHub it could observed that the “Sao Tome’s fisheries minister, Cristina Dias,
said Wednesday that she considered the Japanese proposals “interesting”, noting that before
Sao Tome gives approval for this type of fishing it would carry out economic and environmental
studies and also sign up to an international convention on whaling. Besides discussing financial
compensation for whale fishing in its waters, Sao Tome would also discuss job creation
prospects related to the whaling proposals with the Japanese authorities, added the minister.
Dias was speaking after a fisheries conference in Sao Tome, which was attended by a Tokyo
delegation headed by Japanese MP Tadahiko Ito, who is to deliver an invitation to President
Fradique de Menezes for the Japan‐Africa summit next year.”

Holt, S. 2007. Whaling: Will the Phoenix rise again? Marine Pollution Bulletin, Volume
54, Issue 8, August 2007, Pages 10811086
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At the time little was known about the status of STP in relation to whaling and its economic
and political situation. There were discussions about jobs that a hypothetical whaling industry
operating in STP could generate, but it was clear that the Japanese plan was to make the
country join the IWC and secure one more vote so that they could keep the IWC blocked.
It was therefore decided to make a first field campaign to better assess the situation. The
scenario was typical of many other countries that Japan had attempted or succeeded in
recruiting for the IWC – selective and wrong information given to the government and media.
The Japanese Member of Parliament accompanying the Japanese diplomatic delegation at that
time, Tadahiko Ito, is currently a member of the Liberal Democratic Party of Japan, and its
Parliamentary Whaling League. In addition to the invitation to STP to participate in the Summit
of TICAD IV (Japan‐Africa cooperation), this visit also included a seminar on fisheries,
mentioned in the article. This seminar was presented by the Chilean, Dr. Gabriel Gomez Diaz,
liege and representative of the Tokyo‐based Institute of Cetacean Research (ICR), who in
recent years has been attending meetings of the IWC, and who in the early 90's did various
efforts (unsuccessfully) so that his home country, Chile, would not vote in favor of the
establishment of an IWC sanctuary for whales in the Southern Ocean. The ICR is the institution
that promotes and carries out the Japanese whaling campaign in the Antarctic and North
Pacific and uses multiple (false) arguments and (wrong) facts about whales in order to
persuade those present at their workshops to adopt their views, which for a layman on the
subject may appear valid. Their arguments are:
1) Whales eat large quantities of fish and their numbers should therefore be controlled,
since they are a threat to global food security.
2) With the number of large whales under control, the fishing industry will benefit, and
fish stocks worldwide will increase.
3) Some species of large whales are most numerous and can be hunted for commercial
purposes which could alleviate hunger in Africa.
The arguments declared by the Minister of Economy of STP, that whales depleting the stocks
of fish in STP are naive and quite wrong. That is the great deception of the Japanese officials
and their representatives, speaking with apparent eloquence, show facts and selected pictures
to members from countries such as STP to support their cause, all the while painting a
completely misleading picture of the relationship between whales and fisheries. The falsities of
the Japanese argument have been highlighted in many articles and scientific papers10,11,12. The
real facts are quite different from those that Japan shows in their workshops, the reality
behind what Japan declares like a broken tape, is as follows:
1) Most species of large whales do not eat fish. They feed on krill, a small shrimp‐like
crustacean, not fish used as food. Whales by and large concentrate their feeding
10
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during the summer months that they spend in the cold waters of the poles, since only
these areas have conditions (water rich in nutrients) to the proliferation of krill. They
feed very little if at all when they are in warm tropical waters (poor in nutrients), as is
the case of Sao Tome, which are their breeding grounds.
2) Large scale industrial fishing is overwhelmingly responsible for the collapse of fish
stocks around the world, and this has to be governed and regulated so as not to
threaten the survival of human beings that depend on the same species of fish as the
ones commercialized by humans. Japan has the largest fishing fleet in the world.
3) In 2005 the IWC itself has issued a document stating that does not have enough data
to accurately assess the status and abundance of whale populations globally. In
addition, the economic effort and costs associated with the whaling would be much
higher than building infrastructures for the African communities that could end their
hunger and create more work within their region and have a better quality of life.
During the campaign we made several sessions for clarification of facts with different people
from various social, political, economic and environmental areas. Several allies within the
government, nongovernmental organizations (NGOs), European projects underway in the
country, and business hotels, made Japan’s intentions fail, and STP did not sign the ICRW and
was not present at the 59th IWC meeting in Alaska, USA. That and the fact that the
government of Sao Tome has changed and a new administration had taken charge of the
ministries that were subject to pressure from Japan. But Japan was far from giving up this
island country.
However, the campaign was not a “hit” the moment it started. The outcome was extremely
unpredictable and there were no other known campaigns of this type in the region. Before
being on the ground in STP a strategy was drafted, to which a large number of people
contributed from their own experiences in other parts of the world. But the problem
remained; there were not many people that had attempted such an endeavor in Africa. We
could only find some field experience of two individuals who were effective and valuable for
the mission, Alice Stroud and Mamadou Diallo from WWF WAMER.
The campaigner to implement it, Francisco Gonçalves, had learned how to interact with
country officials and media in South America (Uruguay and Argentina), under the guidance of
Milko Schvartzman, a Greenpeace (GP) Campaigner that managed to turn many countries
away from Japan, and was a crucial help in making the Latin‐American bloc one of the
strongest (if not the most) at the IWC, in advocating for whale conservation. Africa, however,
was very different from South America.
The strategy included the teaming up with a GP campaigner from Brazil, that coming from a
developing country, would give more weight and connection with the country officials.
Nevertheless, soon before the campaign was to be implemented GP decided not to send their
campaigner, they made a final contact asking why the campaigner was needed in Africa, but
decided nonetheless not to send her. So we were left with only one campaigner in the field.
The objective was to keep STP away from the IWC, contrary to Latin America, where the aim
was to convert or recruit them to the conservation bloc. The only problem was that the
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strategy was somewhat aggressive and was meant to corner the country’s officials with
knowledge, facts and sound science regarding the whaling issue. This was a mistake.
The day following a strong media campaign, with interviews being given on the National Radio
(Rádio Nacional), National TV (TVS) and an interview given to the main newspaper, the
campaigner was spotted by 4 policemen at the local market and taken into custody. On the
way to the local police station one of the police officers said “so you think you can come to our
country and say what you want? Wherever you want?” The reason stated to take him into
custody was: taking photos in a public place.
Besides the media push there was a meeting with the National Director of Fisheries, Aida de
Almeida. She was well informed of the Japanese propaganda, and even said she had proof that
whales were consuming all of her country’s fish. When faced with the facts she admitted that
if Japan helped her office she would help Japan. She even added that if the international
community was so moved by the contemporary whaling debate, the campaigner could get her
a country like Portugal or Holland to help them like Japan and she would vote for whale
conservation, she couldn’t have been clearer!
The same day a meeting was denied by the office of the Foreign Affairs Ministry, there was a
disturbing meeting (one of the first) with a Norwegian woman named “Bibi” Braunstein, the
representative of a tourism agency called Navetour Equator. She was flippant and passed all of
her time ridiculing whale conservation; it was upsetting. Ironically, Navetour Equator is one of
the few agencies that offer Whale‐Watching trips.
At this time it was clear that a change in the approach was needed. The strategy was
remodeled to meet a very different reality from Latin‐America. Question was: would it be
effective?
However in 2007 we connected with the 3 individuals who have remained our greatest allies
ever since:
! Arlindo Carvalho, the National Director for the Environment;
! Jorge Carvalho, the CEO of the local NGO MARAPA, the only NGO that deals with
ocean affairs in STP;
! Bastien Loloum, a French freelance consultant who has a profound and full knowledge
of the country’s situation, has many contacts and has been since he arrived in STP a
driving force behind the efforts for conservation on all fronts.
There were also meetings with:
! National Director of Tourism ‐ Hugo Menezes;
! Director of one of the biggest tourism agencies of the country, Carlos Vila Nova from
Mistral Voyages;
! Director of one of the biggest hotels in the island of Sao Tome, Janni Fourie, of Marlin
Beach Resort;
! Director of the biggest hotel in the Island of Principe, Ricus Delport, from the Bom Bom
Island Resort;
! Environment officer from the UNEP program in STP, Isolina Sanchez; and another one
there with 9 different people from the UN program;
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! Environment officer of RAPAC, an EU funded program acting in STP, a man named
Aurelien Moufoma. RAPAC was the only project than looked at the status of cetaceans
in STP via their project Espèces Phare.
! Local technician (consultant) from the ECOFAC program (also EU funded), Danilo
Barbero.
All of them agreed with the importance of whales as a live resource for the country, with
economical importance to the coastal communities and the development of a non‐invasive
whale‐watching industry.
The campaign however besides reaching the decision‐makers and many stakeholders, also
reached the population at large. By the end, people would recognize the campaigner and say
“Hey, you are that whale guy, aren’t you?”, and all people met were in favour of conservation,
which was a motivational factor.

2008:
The Japanese strategy to mention that food security is directly related to the fishing of whales
has a special effect in Sao Tome and Principe. Approximately 70‐80% of protein diet of the
population depends on fishing, and this sector employs about 30% of the population. Hence a
direct threat to this sector triggers a particular consideration.
Biologic production in the country is limited by its small continental shelf (1445 km2) the
absence of upwelling (nutrient source that rises from the ocean bottom) and consequently
poor waters of phyto and zooplankton.
Research and studies related to the country’s marine biodiversity indicate that there are 185
fish species from 67 families. The fish biomass potential is around 12,000 tonnes annually, of
which 8500 pelagic (high seas) and the remaining 3500 for demersal species (caught near the
coast). Other studies indicate a potential annual catch quota of 17,000 tonnes of tuna and
6,000 of cephalopods (class of marine mollusks belonging to the octopus, squid and
cuttlefish) 13,14.
The problem with fisheries in STP is not in the quantity of fish living in its waters but the
methods used. The fishing “fleet” is mostly artisanal, with fishermen using mostly canoes, few
of these motorized (estimates show that of 2,150 vessels registered in 2004 only 503 had
engines, that is, less than 25%). These canoes have limited seafaring capability, taking
fishermen to operate only in areas relatively close to shore. This will lead to a depletion of
resources close to the coast, and in the near future the fishermen and most of the population
of Sao Tome, risk being in serious difficulties. The usage of nets with a very small mesh,
grenades (diverted from the army) and scuba diving fishing methods are common in STP. The
use of these destructive methods with a total absence of surveillance, control and inspection,
13
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will in the short to medium term have very negative consequences, and will invariably lead to
the collapse of the habitats and the fish stocks of STP.
What is needed urgently is to create infrastructures to enable the fishermen of STP to improve
their practices and thus reduce negative effects on the environment and fish stocks, and thus
ensuring healthy fish stocks as the basis of good fishing in the future and sufficient source of
protein for the population.
In 2008, Japan sealed a series of fishing agreements with STP, during a round of meetings in
Tokyo which STP attended on a Japanese Government invitation. Japan thus became a major
player in this sector in STP, holding 14% of the annual quota STP allocates to foreign countries.
The 2008 agreement is valid for 12 months and renewable, intended to grant licenses to Japan
to fish for tuna in the waters STP. At the same time Japan promised to give financial, technical
assistance and training in STP. It also promised to support STP in building fishing
infrastructures, especially in the installation of a shipyard to build small fiber boats and the
manufacture and repairing of fishing gear, and vessels. 15
Figure 3.0 – Fishing village of Morro de Peixe.

Figure 3.1 – Fishing in Praia Jalé.
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Figure 3.2 – Fishing fleet of Sao Tome.

Figure 4.3 – Fresh catch at Dona Augusta.
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Taking the opportunity of a timely meeting in STP regarding Biodiversity and Ecotourism,
sponsored by the Biological Park Gaia and the Ministry of the Environment of STP, a new
15
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campaign was undertaken for the conservation of cetaceans, in March 2008 (at the same time
that the fishing agreements were signed with Japan). It was expected that STP was again urged
to sign the ICRW and thereby become a member of the IWC.
The public was very aware of the campaign taking place in 2007; even before boarding the
plane to STP the campaigner was recognized at the airport as the “whale guy”, it really leaked
to the public.
At the event an oral presentation on ecotourism and non‐lethal use of cetaceans was given. It
is important in this context to note that the opening statements of the ambassador of Portugal
in STP, Fernando Machado Ramos, and the Director General of Environment, Arlindo Carvalho,
reported and highlighted the conservation of cetaceans.
Figure 4.0 – Presentation on Non‐Lethal use of
Cetaceans, a multidisciplinary view.

Figure 4.1 – The Director General of Environment,
Arlindo Carvalho, making his presentation.

© Bastien Loloum

© Bastien Loloum

Regular communications were made with Jorge Palmeirim, the Portuguese IWC commissioner.
After presenting the facts regarding STP, and the Japanese pressure being made in the country,
it was then decided that the Portuguese Government would send out a memorandum to the
embassy in STP regarding cetacean conservation. So the position taken by the Portuguese
ambassador was understandable. Furthermore, at a reception organized by the Portuguese
Government at the embassy, the campaigner was approach by people of the Portuguese
delegation there and encouraged in his campaign. He was also assured that the embassy was
well aware of the issue and would contribute in every way possible to the upkeep of the
conservation bloc at the IWC, especially when the Madeira meeting was already scheduled.
During this campaign new emphasis was given to the ecotourism potential of STP and the
benefits that a whale‐watching industry (sighting of whales and dolphins) could have on the
national economy. Also highlighted was the concern that an STP vote on the wrong side in the
IWC would inevitably result in serious damaging consequences for the national tourism sector.
STP has a main tourism product to offer the world – its nature – and being listed in the IWC as
a pro‐whaling country would bring negative impacts on the development of ecotourism. This
idea received support from various entities and persons. This time we took the opportunity to
meet with the Head of Sales and Marketing of the Group Pestana, Ricardo Rodrigues, and the
director of the Association ROÇAMUNDO, Isaura Carvalho.
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We also got back in touch with the people that have been strong pillars for the campaign:
! Arlindo Carvalho, National Director for the environment
! Jorge Carvalho, from the NGO MARAPA
! Bastien Loulum, freelancer, with a deep knowledge of STP on almost everything.
! Danilo Barbero, technician from the EU program ECOFAC.
During May, the executive director of MARAPA, Jorge Carvalho, was invited by WWF West
African Marine Eco‐Region Office (WWF WAMER) and the Lenfest Ocean Program to attend a
two‐day workshop on Whales & Fish Interactions: Are Great Whales a Threat to Fisheries?, at
the Dakar Novotel 8 and 9 May. This was very interesting, since for the first time, people of STP
were having guidance and instruction regarding whales and fisheries interaction. The
participation of Jorge was also coordinated by the team that was implementing the campaign
for whale conservation in STP.
Most importantly, and even with the same government in place, STP did not join the IWC in
2008 and did not attend the 60th IWC meeting in Santiago, Chile.
In October 2008, food security emerged as the highest priority in the largest state budget ever,
with a value around 150 million dollars. This is perfectly understandable, in a situation where
population growth and resource depletion threaten the fragile national stability. With food
security being the main national priority, whales could be pointed to as a resource that should
be opened and available, even though there is no whaling tradition in Sao Tome and whaling
infrastructure is completely lacking. And this would not be good news for the whales.

2009:
The Association "ROÇAMUNDO" from STP (an NGO that covers various fields, from the Arts, to
Tourism, Food and Education) in cooperation with the Cocoa Foundation, the Center for
African Studies (CEA / ISCTE and UAL), NEREA‐Centre for Social Studies and Investigation, and
the University of the Azores, organized the 1st International Meeting on Local Development
held in STP, during April 2009. A daring event, taking in consideration the reality of the country
and the dimension of the gathering, aimed at bringing together people and issues from various
areas of society. Personalities linked, inter alia, to the fields of economics, sociology, biology,
history, education, and construction came from various parts of the globe including Brazil,
Portugal, Cape Verde, Angola, Guinea‐Bissau, Italy, Spain and France to join their colleagues in
STP for a detailed discussion on how to develop projects in various fields, learning from earlier
mistakes and producing more and better outcomes.
In this third phase of the campaign it was necessary to develop more than just speeches and
government formalities in relation to the cetaceans of STP. It was thought therefore to
develop a comprehensive plan also embracing civil society, seeking solutions for the creation
of a sustainable and durable whale‐watching industry (see below).
Despite the success of this campaign and the ones that preceded it, all the contacts made and
the good range of partners and allies we brought together in favour of the conservation of
cetaceans in STP, Japan was yet to take its biggest and strongest advance in an attempt to
recruit STP to his side in the plenary of the IWC halls.
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At the same time that the 1st International Meeting on Local Development was taking place, a
delegation from STP was invited by the Government of Japan to visit the Bousou region,
together with official representatives from Algeria, Burkina Faso, and Mali. Of these, only Mali
is a member of the IWC and votes alongside Japan, the other countries were potential new
recruits from Japan. During the visit the president of the Kanagawa Prefecture, which
encompasses the region of Bousou, Hiroshi Ishii, stated that "These four friends, show
understanding on the sustainable use of whales as a resource and will, possibly, join the IWC in
the future, to support our position."
Two weeks before the IWC meeting in Madeira, Isaura Carvalho contacted the campaigner,
saying she was informed by a good friend and strong woman within the government, that the
IWC issue was on the table and that she needed information regarding cetaceans and why
they should be protected. After this several efforts were made within STP to stop negotiations
and move STP away from the IWC, again. By June 2009, when the 61st IWC meeting took place
in Madeira ‐ Portugal, STP had not signed the ICRW nor had it paid any membership fees.

2010:
Economical Crisis. An Economical campaign. Election Year.
The year was not open to big expenditures, and STP was seen as an almost solved case.
However consolidation of the campaign is still needed, in order to secure lasting agreements,
government policies and infrastructures to support cetacean conservation in the field.
For 2010 it was decided not to travel to STP but instead to run a long‐distance campaign
following the situation there and to take all opportunities to engage in conservation debates
and measures related to STP.
2010 was also election year in STP, and it was foreseen that Japan would have to wait until
knowing the outcome of the election to move forward (although in other countries, such as
some of the Eastern Caribbean islands, Japan has been known to cultivate opposition
politicians as well as elected officials), and try to recruit the people now in government,
something always very hard to find out in STP, the government having sudden and regular
changes. Also elections were in August, by this time the IWC meeting would already be over.
Japan also had a big issue on its hands, the negotiation of a consensus deal with the “like‐
minded” (pro‐conservation) countries in the IWC, hoping to see their coastal whaling
recognized by the IWC, and acknowledges a phase‐out of their whaling operation in the
Southern Ocean. So it was predictable that Japan would not put much stake into securing STP’s
membership.
A formal memorandum of intent was signed between Global Ocean, represented by the
campaigner and the local NGO, MARAPA, to protect, study, and conserve the cetacean
populations in STP’s waters.
Figure 5.0 – A project implemented by MARAPA
for the protection of Sea Turtles, Jalé Ecolodge.

Figure 5.1 – Morro de Peixe Sea turtle
Conservation Center; a lecture by Hipolito.
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Besides this, a meeting was held in Lisbon, with the theme: Tourism among the Islands of
Africa, organized by the ISCTE (University Institute of Lisbon). The campaigner was co‐author of
one of the presentations, entitled Whale watching em São Tomé e Príncipe – uma realidade
com futuro? (Whale‐watching in Sao Tome and Principe – a reality with a future?), teaming up
with two scientists, one from the Escola de Mar (the Ocean School), Cristina Brito, and other
from the Portuguese Association for Marine Sciences, Inês Carvalho, who is also a PhD student
at the American Museum of Natural history.
It was a good occasion to catch‐up with some of the people involved in cetacean conservation
in STP, especially Bastien Loloum, who was one of the key speakers of the event.
Also in 2010, a book by the Center of African Studies, “Abrindo Trilhos Tecendo Redes –
Reflexões e Experiências de Desenvolvimento Local em Contexto Lusófono” (Opening Trails
Weaving Networks ‐ Reflections and Experiences of Local Development in Lusophone Context)
was published. It included a chapter written by the campaigner regarding his experience in STP
and the campaign for cetaceans there 16.
Despite all of the above, further work must be done to consolidate the successes to date and
to ensure the protection of cetaceans in STP. Proposals for future action are detailed in the
final section of this report.

Cetaceans and Sao Tome and Principe:
(This scientific part was elaborated by Inês Carvalho from the Portuguese Association for the
Marine Sciences, and PhD student at the American Museum of Natural History; she is one of
the few scientists who has actually studied cetaceans in STP. Ines has also attended meetings
of the IWC’s Scientific Committee for the past 2 years)

The cetacean fauna of the West African coast and oceanic islands of the Gulf of Guinea has not
yet been properly studied. Despite a great diversity of wildlife, there is very little information
about the species of cetaceans occurring in this region, and in most cases there are only data
from the whaling seasons. In the scientific literature dating back several decades ago, one finds
Gonçalves, F. 2010. Os cetáceos de São Tomé e Príncipe: A luta pela biodiversidade e
dignidade de um povo. In: Abrindo Trilhos, Tecendo Redes – Reflexões e Experiências de
Desenvolvimento Local em contexto Lusófono. Gerpress. pp.123138

16

16

references to coastal populations of bottlenose dolphins (Tursiops truncatus), common
dolphins (Delphinus delphis) and pilot whales (Globicephala spp.) migrant populations of orcas
(Orcinus orca), dwarf sperm whale (Kogia spp.) and even pelagic populations, which migrate
every year coming from the Arctic or Antarctica, such as sperm whales (Physeter
macrocephalus) and various species of whales (Balaenoptera spp.). In addition to these
species, we learn from whaling records of, the occurrence of humpback whales (Megaptera
novaeangliae). In total there are references to reports of twenty‐eight species of cetaceans
occurring in the region17.
Figure 6.0 – Humpback Whale off Sao Tome

Figure 6.1 – Common Dolphins

© Inês Carvalho

© Inês Carvalho

Certain areas of the coastal waters of the island of Sao Tome and the Ilhéu das Rolas appear to
be locations for the aggregation of cetaceans, possibly due to their high levels of biological
activity and the availability of potential prey. To date there are few studies on the fish fauna of
this region. Since the pioneering work in the late nineteenth century, little new information
about the fish of Sao Tome has been published18. Taking into account the results obtained in
preliminary studies as well as the special oceanographic features of the region, it is assumed
that the ecosystem supports a great diversity of species of cetaceans due to the fact that it
provides a potentially large number of ecological niches.
Thus, in order to gain more information about the cetaceans occurring in Sao Tome and
Principe, researchers from the Projecto Delfim and the Portuguese Association for the Marine
Sciences have been investigating the occurrence and distribution of humpback whales and

Reeves, R.R.; Stewart, B.S.; Clapham, P.J. & Powell, J.A.., 2002. Guide to Marine
Mammals of the World. (527 pp.). National Audubon Society. Alfred A. Knopf Inc. New
York. 527pp.
17

Afonso, P., Porteiro, F.M., Santos, R.S., Barreiros, J.P., Worms, J. & Wirtz, P. (1999).
Coastal Marine Fishes of S. Tomé Island (Gulf of Guinea). Arquipelago. Life and Marine
Sciences, 17A, 6592.
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other cetacean species in waters of archipelago since 2002. To date several academic papers,
reports, presentations and publications have been produced 19,20,21,22.
The main goal of these researchers has been to understand the occurrence and distribution of
various species of cetaceans in the region, to identify the existence of preferential areas and
the most common species that occur in this archipelago. A more comprehensive study at a
wider international level has been developed on the Humpback Whale. This study aimed to
characterize (ecologically and genetically) the humpback whale population occurring in STP,
and how these animals relate to the whales of the same species that occur across the Gulf of
Guinea and the West African coast. These studies have been developed in collaboration with
and with the support of the American Museum of Natural History (New York), the US NGO
Wildlife Conservation Society and the project "Species Phares" belonging to RAPAC (Reseau
des Aires protégées d'Afrique Centrale) funded by the European Union.
To date, six species of cetaceans were observed in the waters of STP, and of those the most
frequently seen are the Humpback Whale (during the breeding season: July ‐ October), the
spotted dolphin and bottlenose dolphin. The areas with the most sightings lie between
Santana and the north part of the island of Sao Tome, but also in the south around Ilhéu das
Rolas until Sete Pedras. In the case of bottlenose dolphins, some animals were re‐sighted in
consecutive years in the same region, which may indicate a degree of residence in the area.
With respect to humpback whales, the data indicate that this region appears to be an
important area for mothers and calves, since over 50% of sightings of this species are of this
type, which makes STP very important from the standpoint of conserving the species in this
region (Ines Carvalho, comment. Press.). The data collected so far seems to indicate that STP is
an area rich in cetacean occurrences, which makes the country a promising area, both in terms
of conservation of cetaceans and of the development of an industry of whale‐watching in the
near future.

Figure 7.0 – Map showing the distribution of six major species found in STP

Picanço, C.; Carvalho, I. & Brito, C. (2009). Occurrence and distribution of cetaceans in
Sao Tome and Principe tropical archipelago and their relation to environmental variables.
Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United Kingdom, 89(5): 10711075.
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Pimentel, M., Brito, C. & Carvalho, I. (2007). Photo identification and ecology of
bottlenose dolphins (Tursiops truncatus) in São Tomé and Príncipe Archipelago, West
Africa. Abstract on the 21st Conference of the European Cetacean Society
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Brito, C., Carvalho, I, Pimentel, M. & dos Santos, M. (2005). Sounds of pantropical
spotted dolphins (Stenella atenuatta) off S. Tomé and Príncipe, West Africa. Abstract in the
19th Conference of the European Cetacean Society, pp 39.
21

Carvalho, I. (2004). Ocorrências e comportamentos das baleias corcundas (Megaptera
novaeangliae, Borowski, 1781), no sul de S. Tomé e Príncipe. Dissertação do Mestrado em
Etologia. Instituto Superior de Psicologia Aplicada.
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Map courtesy of the Portuguese Association for the Marine Sciences; In: Picanço, C.; Carvalho, I. &
Brito, C. (2009). Occurrence and distribution of cetaceans in Sao Tome and Principe tropical archipelago
and their relation to environmental variables. Journal of the Marine Biological Association of the United
Kingdom, 89(5): 1071‐1075.

Although whaling in the region is not a threat today like it was in the past for most cetaceans,
today there are other factors that must be taken into account as they may have impacts, as
large as or even larger than whaling. These are: the accidental capture in fishing gear (by‐
catch), increasing traffic of ships (ship collisions), pollution of coastal environments, as well as
reduced food availability due to overfishing ‐ all these factors can threaten the survival of
several species of whales and dolphins. Thus, the quantification of these threats, the
identification of critical areas of both breeding and feeding (in the case of dolphin, since
humpback whales do not feed during breeding season) and their protection is essential for the
survival of the different species of cetaceans occurring in the region as well as all their habitats
and the creatures living in it.
Currently STP is a new phase of development, both in terms of tourism, and industry (with the
beginning of oil exploration), activities which may directly or indirectly affect cetacean
populations in these waters. These activities need to be studied and evaluated in order to find
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ways to minimize their impacts. The conservation of the sea of STP and its natural resources is
without a doubt an asset for the sustainable development of tourism and the economy of the
archipelago. This region has a significant relevance from the biological point of view, with
special consideration to be given to the protection of its marine fauna. Further studies will
demonstrate an interest, in collaboration with the local authorities, in the creation of marine
protected areas where species can thrive and be of use to present and future generations.

WhaleWatching as a nonlethal alternative:
When we think of non‐lethal use of cetaceans, the first idea that comes to mind is whale‐
watching. This is an activity that is characterized by interconnections between various areas of
knowledge and sectors of society. Whale‐watching is of two different types, land‐based and
seafaring aboard boats, and STP has the potential for both since humpback whales are seen
close to the coast on the south part of the island of Sao Tome, where they use the channel
between this island and Ilhéu das Rolas during the breeding season.
Any type of whale‐watching anywhere in the world must start with an awareness of the
resource, which is a multi‐step process. Initially, it is essential to assess the local potential for
the practice of whale‐watching, and set a "carrying capacity" (i.e. the number of boats and
tourists “supported by” each cetacean population), dependent on local environmental
characteristics, the size and status of the various cetacean populations, and their abundance
and frequency in the area.
This knowledge base enables the allocation and stipulation of licenses to operators. But before
any licenses are issued it is imperative to have developed and implemented regulations to
prevent invasive and ultimately harmful operating methods. The same rules must be
accompanied by a governmental conservation policy to ensure that those rules are met.
All these stages must be followed in order for the whale‐watching activities to take place in a
sustainable manner, protecting the natural resource while using it, and ensuring the
perpetuation of the business. But whale‐watching does not exist in isolation; the intervention
of other parts of society and other industries is what enables the activity to proliferate. It is in
this context that the practice of whale‐watching becomes a key element in the lives and
livelihoods of many communities around the globe, and in this particular case, it would
constitute an asset to the STP community, as a whole.
In STP whale‐watching is still a residual activity with no major economic significance for the
country, though it has tremendous potential for future growth. According to the report on
whale‐watching launched by the International Fund for Animal Welfare (IFAW), the activity
occurs on both islands, Sao Tome and Principe. In Sao Tome it is based in the capital city,
along the east coast, and from Ilhéu das Rolas in the south. On the island of Principe, whale
watching is done from the Bom Bom Island Resort 23.

O’Connor, S., Campbell, R., Cortez, H., & Knowles, T., 2009, Whale Watching Worldwide:
tourism numbers, expenditures and expanding economic benefits, a special report from the
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Table 1.0 – Temporal variations of the whale‐watching industry in STP and related expenses
Year

Number of

AAGR*

Whale

Number of

Direct

Indirect

Total

operators

expenditure

expenditure

expenditure

Watchers
1991

None

N/A

None

None

None

None

1994

None

N/A

None

None

None

None

1998

None

N/A

None

None

None

None

2008

Minimal

N/A

5

Minimal

Minimal

Minimal

* Average Annual Growth Rate = AAGR
# As in the IFAW report on Whale‐Watching Worldwide

Whale watching trips are usually organized by hotels, diving and/or fishing operators, and
generally involve vessels of small capacity, such as canoes and motor boats. Between June and
October tours are offered and dedicated to the observation of humpback whales (Megaptera
novaeangliae), however, bottlenose dolphins (Tursiops truncatus), and Atlantic pantropical
spotted dolphins (Stenella attenuata) are seen opportunistically throughout the year. The
numbers of tourists in search of whale watching in STP have a strong tendency to increase with
the growth of tourism generally and greater awareness of this resource and the possibility of
seeing it in a unique location such as STP.
Table 1.2 –whale‐watching related data in STP
Main Species

Large Cetaceans:
humpback whale
Pequenos Cetáceos
bottlenose dolphin, pantropical spotted
dolphin

Turists:
International
Domestic
Landbased whale watching
Type of tours
Average adult ticket price
Estimated employment numbers
Main whale watch season

90%
10%
None
Boat‐based, dedicated, opportunistic
N/A
7
July to October

# As in the IFAW report on WhaleWatching Worldwide

The fact that STP is used by humpback whales (Megaptera novaengliae) as a breeding area,
puts the country at the forefront with regard to conservation and preservation of this species
in particular.
International Fund for Animal Welfare, Yarmouth MA, USA, prepared by Economists at
Large.
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However, for this to happen it is important to develop the creation of a network of protected
areas aimed at the conservation of cetaceans ‐ after determining the important areas and vital
habitats for each species of cetacean that inhabits the waters of STP, seasonally and/or
permanently.
The industry also has an important role in this field by using the whale‐watching boats as
platforms for benign scientific research of the cetaceans (e.g. collection of photo‐IDs of
individual humpbacks to feed into the growing global database), and also ensuring that the
business is done in a non‐invasive and sustainable way. By ensuring that whale‐watching is
conducted in a responsible manner, with respect for the cetaceans on which it depends,
clients, are more likely to have a positive impression and be willing to advocate for and
promote STP as a premium site for whale‐watching when they are back home.
The government is in this context would be called upon to take the lead on the matter of
developing and implementing whale‐watching regulations so to ensure that sightings of
whales and dolphins are done in a proper manner and that operators are required to
implement and enforce them. Connections could be made with the help of external agencies
(e.g. UNEP regional seas programme, international NGOs) to other countries and regions (e.g.
Pacific Islands) which have already developed tried and tested whale‐watching regulations for
themselves and which could serve as useful examples to STP.
STP has rectified two international rulings and conventions that provide protection and
conservation measures to cetaceans:
1. Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna and Flora
(CITES), which contains 13 species of great whales on Appendix I (prohibiting
international trade in them) 24
2. Convention for the Conservation of Wildlife and Migratory Species (CMS). In October
2007, several West African countries signed on Tenerife, one of the major
international conventions on respect to the conservation of small cetaceans
(dolphins). STP was not present 25.
STP has taken some steps to protect national biodiversity, and has included in its Law No.
11/1999 articles dedicated to the conservation of flora and fauna and the establishment of
protected areas, the last essential for the conservation of cetaceans. From this decree it is
important to note two articles in particular: one calling out for the conservation of species and
another based on the precautionary principle (a basic element for the creation and
development of a fruitful whale‐watching industry):
article 2 "(..) aimed at conservation of, ecosystems, flora and fauna therein, in order to
safeguard biological diversity as a national and human heritage as well as promoting itsr social
and economic sustainable use through establishing lists of species to be preserved and the
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http://www.cites.org/eng/app/appendices.shtml
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http://www.cms.int/news/PRESS/nwPR2007/10_Oct/Watch_LargestAgreement.htm
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classification of areas of the country aimed at the conservation of their habitats and biological
diversity."
article 6 "As long as the means available do not allow a strict classification, in accordance with
the precautionary principle, species are classified by highest level of risk."
However much needs to be done for this industry to flourish and it must be done through a
multi‐disciplinary module between scientists, operators, tourism industry, economic operators
and civil society.

Strategies for the nonlethal use of Cetaceans: Outlining a project
During the four‐year campaign (2007‐10) to prevent STP from supporting the killing of whales
at the IWC alongside Japan, a proposal for a project of research and conservation of cetaceans
was developed and is awaiting funding. It includes:
"
"

"
"
"

"

Creation of two land‐based platforms for cetacean sightings;
Training of staff within the NGO MARAPA and/or elements of the fishing communities
on the biology and behavior of cetaceans, as well as the regulations and conduct of
whale‐watching;
Creation of an interpretive center on cetaceans;
Formation of a campaign of awareness/information at national level;
Collaboration with the government for the establishment of whale‐watching
regulations and legislative action appropriate to the conservation of cetaceans and
implementation of cetacean protected areas and more general Marine Protected
Areas (MPAs);
Establishment of local partnerships with: NGO MARAPA, Association Jalé Ecolodge,
ROÇAMUNDO Ecologic Park and the Environment Directorate‐General;

The objectives of this project are to promote the conservation of cetaceans in STP, and to
develop infrastructures to enable this resource to be an asset for its population. More studies
produce more knowledge, with better knowledge it is possible to develop further actions, with
more action, more benefits for the population of STP and its biodiversity. We all win!

Publications/Presentations (Campaign Timeline and resources):
2007. November.
‐ First on‐site campaign, with meetings with government representatives, civil
society, and media work
Interview for one of the main newspapers (not available online anymore):
www.frangoncalves.com/docs/stp‐2007‐cbi.pdf (in Portuguese)
2008. March.
‐ Presentation at the Biodiversity and Ecotourism Encounter, in Sao Tome, titled:
The Non‐Lethal Use of cetaceans – A multidisciplinary Vision.
‐ A letter was also handed in to the President Fradique Menezes, signed by 10 NGOs
calling out for STP not to support whaling.
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www.frangoncalves.com/docs/stp‐2008‐letter.pdf (in Portuguese)
‐ The same letter was published at one of the main newspapers, Correio da Semana.
‐ Meetings with Government and NGOs were again held.
2009. April
‐ Presentation at the first International Encounter on Local Development, in Sao
Tome, titled: Cetaceans Sighted – A Sao Tomean perspective.
‐ Meetings were again held with main allies, to strengthen bonds and keep up to
date with the IWC headlights.
2010. January
‐ Publication: Gonçalves, F. 2010. Os cetáceos de São Tomé e Príncipe: A luta pela
biodiversidade e dignidade de um povo. In: Abrindo Trilhos, Tecendo Redes –
Reflexões e Experiências de Desenvolvimento Local em contexto Lusófono.
Gerpress. pp.123‐138
(detailing the story of the campaign in Sao Tome and Principe and the struggle for
biodiversity and dignity of a people)
June
‐

Co‐Author (together with Inês Carvalho, and Cristina Brito) of a presentation at the
International Encounter: Tourism in African Islands; Potentials, Constraints, and
Impacts, in Lisbon, titled: Whale‐Watching in Sao Tome and Principe – A reality
with future?

Will this place, overlooking Ilhéu das Rolas, have in the future, a landplatform for
whalewatching; as whales are often seen from here? Only time will tell!
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