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REPORT ON MEETI&G OF CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE
FOR THE {INDIAN OCEAN BIOLOGICAIL, CENTER IN COCHIN AND NEW DELHI, INDIA

Ldf_w-f=f“’_"‘TEbruary 24 to March 1, 1963
mpliai I. E. Wallen
Background

: In 1959 during the meeting of the Special Committee on Oceanographlc
Research (SCOR) in New York, it was decided that a Center should be eg-
tablished in India to receive wné process standard plunkton collections.
It was anticlpated that perhaps 3,000 standard samples would be taken

i iduring. the International Indian Ocean Expedition (IIOE). Since only " *

approximately two samples could be processed per man per week, it was
desirable to establish a Center to relieve scientists from the inordi.
nately long processing delay between collection and publication of data.
The Indian government seemed receptive to the idea and a proposal by
working paper of November 22, 1961 was accepted by the Indian government
and incorporated as Appendix 2 in the document entitled Indian Scientific

Programs - 1962-1965 which was issued by the Indian National Committee on

Oceanic Research (INCOR) in September 1962.

: A form letter (WS/LU5A CL/19/) was prepared and circulated by Dr.
Warren W. Wooster, Secretary of the Intergovernmental Oceanographic Com-
mission (IOC) of UNESCO, to inform participating personnel in the IIOE

of the appointment of a Consultative Committee consisting of Professor
Martin W. Johnson (USA), Professor Sigeru Motoda (Jepan), and Dr. Michael
Vinogradov (USSR). This Committee was scheduled to meet in Cochin and
New Delhi, India early in 1963. Subsequent information was provided that
Mr. Vagn Hansen of Denmark had been appointed by UNESCO a= Curator of the
Indian Ocean Biological Center (IOBC) at Cochin. Since the IOBC was sim-
ilar to the U. S. National Sorting Center which has recently teer estab-
lished by the Smithsonlan Institution, and at the request of .Jr Warren
Wooster, I was.asked to represent the United States at the meetl.. 2f the

JOBC Consulative Committee.

Agerica

A copy of the tentative agenda i1s attached as Appendix 1.

Participants

Only two of the members of the Consultative Committee were present.
Approximately four days before the beginning of the meeting, Prcressor
Kort sent a telegram to the UNESCO office that Dr. Vinogradov wouid not
attend. Attached is a list of those present and their affiliaticu,
(Appendix 2), Those perséns on the third part of the list remained only
during the first morning of the conference.
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Work of the Conference

As Appendix 3 a document is reproduced, describing the operational
plens of the IOBC to handle standeard zooplankton samples. This is a
draft report of the proceedings which will bc somewhat rewritten by
UNESCO and distributed. The basic document was taken from Appendix 2.
of the INCOR report (The UNESCO Torm letter mentioned earlier).

Dr. Panikkar opened the conference by calling attention to the fact
that IOBC was developed from visite of Robert Snyder of SCOR, Mr. David
Keck of the NSF, and Dr. John Ryther of the Woods Hole Oceanographic
Institution. The IOBC space was provided by the University of Kerala
as approximately one-third of their oceanography building in Cochin.

The space was not permanently available and it apparently could be re-
called by the University of Kerala. However, Dr. Panikkar felt there
would be no problem in its use for perhaps five years.

The problem of space was a particularly difficult one. Although not
expressed very strongly in the report the Consultative Committee and Dr.
Parsons of UNESCO agreed with me that the amount of space presently avail-
able is not adequate for the purpose. Dr. Panikkar believed that addi-
tional space could be made available within two months of a request, how-
ever, the need for such space seemed immediate.

Mr. Vagn Hansen will be placed on the UNESCO payroll beginning
April 1. Since no sorting supplies and equipment were immecdiately avail-
able and orders had just been pliced for equipment, Hansen wcs hopeful
that he could persuade UNESCO to send him to Cochin by way of Wsshington
where he would visit the Smithsonian Institution's Sorting Center and
perhaps by way of Scripps Institution of Oceanography vhere he woulid viziw
the Bureau of Commercial Fisheries sorting facility.

Although the Indian staff to be appointed by March 31, 1963 is ex-
pected to total at least 14 persons, there was no plumbing in the sorting
room, no shelving, and no optical equipment. None of the paper, apparatus,
supplies and facilities that should be present to initiate operations had
been delivered. UNESCO indicated that they had ordered 23 major items of
equipment, principally optical and electronic, for the Center and that
delivery could not be expected for about six months. It appeared that
the staff of the Center would be unable to perform useful work until at
least the end of April. It is hoped that Mr. Hansen will be able to
carry a few minor items to the Center in order to begin operations upon
his arrival.

Another item of concern during the discussion was the research
mission of the Center. Although the primary mission of the Center was
clearly described and agreed by sll those present to be the sorting of
the IIOE standard plankton semples, the Indian government would lixe to
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make the IOBC a permanent activity of their governmental Council of scien-
tific and Industrial Research (CSIR). The CSIR has appointed 16 fellows
in oceanography. ©Since there are relatively few places in India where
these persons could be effectively stationed, it was prcposed by Dr.
Panikkar that about half of them be stationed at IOBC. In view of the
small amount of space avallable, ithe appointment of these fellows was
particularly of concern.

t was' of concern that about 29 persons might be assigned to vhe
Center with a classification of "scientist" and only 12 in the category
of laboratory assistants. Those ver:ons who cre scientists would e
expected to wprk on the data, that iz cspecimens following their sorting.
The mechanical problems of sorting <i specimens is not going to be solvea
by the crowding of so many research persons in with the working staff.
The Center proposed to do "service" sorting on a contract basis
with expenses paid by the persons desiring the sorting. Although the
Indian government is anxious to implement this and an approach had been
made by Humphrey of Australia, I saw no space to carry out such & con-
tract within the existing area. They propose to employ temporary staffl
and could well do so if space were availeble. However, such persons
would require supervision and the net resulv is not likely to be com-
pletely satisfactory.

It was recognized by those present, after substantial discussion,
that & proposal to establish a labcratory to study the physiology of
phytoplankton was unreasonable due to lack of space. Also, it was noted
that similar facilities are already availeble on the Anton Bruun.

Another problem may arise with the relationships between the Curetor
and the Assistant Director in charge of the Center. The Assistant Dircc-
tor will be responsible for all non-standard biological samples, mainly
from Indian sources, and the Curator has responsibility for the Indian
Ocean standard samples. Althougrn priority is to be given to the Curator's
standard samples, it is difficult tc imegine this continuing in practice
with the person in charge having responsibility for Indian samples. The
Director of IOBC is Dr. N. X. Panikkar, with his office in New Delhi and
the local person in charge, is the Assistant Director who may not be on
the job for three months. The Assistant Director, an Indian Naticnal,
will be responsible for all the internal operations (customs, supply,
labor, buildings, etc.) of the IOBC. lie Curator has no funds for even
minor equipment and must always buy with approval of the Assistan
Directors

In accordance with the recommendations of the UNESCO planning cocu-
ment, an advisory board is to be organized by INCOR, composed of UNESCO,
SCOR and participating Indian Agencies. Tnis advisory committee is to
be responsible for policy of IOBC. It wes suggested that Hansen be
the UNESCO representative and Panikkar the representative of SCOR. If
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this should be the case, the advisory commitlee would have little purpone.

Since Panikkar can insure the vote o the Indian membership on cuch 2
commiliee, any suggestions by Hansen could be overwhelmed cn the basic
that after a2ll he was advising himsc

Honsen suggested that the UNESCO representative be taken T
UVT“CO New Delhi office. I believe (rat SCOR should neme 4 repr
other than Panikkar in order that there be & more disinterested
comr‘tuee.

In connection with customs vad impert-export problems, Panikkar
assured the committee that arrengement have been made Tor shipping of
specimens with,the minimum of difficulty. According to hnim, earlier
problems with customs have been trescked to their source and eliminszted.

UNESCO asked about the leng-rwuinze vlen for IOBC, particularly vith
reference to the desire for UNESCO support Since it appeared that the
Indian government was not in Taver cf 2 commitment to a ncon-Iadian
Curator of IOBC beyond the present two /ea commitment, the sclentific
cormmittee agreed to postpone any request for UNESCO support at this
tinme.

. The problem of continustion of & Consultotive Commitiee of three
members with only two attendees wes considered at some lengt Tt wss
Gecided that if a member could not atbend & meeting he should suggest

an alternate to UNESCO. I am comvinced that more consideration shoulc
be given in the future to the celection of members of guch a Copsuiceative
Committee. Three seems to be too few members on a committee that will
h.ve responsibility for such an internavional pregram, particuleriy

out provision for a strong cheir: Tt

“n and Tull attendance at meetings.

Dr. Warren Wooster of the IOC hes written to Dr. Vinogisdov suggesting
that, since he couldn't attend the meetin 0; an alternative member oI

the Consultative Committee be appcinted. 4L possibility is that Dr.
Johannes Krey (Germany) be made a member of the Committee since Xrey heas
recently been made coordinator for planktox information from IICE. No
reply had been received from Vinogradov ©C ©Tiis suggestion.

Dr. Panikkar said that the Univer=zity of Kerala would builc & smal.
hostel adjacent to the laboratory i=n Cochin for séientific visiters:
Space would be provided for 12-1k scieatists desiring to work in
laboratory.

A proposal had been received by UNESCO from the Israeli government
offering to provide sorting and ‘taxcnomic experts for use to supplement
the Center's activities. The propcsal would require finaneial assistance
for procurement of equipment, space and meteriels. It was agreed that
the Committee would note the availabiliiy of personnel and suggest the
Israeli group to persons desiring service beyond that which could be pro-
vided through the Center.



Future Meetings

It was decided thut the Consultative Committee would be continued
through 1966 ‘end that it would meet annually for sbout 2 two weck period
in Cochin for scientific work and informal discussions to be Followed,
Pperhaps, by a two day conference and preparation of a report. It was
agreed that the INCOR advisory committee wouléd mset with the Consulta-
tive Cormittee at the next meeting.

In order to maintain the international context of the IOBC, it is
desirable that meeting be held in the future on an annual basis. If
funds can be made available, I am confident that the contribution of
a U. S. delegzte in the future would be worthwhile.



APPENDIX 1

Provisional list of items {for discussion:

A,

Organization of Centre

l‘

(©5]

Present position it regerd to steffing.

Adequacy and arra-gement of working space and
storage space.

Present position ¢ tc equipment, eguirmen
ordered, ecuipment desired, Tuads available, pos
lczn of equipment o & vemporary basis Ifrcm loca

re
+

o wuties, including trectmen
standaré zooplanrucor sampl

Review.of duties cf the Indian staff.
Inputv of biological material to the Centre.

Iibrary facilities--funds and action necessary ror
inprovement.

Lonz range plans--UNESCO, Consultative Committee,
INCOR, IOBC.

Principal functions of the Centre

1.

List of speciegliste required to assist in sorting--
Israeli proposal--ccoperation with Smithsonian
Institution,

Other activities --President SCOR suggestion,
M. B. Allen proposal.

Training--availebility of fellowships.

Next meeting.




Monday, February 25

10 A.M.
11:30 A.M.

11rk5-12: 30
15:00-16: 30

16:30

Tuesday, February 26

9:00-11:30

15:00-18:00

APPENDIX 1-a

MEETINGS

General statements by participantes
Coffee break

Detailed discussion of items on
provisional list

Continue discussions of items on
provisional list

Tea

Continue discussions of items on
provisional list

Informal drafting of recommendations

Wednesday, February 27

Travel to New Delhi

Thursday, February 28

1k4:30-17:30

Friday, March 1

9:30-12:00

15:00-1T7:30

Discussion of draft recommendations
and preparation of final recommendations

Meeting with Indian National Committee
for Oceanic Research

Meeting of INCOR concerned with
regional program.



NAME

Consultative Committee Members

1. Prof. S Mbtoda

2. Prof. M. W. Johnson
Delegates

3, Dr. I. B. Wallen

4, Dr. T. R. Parsons

5. Dr. A, BEvstafiev

6. Dr. R. Serene

T. Dr. N. K. Panikkar

8. Dr. Vagn Hansen, Curator
Observers

9. Dr. C. V. Kurian

10. Dr. N. Balakrishnan Nair
11. Dr. R. R. Prasad

12, Mr., Myrland

13. Shri T. Tholasilingam
1k, Dr. A. N. Bose

15, Shri M. Krishna Menon

APPENDIX 2
INSTITUTION

Hokkaido University, Japan

Scripps Institute of Oceanography

Smithsonian Institution

UNESCO

UNESCO, New Delhi ¥
UNESCO, SEASIO Djakarta

Indian National Committee for
Oceanic Research

Denmark (UNESCO)

University of Kerala
University of Kerala

Central Marine Fisheries Research
Institute, Mandapam Camp

NORWAY, Indo-Norwegian Project

Central Marine Fisheries Research
Sub-station, Ernakulam - 6

Central Institute of Fisheyies
Technology, Ernskulam - 6 /

Indian Ocean Biological Centre
Ernakulam



