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REPORT	OF	THE	FOURTH	MEETING	OF	THE	VIRTUAL	WORKING	GROUP	ON	REVIEW	OF	RULES	OF	
PROCEDURE	(VWG‐RRP)	OF	THE	COMMISSION	

(Online	13	July	2022)	

1. Opening	of	the	meeting

On 13 July, 2022, the Commission Chair, Ernesto Penas, convened the fourth meeting of the VWG-RRP, 
which was held online from 12:00 to 14:30. The Secretariat served as rapporteur. The participants' list is 
attached as Appendix	1. 

In his opening remarks, the Chair reiterated the need to make progress toward finalising discussions on the 
Chair’s non-paper and the importance of allowing sufficient time for all CPCs to react before the annual 
meeting. He noted that 5 or 6 CPCs sent comments on the first version of the paper, which he tried to 
incorporate into a revised document. He also noted that additional comments had been received from the 
United States and the EU following the circulation of the second draft of the non-paper. The Chair explained 
that the reason he did not make a third version of the document was to give all CPCs an equal opportunity 
to comment during the meeting and to avoid the process being dominated by a few CPCs. The Chair 
indicated, however, that he tried to include the substantial issues raised by the EU and United States during 
the second comment round in a table included on the OwnCloud site (Comments_non_paper_2_TRI). 

The Chair said he wanted to focus initially on the substantive issues in the text that were in square brackets, 
seeking agreement on dates/deadlines first, and then going back to the last comments received to get a 
better understanding and, where needed, clarification as to whether they are substantive or merely 
editorial.  

The United States acknowledged the challenges associated with developing proposals via correspondence, 
stressing that it had entered the process with an open mind and had offered feedback on the non-paper in 
good faith with a view to improving the document. The United States further noted that some of its earlier 
input had not been reflected in either the revised Chair’s text or the table of additional comments circulated 
prior to the meeting. The U.S. representative noted that, as improvements to the non-paper were considered 
at this meeting, it would be helpful to understand why some of these earlier comments had been set aside. 
The Chair emphasised that he welcomed the excellent contributions of the United States and was not 
suggesting anyone was trying to take advantage of the process. He stressed that his intent was simply to 
ensure all CPCs have an opportunity to provide their input.  

Regarding the fate of the non-paper, the United States noted that the intention as discussed at the last 
Meeting of the Virtual Working Group on Review of Rules of Procedure of the Commission (online, 28 March 
2022) was to develop guidelines but if there is interest in developing something more formal, that would 
further impact the U.S. input on the content and phrasing of the document. The Chair indicated that this 
question was open to further discussion and that, at minimum, it should be a guidance document. He agreed 
that if it is to have a more formal status, for instance with the legal implications that would be associated 
with Rules of Procedure, particular care should be taken with the wording. Finally, he noted that there are 
advantages and disadvantages of the formal approach, mainly concerning flexibility.  

In concluding on this point, the Chair proposed that the Group should first agree on a text and then see what 
to decide on the fate of the paper; he is not seeking to finalise the text here in this meeting. He added that 
the idea would be to submit the non-paper to the Commission at the annual meeting for a decision on how 
to move forward. 

2. Discussions

Election	of	Officers	

Starting with the process and procedures for the election of officers and, specifically, the timelines set forth 
in point (c) of Section 3.1 for the solicitation of nominations from Contracting Parties, the Chair proposed 
that the Secretariat start the process six months in advance of the annual meeting where an election will 
take place and set a deadline for CPC responses of at least three months before that annual meeting, to give 
all CPs enough time to react despite any constraints they may have.  
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Some CPCs were of the view that if nominations are requested a very long time before the annual meeting, 
these requests may be forgotten; to address this, some suggested maintaining the proposed 6 month 
solicitation deadline but with reminders sent by the Secretariat at appropriate intervals. For the deadline 
to submit nominations, a proposal of two months was also discussed given the concern that a 3 month 
deadline conflicted with the vacation season for many CPCs. 
 
The Chair offered the compromise of six months for the solicitation of the nominations and two months 
before the annual meeting as the deadline to make nominations, noting that the latter gives more flexibility 
to the CPCs. It will allow the Chair to consult the CPCs again, if needed.  
 
The United States asked how firm the language in this section should be, noting that there could be value in 
having some flexibility built into the text. For instance, the text setting the deadline for initiating the 
nomination process has no flexibility for the Secretariat and might benefit from adding “approximately” six 
months or “at least” six months. Further, the text on the submission of nominees says “at least 2 months.” If 
read strictly, this language sets a strict deadline that if missed would mean a CPC could not make a 
nomination even if they were only one day late in making a submission. Some CPCs agreed with the idea of 
allowing a modest amount of flexibility with these deadlines. The Chair specified that the overall procedure 
acknowledges that there should be balance in the slate of officers and that the process is not expected to be 
perfect. Given that, there must be some flexibility to nominate individuals after the deadline. That said, the 
Chair noted that he would hesitate to put too much flexibility in the text itself to ensure the rules are clear 
and that there is as much discipline as possible in the process. 
 
As for point (g) of Section 3.1, the Group agreed that the deadline for the Chair to present a proposed slate 
of officers to the Commission for consideration would be “as soon as possible, and at least a week before 
the annual meeting.” 
 
Regarding point (h) of Section 3.1, the Group agreed that, in principle, no new nominations could be made 
during the meeting but also agreed to introduce some flexibility regarding circumstances “that require 
otherwise.” 
 
The process for filling an officer position if the sitting Chair cannot act was raised. The Group noted that this 
could happen at any time but that this situation was outside the primary question that the Group was 
mandated to address. It was further recalled that the current rules of procedure give the responsibility to 
subsidiary bodies to elect their own Chair. In the case of panels, the Chair resides with a country rather than 
an individual, and the country is expected to provide another person to serve as Chair unless they notify the 
Commission that they cannot meet that responsibility. The Commission Chair can make the necessary 
consultations, if required, aiming to help identify a temporary officer before the meeting to compensate for 
temporary absences. In light of this discussion, the Chair proposed that the Group recommend to the 
Commission that the rules to replace a missing officer be further discussed, taking into account the current 
rules of procedure and the need for capable chairs. 
 
	Presentation	of	proposals	
 
The second main point of the non-paper discussed was the presentation of proposals (Section 3.2). The 
Group discussed the proposed deadlines in brackets. There was a quick consensus on the proposals, which 
do not require scientific advice from the SCRS to maintain the deadline of one month as it currently is for 
their submission to the Secretariat.  
 
As for those proposals that do require scientific advice from the SCRS, many interventions recalled that the 
current one-week deadline is already a tight time frame because of when the SCRS advice becomes available 
and the necessary internal coordination in their CPCs. Although some CPCs proposed to keep that one-week 
deadline to avoid having to work with new proposals when the meeting starts, others were of the view that 
there should be a final deadline that is at the end of the first day of the annual meeting and that discretion 
should be provided to the Chair, in consultation with the Chairs of subsidiary bodies, to accept new 
proposals, whether requiring scientific advice or not, beyond the first day of the meeting, if needed. As an 
illustration, the Group was reminded of the case where an albacore measure was expiring and no CPC 
realized it until the last day of the meeting during the plenary. Thus, it was noted that general language is 
required in the text to accommodate such events, in addition to text that clarifies that the Commission Chair 
should consult with relevant Chairs of subsidiary bodies to determine whether a new proposal can be tabled 
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after the respective deadlines. The United States indicated it would provide edits to the non-paper, in 
particular to Section 3.2, as there was not enough time during the meeting to finalize revisions to improve 
its organization and incorporate all relevant comments.  
 
The Chair indicated that he would be happy to take the responsibility of determining if and when proposals 
could be submitted after a deadline, but would like to make sure that all CPCs trust him to do so as such 
decisions involve a delicate balance and should not be seen as business as usual.  
 
 
3. Next	steps  

  
After noting that some progress had been made during this meeting, the Chair informed that he would 
convene a meeting, probably in September, with a view to solving the remaining issues in order to submit 
a text that is agreed upon to the Commission. To this end, he further invited the participants with specific 
contributions and solutions to the issues discussed to send them as soon as possible after this meeting to 
him and the Secretariat on the attached version revised during the meeting, Second Revision of Non-Paper  
of the Virtual Working Group on Review of Rules of Procedure (VWG-RRP) (Appendix	2). He would then 
prepare a new version of the non-paper to be discussed in the September meeting.  
 
The Chair thanked the participants for their extremely useful and constructive contributions and adjourned 
the meeting.  
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Appendix	1	
	

List	of	Participants* 
	
CONTRACTING	PARTIES 
 
ALGERIA	 
Belacel, Amar * 
Directeur du Développement de la Pêche, Ministère de la pêche et des productions halieutiques, Route des quatre 
canons, 16000 
Tel: +213 214 33197; +213 796 832 690, E-Mail: amar.belacel67@gmail.com; amar.belacel@mpeche.gov.dz 
 
CANADA 
Marsden, Dale 
Deputy Director, Fisheries and Oceans Canada, 200 Kent Street, Ottawa, ON K1A 0E6 
Tel: +1 613 791 9473, E-Mail: Dale.Marsden@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
Smith‐Laplante, Robynn-Bella 
Policy Analyst, Fisheries and Oceans Canada, 200 Kent Street, Ottawa, ON K1A0E6 
Tel: +1 343 542 8414, E-Mail: Robynn-Bella.Smith-Laplante@dfo-mpo.gc.ca 
 
EL	SALVADOR 
Chavarría	Valverde, Bernal Alberto 
Asesor en Gestión y Política pesquera Internacional, Centro para el Desarrollo de la Pesca y Acuicultura (CENDEPESCA), 
Final 1ª Avenida Norte, 13 Calle Oriente y Av. Manuel Gallardo, 1000 Santa Tecla, La Libertad 
Tel: +506 882 24709, Fax: +506 2232 4651, E-Mail: bchavarria@lsg-cr.com 
 
Galdámez	de	Arévalo, Ana Marlene 
Jefa de División de Investigación Pesquera y Acuícola, Ministerio de Agricultura y Ganadería, Final 1a. Avenida Norte, 
13 Calle Oriente y Av. Manuel Gallardo. Santa Tecla, La Libertad 
Tel: +503 2210 1913; +503 619 84257, E-Mail: ana.galdamez@mag.gob.sv; ana.galdamez@yahoo.com 
 
EUROPEAN	UNION 
Malczewska, Agata 
European Commission DG MARE, JII-99 4/073, 1000 Belgium, Belgium 
Tel: +32 229 6761; +32 485 853 835, E-Mail: agata.malczewska@ec.europa.eu 
 
GABON 
Angueko, Davy 
Chargé d'Etudes du Directeur Général des Pêches, Direction Générale des Pêche et de l'Aquaculture, BP 9498, Libreville 
Estuaire 
Tel: +241 6653 4886, E-Mail: davyangueko83@gmail.com; davyangueko@yahoo.fr 
 
Mba‐Asseko, Georges Henri 
Conseiller Technique du Ministre de l’Agriculture, de l’Elevage, de la Pêche et l’Alimentation, BP. 9498 Boulevard 
Triomphal, Libreville 
Tel: +241 666 11140, E-Mail: g.h.mbasseko@gmail.com; dgpechegabon@netcourrier.com; davyangueko83@gmail.com 
	
JAPAN 
Morita, Hiroyuki 
Assistant Director, International Affairs Division, Fisheries Agency of Japan, 1-2-1 Kasumigaseki, Chiyoda-Ku, Tokyo 
100-8907 
Tel: +81 3 3502 8460, Fax: +81 3 3504 2649, E-Mail: hiroyuki_morita970@maff.go.jp 
 
MOROCCO 
El	Aroussi, Mohamed Yassine 
Chef de la Division de la Coopération à la Direction de la Stratégie et de la Coopération, Ministère de l’Agriculture, de la 
Pêche Maritime, du Développement Rural et des Eaux et Forêts, P.O. Box 476 Quartier Administratif, Rabat, Agdal 
Tel: +212 660 112 878, E-Mail: elaroussi@mpm.gov.ma 
 
 
 
 

 
* Head Delegate. 
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Haoujar, Bouchra 
Cadre à la Division de Durabilité et d'Aménagement des Ressources Halieutiques, Département de la Pêche Maritime, 
Nouveau Quartier Administratif, BP 476, 10150 Haut Agdal, Rabat 
Tel: +212 253 768 8121, Fax: +212 537 688 089, E-Mail: haoujar@mpm.gov.ma 
 
Hassouni, Fatima Zohra 
Chef de la Division de Durabilité et d'Aménagement des Ressources Halieutiques, Département de la Pêche maritime, 
Nouveau Quartier Administratif, Haut Agdal, B.P.: 476 Rabat 
Tel: +212 537 688 122/21, Fax: +212 537 688 089, E-Mail: hassouni@mpm.gov.ma 
 
NORWAY 
Sørdahl, Elisabeth * 
Ministry of Trade, Industry and Fisheries, Department for Fisheries and Aquaculture, Kongensgate 8, Postboks 8090 
Dep., 0032 Oslo 
Tel: +47 22 44 65 45, E-Mail: elisabeth.sordahl@nfd.dep.no 
 
Brix, Maja Kirkegaard Rodriguez  
Directorate of Fisheries, Strandgaten 229, Postboks 185 Sentrum, 5804 Bergen 
Tel: +47 416 91 457, E-Mail: mabri@fiskeridir.no; Maja-Kirkegaard.Brix@fiskeridir.no 
 
PANAMA 
Kant, Rudick 
Asesor Administrativo, ARAP, Calle 45, Bella Vista, Edificio Riviera, 0819-05850 
Tel: +507 511 6057, E-Mail: rkant@arap.gob.pa 
 
Quiros, Vivian 
Analista y Operadora de Cooperación Internacional, Dirección de Cooperación y Asuntos Pesqueros Internacional, 
Edificio la Riviera - Avenida Justo Arosemena y Calle 45, Bella Vista (Antigua Estación El Árbol) 
Tel: +507 511 6008 Ext. 205, E-Mail: vquiros@arap.gob.pa 
 
Vergara, Yarkelia 
Jefa de Cooperación Internacional, Autoridad de los Recursos Acuáticos de Panamá - ARAP, Calle 45, Bella Vista, Edificio 
Riviera, 0819-02398 
Tel: +507 511 6008, E-Mail: yvergara@arap.gob.pa 
 
SENEGAL 
Sèye, Mamadou 
Ingénieur des Pêches, Chef de la Division Gestion et Aménagement des Pêcheries de la Direction des Pêches maritimes, 
Sphère ministérielle de Diamniadio Bâtiment D., 1, Rue Joris, Place du Tirailleur, 289 Dakar 
Tel: +221 77 841 83 94, Fax: +221 821 47 58, E-Mail: mdseye@gmail.com; mdseye1@gmail.com; mdouseye@yahoo.fr 
 
Talla, Marième Diagne 
Conseiller juridique du Ministère des Pêches et de l'Économie Maritime, Sphères Ministérielles Diamniadio Bâtiment D, 
1, rue Joris, Place du Tirailleur, B.P. 289, Dakar 
Tel: +221 772 700 886, Fax: +221 338 498 440, E-Mail: masodiagne@yahoo.fr 
 
TUNISIA 
Mejri, Hamadi 
Directeur adjoint, Conservation des ressources halieutiques, Ministère de l’agriculture et des ressources hydrauliques 
et de la pêche, Direction Générale de la Pêche et de l'Aquaculture, 30, Rue Alain Savary - Le Belvédère, 1002 Tunis 
Tel: +216 24 012 780, Fax: +216 71 799 401, E-Mail: hamadi.mejri1@gmail.com 
 
UNITED	STATES 
Blankenbeker, Kimberly 
Foreign Affairs Specialist, Office of International Affairs, Trade, and Commerce (F/IATC), NOAA, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 427 8357, Fax: +1 301 713 1081, E-Mail: kimberly.blankenbeker@noaa.gov 
 
O'Malley, Rachel 
Foreign Affairs Specialist, Office of International Affairs, Trade, and Commerce (F/IATC), NOAA, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring, Maryland 20910 
Tel: +1 301 427 8373, Fax: +1 301 713 2313, E-Mail: rachel.o'malley@noaa.gov 
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OBSERVERS	FROM	COOPERATING	NON‐CONTRACTING	PARTIES,	ENTITIES,	FISHING	ENTITIES	
		
BOLIVIA 
Alsina	Lagos, Hugo Andrés 
Director Jurídico, Campomarino Group, Calle Yanacocha No. 441 Efi. Arcoiris, piso 15, oficina 10, La Paz 
Tel: +1 321 200 0069, Fax: +507 830 1708, E-Mail: hugo@alsina-et-al.org 
 
Cortez	Franco, Limbert Ismael 
Jefe de la Unidad Boliviana de Pesca Marítima (UBPM), Calle 20 de Octubre 2502, esq. Pedro Salazar, La Paz 
Tel: +591 6 700 9787, Fax: +591 2 291 4069, E-Mail: limbert.cortez@protonmail.ch; limbert.cortez@mindef.gob.bo; 
licor779704@gmail.com 
 
CHINESE	TAIPEI 
Chen, Yen-Kai 
Section Chief, Agriculture, Fisheries and Economic Organizations Section, Department of International Organizations, 
No.2 Ketagalan Blvd., 100202 
Tel: +886 2 2348 2526, Fax: +886 2 2361 7694, E-Mail: ykchen@mofa.gov.tw 
 
Chou, Shih-Chin 
Section Chief, Deep Sea Fisheries Division, Fisheries Agency, 8F, No. 100, Sec. 2, Heping W. Rd., Zhongzheng Dist., 10070 
Tel: +886 2 2383 5915, Fax: +886 2 2332 7395, E-Mail: chou1967sc@gmail.com; shihcin@ms1.fa.gov.tw 
 
Kao, Shih-Ming 
Associate Professor, Graduate Institute of Marine Affairs, National Sun Yat-sen University, 70 Lien-Hai Road, 80424 
Kaohsiung City 
Tel: +886 7 525 2000 Ext. 5305, Fax: +886 7 525 6205, E-Mail: kaosm@mail.nsysu.edu.tw 
 
COMMISSION	CHAIRMAN	
Penas	Lado, Ernesto 
ICCAT Chairman, Union européenne - D.G. Affaires Maritimes et de la Pêche, 200, Rue de la Loi - J-99 (3/44), B-1046 
Bruxelles, Belgium 
E-Mail: ernestopenas@gmail.com 
	
	

*****	
	
	

ICCAT	Secretariat	
C/ Corazón de María 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 
Neves	dos	Santos, Miguel 
Moreno, Juan Antonio 
 
ICCAT	INTERPRETERS 
De	Toro	Felipe, Rebeca 
Fleming, Jack 
Gelb	Cohen, Beth 
Liberas, Christine 
Linaae, Cristina 
Pinzon, Aurélie 
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Appendix	2	
	

Second	Revision	of	Non‐Paper		
of	the	Virtual	Working	Group	on	Review	of	Rules	of	Procedure	(VWG‐RRP)	

(Online,	28	March	2022)	
	

(Presented	by	the	ICCAT	Chair)	
 
 
1.  The Virtual Working Group on Review of Rules of Procedure	(VWG-RRP) met virtually on 28 March 

2022, primarily to advance the discussion on two topics: the election of Officers and the presentation 
of proposal for recommendations and resolutions by the Commission. 

 
2.  Contracting Parties agreed that consensus constitutes the best way to decide on the above matters. It 

was recognized that this consensus had, as a fundamental requirement, the need to ensure that all 
delegations be consulted on issues and given sufficient time to evaluate the written proposals. This is 
of particular importance for Contracting Parties with small delegations and/or low linguistic diversity. 
For that purpose, enough time should be provided to allow for sufficient review of presented proposals. 
For that purpose, last-minute new proposals must be avoided [as much as possible]. It was also agreed 
that any change to current practice should not imply any increase in bureaucracy and, if possible, 
should not require formal changes in the Rules of Procedure. 

 
3.  With the above in mind, the following principles and processes are suggested: 
 
3.1  For the election of Officers: 
 
Principles: 
 

a) The election of ICCAT Officers should be done through a transparent process and decisions taken 
by consensus; voting should only be considered as a last resort. 
 

b) While personal merit remains decisive, to the extent possible there should be a fair and balanced 
representation of all interests: large and small delegations, developed and developing States, 
geographical balance and gender balance.  No CPC should hold multiple officer positions; ideally no 
CPC should be represented in more than one position. 

 
Process and procedures: 
 

c) The Commission Chair, with the assistance of the Secretariat, will solicit nominations from 
Contracting Parties at least 6 months in advance to the annual meeting where an election will take 
place, setting a deadline for submission of nominees of at least 2 months before the annual meeting 
takes place. In soliciting nominations, the Secretariat will advise the Commission on which current 
ICCAT Officers are eligible for re-appointment, and, of those, which would be available to serve if 
re-elected. 
 

d) Only Contracting Parties can make nominations, and, for first-time candidates, nominations will be 
accompanied by a brief CV to assess their suitability for the job. The initial list of candidates will be 
circulated to the Commission for information.  

 
e) If the initial list of candidates does not provide the balance as above, the ICCAT Chair, with the 

assistance of the Secretariat, shall seek additional suitable candidates from the under-represented 
groups. Any changes to the initial list of candidates resulting from this part of the process will be 
circulated to the Commission for information. 
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f) On the basis of the list developed pursuant to the above process, the Commission Chair will work 
with the Contracting Parties in advance to the annual meeting, including to resolve situations 
where more than one nomination is received for a position, with a view to developing a proposed 
slate of Officers that can be agreed at the annual ICCAT meeting. On the basis of the list developed 
pursuant to the above process, the Chair may seek the assistance of the Vice Chairs to carry out 
these consultations. Contracting Parties should also consult with one another as needed during this 
period to try to resolve any differences of view. 
 

g) In light of these consultations, the Chair will present a proposed slate of Officers to the Commission 
as soon as possible and at least 1 week before the annual meeting for consideration. 
 

h) [No new nominations for officer positions can be made during the ICCAT annual meeting itself 
unless circumstances exist that require otherwise, such as a lack of nominees for a particular 
position]. 
 

i) Notwithstanding the effort to implement a transparent process to reach consensus on a slate of 
Officers in advance of an ICCAT annual meeting, each ICCAT subsidiary body and the Commission 
will, consistent with ICCAT’s terms of reference, go through the process of formally electing their 
Chairs during their respective meetings. 

 
3.2  For the presentation of proposals: 

 
a) Proposals which do not require scientific advice from SCRS should be submitted to the Secretariat 

at least one month prior to the annual meeting and circulated to all Contracting Parties in the three 
languages. 
 

b) Proposals requiring current year scientific advice from the SCRS will be submitted to the 
Secretariat [1/2 weeks/4 weeks] in advance to the annual meeting and will be circulated to all CPCs 
by the Secretariat in the three languages of the Commission. [The Chair may make exceptions to 
this rule if urgently required on the best interest of the Commission and admit new proposals until 
the end of day #1 of the annual meeting.] 
 

c) CPCs shall make every effort not to submit new proposals during the annual meeting. The final 
deadline for submitting new proposals during such meeting will be that set prior to the meeting 
and, therefore, CPCs should work toward finding consensus on the original proposals already 
tabled.  
 
[…] 
 

d) The modified proposals during the annual meeting will be made available in the three languages of 
the Commission. 
 

e) [If consensus cannot be reached on a proposal because of the opposition of a very small minority 
of the Parties, these Parties will provide sufficient explanation of the reason for the opposition, so 
possible compromise solutions can be identified].  
 

f) In both cases, CPCs tabling proposals for Commission consideration should make every effort to 
develop them as early as possible so they can be shared with all CPCs.  CPCs that provide input on 
the proposals of others should strive to offer constructive comments and provide them in a timely 
manner.  If Parties are consulted well in advance of decision making, they shall also provide their 
views on time and shall not present last-minute difficulties. Sponsors of proposals should give 
appropriate consideration to the input received on their draft proposals in a timely manner and 
shall not present last-minute difficulties. 
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4.  Rapporteurs 
 
The VWG-RRP also discussed the problem of finding rapporteurs to cover ICCAT’s needs both for 
intersessional meetings and during the annual meeting.  It was agreed that the Commission should seek to 
enlarge the pool of possible rapporteurs, to avoid the need to mobilize the human resources of the 
Secretariat for that purpose. In light of this the following process and procedures are: 
 

a) In order to facilitate planning, Contracting Parties will be requested to identify, early in each year, 
those intersessional meetings or annual meeting sessions for which they could offer a rapporteur. 
All Parties will be invited to present candidates to ensure sufficient diversity of candidates and 
fairness and equity across Contracting Parties. The request will be repeated in advance of any 
meeting where a rapporteur has not already been identified, and the Chairs of any such meetings 
should consult with CPCs to find a rapporteur, as needed. 
 

b) The Commission will organize, as necessary, assistant rapporteurs, who will accompany the 
rapporteur and develop hands-on experience on the job, to enlarge the pool of people available to 
do the task. 
 

c) While it is ideal to identify a rapporteur who can work in the same language as the Chair of the 
respective body, rapporteurs will be welcome to work in any of the three languages of the 
Commission. The Secretariat will provide them with the necessary assistance and will give priority 
to translation when written in a language other than the language of the Chair of the respective 
body. 
 

d) As a last resort, the Secretariat will explore the market for professional rapporteurs from outside 
the Commission [only for meetings of the SCRS] and inform the Parties prior to the meeting in case 
the number of candidates is far too small for the needs of the Commission meeting. This may need 
further discussion in the Standing Committee on Finance and Administration (STACFAD) and the 
Commission to ensure the availability of funds.  

 
 
5.  The question of the interpretation of the meetings in the three ICCAT official languages was also raised: 
 

a) Currently, not all meetings have interpretation in the three official ICCAT languages. The 
Commission discussed this question in its last Annual meeting; although some scenarios presenting 
priorities of interpretation with budget costs were dealt with, the Commission did not take any new 
decision on this issue. A way out is to be found. 

	
	


