FIRST MEETING OF VWG-SF — ONLINE, 2026

Report of the First Meeting of the Virtual Working Group on a
Sustainable Financial Position for ICCAT (VWG-SF)
(online, 31 March 2026)

1. Opening of the meeting

The Chair of the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD), Ms Laura Marot, welcomed
the participants (the “Group”) and opened the First Meeting of the Virtual Working Group on a Sustainable
Financial Position (VWG-SF), which was held online on 31 March 2026.

2. Introduction of participants

The Executive Secretary welcomed the Group and listed the countries present at the meeting, which was
attended by 31 members from 18 CPCs (Appendix 2). The agenda was adopted with the addition under
section 6 of sub-item 6.1 “Transparent rules and registration”, and is attached as Appendix 1.

3. Review of the terms of reference for the performance review on the functioning of ICCAT

During the meeting of the Group, the Chair introduced the proposed Terms of reference for the upcoming
performance review of ICCAT, recalling that the Commission, at its previous annual meeting, had agreed to
initiate a third review, more than a decade after the one conducted in 2016. She also emphasized that, unlike
in previous reviews, it had been decided to restrict the scope of this review, focusing on the organization’s
functioning and decision-making processes, as well as the allocation of fishing possibilities.

The Chair explained that the “Draft Terms of Reference - Third Performance Review of ICCAT” was
structured around four main objectives: 1) to assess implementation of the recommendations from the
previous review, but limiting the analysis to aspects of governance, efficiency and working methods; 2) to
analyse the institutional functioning of the Commission and its subsidiary bodies; 3) to review the
performance of the Secretariat itself, including human resources management and the adoption and
effective use of new working tools; and 4) to review the practices for negotiating and allocating fishing
opportunities, with particular attention to transparency and the methodology used.

The Chair also outlined the selection procedure of the panel tasked with conducting the review, which is
based on nominations put forward by the Contracting Parties. She also indicated that the panel, comprising
four experts, would work primarily online, supplemented by an in-person meeting, and that its report
should be submitted sufficiently in advance for consideration by the Commission.

One member of the Group indicated that STACFAD, and not the VWG-SF, had been mandated by the
Commission to develop the Terms of reference. The Chair clarified the intention was to develop the
document in advance to allow for an iterative process with all Contracting Parties and clarify the indicative
timeline that would allow the Terms of reference to be adopted at the 2026 Annual Meeting. It will therefore
be possible to submitin November 2026 a document that is as suitable as possible for approval by STACFAD
and the Commission.

During the discussion, several members of the Group made comments of a general nature, highlighting in
particular the need to maintain a focused approach and to avoid duplication with other ongoing processes,
and that it is important to ensure that the panel holds scientific expertise, where appropriate, in accordance
with the work of the SCRS.

One Contracting Party, supported by another member, suggested that a specific objective as regards
collaboration in the context the Biodiversity Beyond National Jurisdiction (BBN]) Agreement should be
added while other members of the Group indicated that they would prefer it not to be included, leaving the
matter pending for further discussion.

As to the costs of the performance review being funded preferentially through voluntary contributions, one
member disagreed and no consensus was reached at this stage.
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Moreover, some delegations suggested adjustments in the scope of certain criteria, to keep the review as
efficient and operational as possible.

In conclusion, the Chair confirmed that the document presented constitutes an initial basis for work, and
invited the delegations to submit written comments within the timeframe that will be established.
Subsequently, a revised version will be developed for formal consideration at future meetings, with a view
to its eventual adoption by the Commission.

4. Discussion of options to decrease cost of meeting organisation

The meeting focused on discussing options to reduce the cost of organizing the ICCAT annual meetings. The
same aspects were also discussed in relation to intersessional meetings.

4.1 Cocktails at intersessional meetings

The Secretariat had prepared a supporting PowerPoint presentation detailing expense items. The Chair
raised the issue of whether or not to eliminate the costs of cocktail receptions at intersessional meetings.
She subsequently opened the floor for discussion.

Most members of the Group expressed the view that ICCAT-funded cocktail receptions should be eliminated
from intersessional meetings and that, if held, these should be financed by the host country if the latter so
proposes.

The Chair concluded that this opinion would be referred to STACFAD for a final decision.
4.2 Room layout

The Chair indicated the need to optimize both the physical organization of meetings and the operational
efficiency of the work, taking into account logistical constraints, associated costs and the growing
complexity of hybrid participation (in-person and virtual). She also presented various proposals for the
layout of delegate tables in the meeting room for future annual meetings. The two main options are as
follows: 1) maintaining the current U-shaped configuration with less delegates at the main table; or
2) switching to a UN-style seating arrangement. Each option contained two variations, as set out below:

a) Maintain the U shape:

a.1: one person per delegation at the main table, and tables for Observers and the remainder of
the delegation in the main room.

a.2: one person per delegation at the main table, and Observers and the majority of the
remainder of the delegation in an adjacent room.

b) UN-style seating arrangement:

b.1: two or three people per delegation at the main table, and tables for Observers and the
remainder of the delegation in the main room.

b.2: two or three people per delegation at the main table, and Observers and the majority of the
remainder of the delegation in an adjacent room.

Most of the members of the Group expressed a preference for Option 2, with flexibility towards its two
sub-options. Other members indicated that they favoured Option b.2 already with the main objective to
allow for more CPCs to host annual meeting.

Several members of the Group emphasized that it was essential to ensure adequate spacing between
participants so that the space would be reasonably comfortable and sufficient to provide some “privacy”,
while also minimizing potential risks to attendees in the event of an emergency.
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One member suggested that instead of deciding on a definitive seating arrangement, the Secretariat could
propose to host CPCs a range of acceptable seating options with associated requirements instead of
imposing a room layout as currently done.

One member expressed a desire to continue with the current seating arrangement.

The Chair noted that simulations would be required to assess the space needed for both options, and the
Group agreed to reconsider this decision in June or November 2026. The Group agreed to explore options
to accommodate larger delegations and to provide greater flexibility in venue selection, and to evaluate
their effectiveness at a future meeting.

4.3 Observer fees

The Chair reminded that the current system of fees applicable to accredited observers was established over
25 years ago, setting a contribution of US$500 per meeting attended for delegations of up to two observers,
with a supplement of US$350 for a third participant. However, she emphasized that, after two decades
without an update, this scheme is clearly out of step with cumulative inflation, which has significantly
reduced the real value of these contributions. She also clarified that the term “Observer” refers exclusively
to those accredited organizations participating independently in the meetings - such as non-governmental
organizations - expressly excluding members of CPC delegations.

The Chair presented the “Proposal to update observer fee for ICCAT meetings” which sought to update the
fees, taking into account both inflation and the actual costs of organization. The proposal included, among
other elements, a distinction between intersessional meetings - which are shorter in duration - and annual
meetings, as well as a review of the amounts applicable to each type of meeting. Indicatively, it was
suggested that higher fees be set for annual meetings, reflecting their longer duration and logistical costs,
and the discussion was opened regarding a possible review of the fees applicable to accredited Observers
participating in Commission meetings.

During the discussion, the members of the Group widely agreed on the need to update the fees and on the
desirability of distinguishing between annual and intersessional meetings. However, a number of additional
considerations were also highlighted. In particular, several delegations emphasized the importance of
ensuring that an excessive increase in fees does not limit the participation of non-governmental
organizations, scientific institutions or entities with limited financial resources, given the value that they
contribute in terms of the transparency and quality of deliberations. Another CPC emphasized that observer
fees are set on the basis of cost recovery and any changes to the fees should be done in line with that
principle.

Furthermore, some members of the Group put forward proposals to introduce greater flexibility into the
system, including: potential application of differentiated rates for in-person and online participation;
introduction of automatic mechanisms for periodic adjustment in line with inflation; consideration of
reduced or tiered fees for organizations from developing countries or small-scale organizations; and
exploration of alternative models based on effective cost recovery or modular service systems (for example,
differentiating between catering and/or other services).

The Chair concluded that, while there is a clear consensus on the need to reform the system, a more detailed
analysis is still required to determine the specific levels of the fees and their final structure. Consequently,
it was agreed that the Secretariat would prepare additional documentation containing cost simulations and
fee options, which would serve as the basis for a more concrete proposal to be considered at the next
meeting.

5. Meeting Participation Fund (MPF)

The Chair outlined plans to discuss the Meeting Participation Fund (MPF) in detail at the Second Meeting of
the Virtual Working Group on a Sustainable Financial Position (VWG-SF) in June 2026, identifying four main
issues for discussion: fund management procedures, participant selection criteria, the number of delegates,
and sources of funding.
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5.1 Procedures for management and reimbursement of funds

The Chair introduced the first issue concerned with the management and reimbursement procedures of the
Meeting Participation Fund (MPF), referring in particular to the proposed amendments to the “Rules of
procedure for the administration of the special Meeting Participation Fund”, which were also submitted to
the 2025 Annual Meeting of the Commission, but not discussed for approval during that meeting.

The Chair noted that the main objective of this proposal is to improve cost efficiency, given that delays in
purchasing tickets often result in significantly higher prices. It was clarified that, in such cases, only the
difference between the initially proposed itinerary and the final cost of the ticket would be deducted from
the participant’s per diem, thereby ensuring a fair distribution of costs.

Some members expressed their support for the proposal, while highlighting the need to refine other aspects
of the reimbursement procedures. In particular, they emphasized the importance of clearly distinguishing
between situations of administrative negligence and cases of force majeure. Examples of force majeure
mentioned included the refusal of visas despite applications being made in good time, flight cancellations
or unforeseen emergencies.

In this context, several members of the Group proposed that the rules should incorporate greater flexibility,
including mechanisms to avoid penalizing CPCs in situations beyond their control. Suggestions put forward
included the possibility of partial exemptions from reimbursement, alternative methods of reimbursement,
and inclusion of more precise definitions in the rules.

The Chair concluded that, while there appeared to be general agreement on the proposal regarding the
purchase of tickets, other elements of the reimbursement procedures will require further review at the next
meeting.

5.2 Participation filtering procedures

The Chair introduced the second topic on the procedures for filtering participation in scientific meetings
funded through the MPF. The Secretariat presented a summary of the current practice. It also clarified that
it does not participate in the evaluation itself, but rather forwards requests to the relevant scientific bodies
and subsequently communicates the outcome of that evaluation to the applicants.

The Chair of the SCRS provided further clarification on the process, explaining that the evaluation is carried
out in collaboration with the Chair of the relevant scientific group. He emphasized that the assessment is
not intended to judge the scientific ability of individuals, but rather to evaluate the relevance and expected
contribution of their in-person participation to the specific objectives of the meeting.

Despite these clarifications, several members of the Group expressed concerns regarding the current
filtering system, observing that the explanations provided in the negative responses appeared
discriminatory rather than clearly reflecting the financial constraints underlying the decisions. A number of
delegations highlighted the lack of transparency and clarity in the criteria applied, noting that the process
is neither sufficiently defined nor understood, which may give rise to perceptions of arbitrariness.

Others also emphasized that the current approach may disadvantage developing countries by limiting
opportunities for capacity building and the participation of new experts. It was noted that participation in
meetings should not be assessed solely on the basis of immediate contribution, but also by considering
long-term benefits such as knowledge transfer, institutional strengthening and the development of
scientific capabilities.

Moreover, some members highlighted the need to maintain some form of prioritisation mechanism, given
the limited resources of the MPF, insisting on the importance of ensuring that funded participants
contribute effectively to the scientific work of the Commission.

Other issues raised included the need to improve transparency in communication, define the concept of
“contribution” more precisely, and analyze the practices of other Regional Fisheries Management
Organizations (RFMOs) as a possible reference.
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The Chair noted that, although there are differing views on whether to retain or remove the filtering, there
is broad consensus that the current system needs to be reviewed to improve its transparency, clarity and
fairness.

5.3 Division into SCRS and COM meetings

The Chair indicated that this agenda item would not be addressed due to time constraints and would be
postponed to a future meeting.

5.4 Number of delegates funded by the MPF

The Chair introduced the fourth item concerning the number of delegates funded per CPC through the MPF.
She recalled that several proposals had previously been put forward, including the possibility of funding
two delegates per CPC for certain meetings or for all ICCAT meetings.

The Chair invited members of the Group to express their views on the general principle of increasing the
number of funded delegates and, where appropriate, to specify at which meetings such an increase should

apply.

The majority expressed their support, in principle, for increasing the number of funded participants,
highlighting the benefits in terms of greater representativeness, improved continuity of participation and
strengthened capacity building. It was noted that the presence of more than one delegate facilitates
knowledge transfer and reduces reliance on a single individual.

However, others also highlighted the significant budgetary implications of such a measure. The Chair
recalled that extending support to two delegates at all meetings would have a significant financial impact,
potentially doubling the current MPF budget.

In light of these constraints, several members of the Group proposed more selective or phased approaches,
such as prioritising the Annual Meeting of the Commission and/or the SCRS plenary meetings. Other
delegations showed flexibility but insisted on the need to consider this issue in relation to the overall
financial framework of the MPF.

Some CPCs indicated that, given the current financial situation, they were not in a position to support an
increase at this stage.

The Chair noted that, while there is general support for the principle of increasing participation, positions
differ regarding the scope and timing of such a measure. She indicated that further analyses, including
financial simulations, would be prepared to facilitate the discussion at the next meeting.

5.5 Source and level of funding for the MPF

Due to time constraints, the Chair indicated that it was not possible to hold a full discussion on the source
and level of funding for the MPF during this session. However, she outlined the main points of the issue for
consideration at the next meeting.

The Chair noted that the current funding structure of the MPF, based on a limited allocation from the ICCAT
regular budget, some (very limited) voluntary contributions and use of the Working Capital Fund, lacks
stability and predictability. She highlighted the risk that, under the current system, funding levels could
fluctuate significantly from one year to the next, which could compromise the effectiveness of the fund.

In this context, she suggested that CPCs consider the possibility of strengthening the MPF within the ICCAT
regular budget, while maintaining voluntary contributions as a complementary source. She emphasized that
a more stable financial framework would be essential to support any future expansion of the fund, including
a possible increase in the number of funded delegates.
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She also indicated that any decision to expand the scope of the MPF would need to be accompanied by an
increase in its funding level, and suggested that gradual adjustments might be more feasible than significant
increases in a single step. The Chair invited CPCs to reflect on these issues during the intersessional period,
with a view to a more thorough discussion at the next meeting.

The Chair concluded that the discussions on this agenda item had clearly identified the main challenges and
considerations regarding the MPF. Although no decisions were taken, there was general agreement on the
need to review various aspects of the fund, including administrative procedures, participations filtering
criteria and funding mechanisms.

She indicated that additional documentation, including comparative analyses and financial scenarios, would
be prepared to facilitate more detailed discussions and the possible pre-agreement of decisions at the next
meeting.

6. Other matters

Under this item, the Chair briefly referred to the question of whether it would be preferable for this Group
to remain closed, or to be opened up, as in the case of any other ICCAT meeting, which had prompted the
addition of the sub-item 6.1 “Transparent rules and registration”, so that the discussion can to continue at
future meetings.

7. Adoption of report and meeting adjournment
The Chair thanked the Interpreters and the Secretariat, as well as all participants for their extremely useful

and constructive contributions, announced that the report would be adopted by correspondence as usual,
and adjourned the meeting.
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Conclusions and closure
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Appendix 2

List of participants * 1

CONTRACTING PARTIES

ALGERIA

Ouchelli, Amar *

Sous-directeur de la Grande Péche et de la Péche Spécialisée, ministere de la Péche et des Productions Halieutiques,
Route des quatre canons, 16000 Alger

Tel: +213 550 386 938, Fax: +213 234 95597, E-Mail: amarouchelli.dz@gmail.com; amar.ouchelli@mpeche.gov.dz

Benbouza, Brahim
Directeur de I'Administration et les Moyens au sein de la Direction Générale de la Péche et de I'Aquaculture
E-Mail: benbouzabrahimbat@gmail.com

BRAZIL

Bispo Oliveira, André Luiz !

International Negotiations Coordinator, Ministry of Fisheries and Aquaculture, International Advisory, 70297-400
Brasilia DF

CANADA

Cossette, Frédéric

Policy Advisor, Fisheries and Oceans Canada, 200 Kent St.,, Ottawa, Ontario K1A 0E6
Tel: +1 343 541 6921, E-Mail: frederic.cossette@dfo-mpo.gc.ca

Marsden, Dale !
Deputy Director, International Fisheries Policy, Fisheries and Oceans Canada, Ottawa, ON K1A 0OE6

COSTA RICA

Pacheco Chaves, Bernald

Instituto Costarricense de Pesca y Acuicultura, INCOPESCA, Departamento de Investigacién, Cantén de Montes de Oro,
Puntarenas, 333-5400

Tel: +506 899 22693, E-Mail: bpacheco@incopesca.go.cr; bernald.pacheco@gmail.com

EGYPT

Hammam, Doaa

Lakes and Fish Resources Protection and Development Agency, 210, area B - City, 5th District Road 90, 11311 New Cairo
Tel: +201 117 507 513, Fax: +202 281 17007, E-Mail: gafrd_eg@hotmail.com

Badr, Fatma Elzahraa

Fish Production Specialist, Agreements Administration, Lakes and Fish Resources Protection and Development Agency,
210, area B - City, 5th District Road 90, 11311 New Cairo

Tel: +201 092 348 338, Fax: +202 228 117 008, E-Mail: fatima.elzahraa.medo@gmail.com

EL SALVADOR

Orellana Gonzalez, Jose Abilio

Asistente Técnico de Proyectos, Centro para el Desarrollo de la Pesca y la Acuicultura (CENDEPESCA), Final Avenida
Manuel Gallardo, Edificio MAG, 1011 Samta Tecla

E-Mail: jose.orellana@mag.gob.sv

EUROPEAN UNION

Howard, Séamus

European Commission, DG MARE, Rue Joseph I1 99, 1000 Brussels, Belgium
Tel: +32 229 50083; +32 488 258 038, E-Mail: seamus.howard@ec.europa.eu

* Head Delegate.
1 Some delegate contact details have not been included following their request for data protection.
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Khalil, Samira

European Commission, DG Maritime Affairs and Fisheries, Unit B-1 "International Affairs, Law of the Sea and RFOs",
Joseph II - 99 3/74, 1049 Brussels, Belgium

Tel: +32 2298 03 39; +32 229 11111, E-Mail: samira.khalil@ec.europa.eu

GABON

Angueko, Davy

Directeur des Péches, Direction Générale des Péche et de I'Aquaculture, BP 9498, Libreville Estuaire
Tel: +241 6653 4886, E-Mail: davyangueko83@gmail.com; dgpechegabon@netcourrier.com

GUATEMALA

Chavarria, Bernal A.

Asesor de Gestion y Politica Pesquera Internacional, DIPESCA,

Barcenas, Villa Nueva, Guatemala, Tel: +506 88224709, E-Mail:bchavarria@Isg-cr.com

JAPAN

Fukugama, Chika

Assistant Director, International Affairs Division, Fisheries Agency of Japan, Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries, 1-2-1, Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-ku, Tokyo 100-8907

Tel: +81 3 3502 8460, Fax: +81 3 3504 2649, E-Mail: chika_fukugama740@maff.go.jp

MEXICO
Soler Benitez, Bertha Alicia !
Comision Nacional de Acuacultura y Pesca (CONAPESCA), 82100 Mazatlan, Sinaloa

MOROCCO

Hassouni, Fatima Zohra

Cheffe de la Division de Durabilité et d'’Aménagement des Ressources Halieutiques, Secrétariat d’Etat chargé de la Péche
Maritime, Nouveau Quartier Administratif, B.P.: 476, 10150 Haut Agdal, Rabat

Tel: +212 537 688 122/21, Fax: +212 537 688 089, E-Mail: hassouni@mpm.gov.ma

Haoujar, Bouchra

Cheffe de Service des Espéces Marines Migratrices et des Espaces Protégés, Secrétariat d’Etat chargé de la Péche
Maritime, Nouveau Quartier Administratif, BP 476, 10150 Haut Agdal, Rabat

Tel: +212 253 768 8115, Fax: +212 537 688 089, E-Mail: haoujar@mpm.gov.ma

NICARAGUA

Guevara Quintana, Julio César

Comisionado CIAT - Bidlogo, Instituto Nicaragiiense de la Pesca y Acuicultura (INPESCA), El Carrizal de Nuevo
Emperador, Esquina de Calle Cy Calle 7, Arraijan, 14174 Arraijan, Panama

Tel: +505 699 75100, E-Mail: juliocgq@hotmail.com; jguevara@inpesca.gob.ni

NORWAY
Serdahl, Elisabeth * 1
Senior Adviser, Ministry of Trade, Industry and Fisheries, Department for Fisheries, 0032 Oslo

Holte-Nilssen, Victor Fuglaas
FISKERIDIREKTORATET, Seksjon fiskeriregulering, 5121 Ulset Vestland
Tel: +47 55 23 80 00; +47 495 913, E-Mail: vihni@fiskeridir.no

Mjorlund, Rune !
Senior Adviser, Directorate of Fisheries, Department of Coastal Management, Environment and Statistics, 5804 Bergen

PANAMA

Vergara, Yarkelia

Directora encargada de Cooperacién y Asuntos Pesqueros, Ministerio de Desarrollo Agropecuario, Autoridad de los
Recursos Acudticos de Panam4, Cooperacion Técnica y Asuntos pesqueros Internacional, Edificio Riviera, Ave. Justo
Arosemena, Calle 45 Bella Vista, 0819-02398

Tel: +507 511 6008 (ext. 359), E-Mail: yvergara@arap.gob.pa; hsfs@arap.gob.pa

Bethancourt, Elizabeth
Subdirectora de Finanzas, Autoridad de los Recursos Acuaticos de Panama - ARAP
E-Mail: ebethancourt@arap.gob.pa
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Diaz de Santamaria, Maria Patricia

Delegada representante de la Industria, FIPESCA - Fundacidn Internacional de Pesca, Zona de Libre Proceso de Corozal,
Edificio 297, Corozal

Tel: +507 378 6640; +507 657 32047, E-Mail: mpdiaz@fipesca.com; mapatdiaz30@gmail.com

SENEGAL

Diouf, Ibrahima

Ingénieur des Péches, Direction des Péches Maritimes, Chef de la Division de la Péche Industrielle, Sphére ministérielle
Ousmane Tanor DIENG, Immeuble D, 2e étage, Diamniadio, BP 289 Dakar

Tel: +221 541 4764, Fax: +221 338 602 465, E-Mail: ivesdiouf@gmail.com

Séye, Mamadou

Ingénieur des Péches, Chef de la Division Gestion et Aménagement des Pécheries, Direction des Péches Maritimes,
Sphére ministérielle Ousmane Tanor Dieng, Batiment D, 2é étage, Diamniadio, BP 289 Dakar

Tel: +221 77 841 83 94, Fax: +221 821 47 58, E-Mail: mdseye@gmail.com; mdseyel@gmail.com; mdouseye@yahoo.fr

UNITED KINGDOM OF GREAT BRITAIN AND NORTHERN IRELAND

Keedy, Jess

Joint Head, International Fisheries, Marine & Fisheries, Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs (Defra),
Marine & Fisheries Directorate, First Floor, Seacole Wing, 2 Marsham Street, London SW1P 3]JR

Tel: +44 755724 5171; +44 208 026 63350, E-Mail: jess.keedy@defra.gov.uk

Bella, Carlo
Defra, Horizon House, Deanery Road, Bristol, BS31 2UD
Tel: +44 739 526 8009, E-Mail: carlo.bella@defra.gov.uk

UNITED STATES

Baker, Colleen

Foreign Affairs Officer, Office of Marine Conservation (OES/OMC), Bureau of Oceans and International Environmental
and Scientific Affairs, U.S. Department of State, Washington DC 20520

Tel: +1 609 206 9830; +1 202 538 1070, E-Mail: bakerca2@fan.gov

Bors, Eleanor

National Marine Fisheries Service Office of International Affairs, Trade, and Commerce, Office 5151, 1315 East-West
Highway 5th Floor, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910

Tel: +1 240 429 4461; +1 617 571 1376, E-Mail: eleanor.bors@noaa.gov

VENEZUELA

Pereira, Elizabeth

Directora General de la Oficina de Integracién y Asuntos Internacionales, Ministerio del Poder Popular de Pesca y
Acuicultura, Gobierno Bolivariano de Venezuela, 1010 Caracas

Tel: +58 4241866945, E-Mail: oai.minpesca@gmail.com; oai.minpesca@minpesca.gob.ve

Vivas Jiménez, Maria Daniela

Analista de Asuntos Multilaterales de la Oficina de Integracién y Asuntos Internacionales, Ministerio del Poder Popular
de Pesca y Acuicultura, Parque Central. Piso 17, 1040 Caracas

Tel: 04242808103, E-Mail: minpescaven@gmail.com
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ICCAT Secretariat
C/ Corazoén de Maria 8 - 6th floor, 28002 Madrid - Spain
Tel: +34 91 416 56 00; Fax: +34 91 415 26 12; E-mail: info@iccat.int

Manel, Camille Jean Pierre ICCAT INTERPRETERS
Neves dos Santos, Miguel Baena Jiménez, Eva |.
Bonacasa, Maria Godfrey, Claire

Ortiz, Mauricio Hof, Michelle Renée
Mayor, Carlos Liberas, Christine
Martin, Africa Linaae, Cristina
Martinez Guijarro, Ana Isabel Pinzon, Aurélie
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