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1 Introduction

1.1 Background

According to Article 8 of the Regulation (EC) No 2017/10041 (Data Collection Framework,
DCF), Member States shall cooperate and coordinate their actions to further improve the
quality, timeliness and coverage of data enabling the reliability of data collection methods
to be further improved, with a view to improving their data collection activities. Further
according to article 9 (1) of the same regulation, Member States shall coordinate their
data collection activities with other Member States in the same marine region and shall
make every effort to coordinate their actions with third countries having sovereignty or
jurisdiction over waters in the same marine region.

In order to facilitate regional coordination, Regional Coordination Groups (RCGs) shall be
established by the relevant Member States for each marine region (Article 9(2) of the
Regulation (EC) No 2017/1004). An RCG consists of experts appointed by Member States,
including national correspondents, end users and the Commission and a meeting is held
annually at a minimum while intersessional work continues throughout the year. In 2018
(LM report 2018), a decision was taken to test a merging of RCG North Sea and Eastern
Arctic (RCG NS&EA) with RCG North Atlantic (RCG NA). As a result, five Regional
Coordination Groups (RCG) were established in 2019, operating in the data collection
framework. These are:

¢ RCG Baltic (Baltic),

e RCG North Atlantic, North Sea & Eastern Arctic (NANS&EA),
¢ RCG Mediterranean and Black Sea (Med&BS),

e RCG Long Distance Fisheries (LDF)

e RCG Large Pelagics (LP)

Most fishing fleets subject to DCF activities are covered by these RCGs. In addition to
these RCGs, a pan-regional planning Group deals with collection of economic data:

e Planning Group on Economic Issues (PGECON)

As stipulated in article 9(6) of the Regulation (EC) 2017/1004, RCGs “shall coordinate with
each other and with the Commission, where issues affect several marine regions”. In order
to create a forum where issues that affect several marine regions can be assessed and
discussed, a Liaison meeting is organised every year after the RCG meetings have taken
place.

Formally, the Liaison Meeting is an expert group to assist the Commission on data
collection issues. Its participants are the chairs of STECF EWGs, the chairs (incoming and
outgoing) of all RCGs and of PGECON, representatives of DCF data end-users (e.g. ICES,
ICCAT, GFCM, CECAF), the chairs of Regional Databases steering groups and the
Commission.

The 17% Liaison Meeting (LM) was held, due to COVID-19 restrictions, by WebEx on
September 24 & 25 2020. After opening of the meeting, Mrs Annette Hurrelmann, DG
MARE Deputy Head of Unit C3, welcomed the vast group of participants and underlined
the importance of this meeting by highlighting that this meeting provides a platform for

1 Regulation (EU) 2017/1004 of the Parliament and of the Council of 17 May 2017 on the establishment
of a Union framework for the collection, management and use of data in the fisheries sector and support for
scientific advice regarding the common fisheries policy and repealing Council Regulation (EC) No 199/2008
(recast)



17 LM 2020 - Report

further improvement and underpinning of already well-established cooperation. She
further briefly addressed the status of the revision of EU-MAP and the monitoring by DG
MARE of current COVID-19 developments and the (potential) impact on the data collection
programmes of the MS.

1.2 Adoption of the agenda

After opening of the meeting, the draft agenda was adopted by the participants. See Annex
3 for the agenda of the meeting.

1.3 Terms of Reference
The terms of references for the meeting were agreed as follows:
TOR 1 Discussion with end users

A. Setting the scene (end user role and future legislative developments)
B. End user needs and interaction: presentations from end users on:

- data needs and data quality

- ongoing developments

- state of play of COVID-19 consequences for scientific advice and proposed
remedial actions

- main changes in data calls anticipated next year

- current interaction between the end-user and RCGs/data collectors and
proposals for improvement.

TOR 2 Data handling

A. RCG data calls - overview of how MS responded and discussion on future use and
further exploration by the RCGs (RCG chairs)

B. End user data calls and RFMO reporting obligations - overview of how MS
responded (COM)

C. Progress achieved in the Regional Databases for RCGs in 2020 and problems
identified (end users)

D. Future developments for Regional Databases (RCG and PGECON chairs)

TOR 3 Discussion on possible follow-up to the main outputs/ recommendations

A. The 2020 RCGs - specific recommendations to be discussed at the Liaison Meeting
and proposal for future intersessional work. Follow-up of Decision-Making meeting
(Liaison Meeting and RCG chairs) and streamlining work between RCGs/PGECON

B. PGECON - update on activities

Announcement of new chairs (where relevant), next meeting(s) and venues
D. Future steps in RCG and PGECON pan-regional and intersessional work (i.e.

regional work plans): exchange of ideas and discussion (Liaison Meeting, RCG &
PGECON Chairs)
TOR 4 Governance

O

A. Follow-up on RCG RoP developments in each of the RCGs, PGECON (Liaison
Meeting, RCG & PGECON Chairs)

B. Structure of RCGs and PGECON and cooperation. Lessons learned from combined
2020 RCGs. Tentative changes in structure i.e. PGECON and in RCG number
(PGECON, RCG chairs)



1.4

Participants

17 LM 2020 - Report

The 17 Liaison Meeting was chaired by Sieto Verver (The Netherlands) and the group
met with the following participants:

First name Last name Country Role / Affiliation Email

Francisco ALEMANY RFMO ICCAT francisco.alemany@iccat.int
Secretary of CECAF and

Tarub BAHRI CIFAA FAO Regional tarub.bahri@fao.org
Office for Africa

Miguel BERNAL GFCM

Emmanuel CHASSOT IOTC emmanuel.chassot@fao.org

David CURRIE Ireland Chair of the SCRDB david.currie@marine.ie

Federico DEROSSI Italy GFCM federico.derossi@fao.org

Mathieu DEPETRIS France Chair of RCG LP mathieu.depetris@ird.fr

Fabio FIORELLATO I0TC fabio.fiorellato@fao.org
Diadromous and

Marko FREESE* German Anadromous Species marko.freese@thuenen.de

Y pan-regional SG 2020

Monica GAMBINO Italy PGECON gambino@nisea.eu

Ndiaga GUEYE CECAF

Maria HANSSON Sweden Chair RCG Baltic 2020 maria.hansson@slu.se
ICES - International

Henrik KJEMS-NIELSEN | Denmark Council for the Henrik.Kjems-Nielsen@ices.dk
Exploration of the Sea

Pedro LINO Portugal Chair of RCG LP plino@ipma.pt

Josip MALES Croatia gggilLarge Pelagics Chair males@izor.hr

Camille MANEL RFMO ICCAT camille.manel@iccat.int

Carlos I\P/I:BYIE)OR DE RFMO ICCAT carlos.mayor@iccat.int
Secretary of CECAF and

Dismas MBABAZI CIFAA FAO Regional dismas.mbabazi@fao.org
Office for Africa
Regional Senior Fisheries

. and Aquaculture Officer .

Sakchai MCDONOUGH Secretary of CECAF and sakchai.mcdonough@fao.org
CIFAA
RCG Med&Black Sea . .

Jurgen MIFSUD Malta Chair 2021 jurgen.a.mifsud@gov.mt

. . RCG Med&Black Sea ) ) )

Simona NICHEVA Bulgaria Chair 2020 simona.nicheva@iara.government.bg
Diadromous and

Tapani PAKARINEN* Finland Anadromous Species tapani.pakarinen@Iuke.fi
pan-regional SG 2020

Carlos PALMA RFMO ICCAT carlos.palma@iccat.int

Elo RASMANN Estonia Chair RCG Baltic elo.rasmann@envir.ee

Miguel SANTOS RFMO ICCAT miguel.santos@iccat.int
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Secretary of CECAF and
Adjei SIBYL CIFAA FAO Regional sibyl.adjei@fao.org

Office for Africa
Sven STOTERA Germany RCG Baltic chair 2021 sven.stoetera@thuenen.de
Christoph STRANSKY Germany STECF christoph.stransky@thuenen.de
Els TORREELE Belgium RCG NANSEA Chair 2020 | els.torreele@ilvo.vlaanderen.be
Harriet VAN OVERZEE Netherlands | RCG NANSEA Chair 2021 | harriet.vanoverzee@wur.nl
Willy VANHEE Belgium STECF wvanhee@telenet.be

. Chair of the Liaison .

Sieto VERVER Netherlands Meeting 2020 sieto.verver@wur.nl
Ivana VUKOV Croatia RCG Med&BS Chair ivana.vukov@mps.hr
Ireneusz WOICIK Poland RCG LDF chair iwojcik@mir.gdynia.pl

ICES - International
Lotte WORSQE Denmark Council for the lotte.worsoe.clausen@ices.dk

CLAUSEN .

Exploration of the Sea
Lucia ZARAUZ Spain RCG NANSEA chair lzarauz@azti.es
Kolyo ZHELEV Bulgaria PGECON chair 2020 kolyo.zhelev@iara.government.bg
Franco BIAGI Commission, DG MARE o

c3 Franco.Biagi@ec.europa.eu
Anna CHEILARI* Commission, DG ENV Anna.CHEILARI@ec.europa.eu
David CONNOR* Commission, DG ENV David.CONNOR@ec.europa.eu
Blanca GALCIA Commission, DG MARE Blanca.GARCIA-

ALVAREZ C3 ALVAREZ@ec.europa.eu
Elzbieta GROCHOWIAK ggmmission, DG MARE Elzbieta.GROCHOWIAK@ec. europa.eu
Zeynep HEYKIM Joint Research Centre Hekim.ZEYNEP@ec.europa.eu
Annette HURRELLMAN* ggmmission, DG MARE Annette. HURRELMANN@ec.europa.eu
Zoi KONSTANTINOU gimmission, DG MARE Z0i. KONSTANTINOU@ec. europa.eu
Venetia KOSTOPOULOU ggmmission, DG MARE Venetia.KOSTOPOULOU@ec. europa.eu
Monika STERCZEWSKA ggmmission, DG MARE Monika.STERCZEWSKA@ec.europa.eu
*part-time
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2 Discussion with end-users (ToR 1A&1B)

2.1 Setting the scene (ToR 1A)

To set the scene for the meeting, the chair of the LM briefly presented the progress and
achievements since the 2019 meeting.

The following RCG meetings were held during the year:

¢ RCG Baltic (Baltic),

o Meeting held virtually, using via Zoom, 8-12 June 2020.

o Chairs: Maria Hansson, Sweden and Elo Rasmann, Estonia.

o The meeting was held jointly with RCG North Atlantic, North Sea & Eastern
Arctic.

e RCG North Atlantic, North Sea & Eastern Arctic (NANS&EA),

o Meeting held virtually, using Zoom, 8-12 June 2020.
o Chairs: Els Torreele, Belgium and Lucia Zarauz, Spain.
o The meeting was held jointly with RCG Baltic.

e RCG Mediterranean and Black Sea (Med&BS),

o Meeting held virtually, 31 August- 2 September 2020
o Chairs: Ivana Vukov, Croatia and Simona Nicheva, Bulgaria

e RCG Long Distance Fisheries (LDF)

o Meeting held virtually, 14-16 July 2019
o Chair: Irek Wojcik, Poland

e RCG Large Pelagics (LP)

o Meeting held online via MS Teams, 25-25 June 2020
o Co-Chairs: Pedro Lino, Portugal and Mathieu Depetris, France

PGECON will meet after the LM 2020, starting on October 5%. The outcomes of this
meeting will be included in this report as post-meeting information to avoid losing
momentum and the option to report the outcomes in 2020.

The 2019 end-user part of the LM discussed the lack of expertise on social data and lack
of defined end-user needs. A follow-up meeting to address this issue is planned for the
week after LM 2020 in the form of the STECF EWG 20-14 on social dimensions. Following
the 2019 presentation on the development of Regional Databases, problems with funding
the development were discussed but not solved. More specifically, the development of the
RDB(ES) hosted by ICES was at risk as funds were limited. ICES itself now secured the
development for the next four years. For the future, solid financial contributions need to
be set to cater for development and maintenance of this, and other, RDBs in use.

Other issues such as renaming the RCGs fisheries overviews and introducing participants
of all RCGs to the ICES RDB Steering Committee were covered during 2020. The RCGs
contributed to the various consultation on the revision of EU-MAP, e.g. by double-checking
the various inputs and proposed tables.

The separate status and the role of the diadromous subgroup in the LM was discussed in
2019 but not further addressed during the year. The group was invited to the 2020 meeting
and the status of the group was discussed under ToR 4.
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2.2 Future legislative developments (ToR 1A)

The EU fisheries data collection framework is set in Regulation (EU) 2017/1004 that
requires an adoption of the Union multi-annual programme for data collection in fisheries
sector (EU MAP). Since 2020 EU MAP is divided into two legal acts:

e Delegated Decision 2019/910 on biological, environmental and socio-economic
data requirements (EP and Council scrutiny 2 months after adoption);

e Implementing Decision 2019/909 on thresholds for data collection and the list of
surveys-at-sea (no scrutiny by EP and Council; comitology vote).

In line with the EU MAP the Member States submit multiannual national work plans that
are approved by the EC through individual COM decisions, and report annually on the
implementation. Formats and rules for submission of work plans and annual reports are
set in dedicated COM decisions (EU) 2016/1701 and (EU) 2018/1283.

The revision of the EU-MAP for 2022 and beyond began in 2018 during STECF EWG 18-
18. In 2019 wide stakeholder consultations took place with end users, RCGs, PGECON, the
Liaison Meeting, and the national correspondents. The results fed into the STECF work on
first drafts in dedicated groups: EWG 19-05 on the review of surveys-at-sea and the EWG
19-12 on the revision of the EU-MAP and Work Plan templates.

In 2020 the EC amended the first drafts and consulted them with the Expert Group of
Fisheries Data Collection on 1 July and 22 September 2020. The draft implementing act
has been finalized and will be submitted to vote in the Committee of Fisheries and
Aquaculture, followed by the adoption and publication in the Official Journal. The draft
delegated act will be finalized in coming weeks and submitted for the Commission inter-
services consultation and a public consultation, followed by the adoption, the European
Parliament and the Council scrutiny and the publication in the Official Journal.

The draft EU MAP doesn’t introduce revolutionary changes, but further underlines regional
coordination and end-user needs as overarching principles and:

e harmonizes names and regional classification of mandatory surveys at sea,
indicating RCG responsible for coordination;

e updates the list of mandatory species and structures it according to RCG
responsible;

e modifies the aquaculture data collection thresholds;
e introduces mandatory collection for freshwater aquaculture;

e integrates results of certain pilot studies to regular data collection activities
(recreational fishing, sensitive species incidental catches);

e clarifies coordination framework for socioeconomic data collection;

e modifies scope of data collection for fish processing and on environmental
variables in aquaculture.

In parallel, work on work plans and annual reports templates continues. In October 2020
ad-hoc contractors will prepare a first draft of the revised templates and guidelines, and
early in 2021 STECF EWG 20-18 will finalize the document, to be adopted on time for
October 2021 work plan submission.

2.3 End-user needs, present and future (ToR 1B)

10



17 LM 2020 - Report

2.3.1 ICCAT presentation

The International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) has
participated for the second time in Liaison Group meetings. It's representative, Carlos
Palma (ICCAT Biostatistician and responsible for data management) described shortly
ICCAT in terms of mandate, functional structure, regulatory process and the associated
data requirements. It was also described the ICCAT data collection process, and the
importance of obtaining good quality and timely data from their Parties, noting that
European Union (EU) is the most important ICCAT Party with nearly 40% of the total
catches (from 18 EU Member States) of all ICCAT species every year.

ICCAT’'s mandate covers the sustainable management of about 30 species of tuna and
tuna-like species (Scombriformes with the exception of the families Trichiuridae and
Gempylidae and the genus Scomber), and the study of the impact of fishing activities on
a large list of by-catch species (pelagic/coastal shark species, seabirds, sea turtles, etc.)
exploited in the ICCAT convention area (Atlantic Ocean and adjacent Seas). The Article IX
of the ICCAT Convention jointly with the ICCAT regulatory measures in place, have behind
about 170 data reporting requirements for management and scientific purposes, that
govern the ICCAT data collection workload every year.

A total of 53 Contracting Parties and 6 Parties with cooperating status (hereafter CPCs),
are the major ICCAT data providers. There are two other important sources of scientific
information managed by ICCAT. The first one is associated with the ICCAT Special
Research Programs (detailed at: www.iccat.int/en/ResProgs.html), namely the GBYP
programme on bluefin tuna, the AOTTP programme on tropical tunas, the EPBR
programme on billfish species, the SMTYP on small tuna species, and, the SRDCP
programme on shark species. The second one is linked with special ICCAT data recovery
projects. The above-mentioned data provisions account for most scientific data used by
ICCAT.

The ICCAT Scientific Committee (SCRS) identifies which scientific data is required for the
best scientific advice, and establishes how (formats, structures, quality criteria, etc.) this
information should be collected by all CPCs. To fulfil the scientific data reporting
obligations, each CPCs must provide every year by July 315t any new or revised dataset,
ranging from annual fishing fleet activity, annual catches by species/gear, monthly catch
and effort, monthly biological data (observed size/weight frequencies, and extrapolated
catch-at-size), port sampling data, tropical fisheries data on FAD-buoys activities, to
domestic scientific observer data, and tagging (conventional and electronic) data. These
datasets mostly used in stock assessments are compiled using 13 standard forms.

The SCRS and the Secretariat have also developed a set of instruments (filtering criteria,
validation/integration and reporting tools) which allows faster data treatments and more
efficient identification of datasets requiring revisions or missing. Reporting tools like the
SCRS report cards (yearly and by dataset type), the SCRS catalogues (last 30 years by
species/stock), and the SCRS scorecard (scores of each species/stock catalogue), have
proved to be great tools to easily identify data completeness problems, and have a broader
view of the data richness aspects of a given species/stock. The ICCAT integrated online
management system (IOMS), currently under implementation, aims to put online on the
long run the entire compliance and scientific data management system, with predicted
dramatic improvements in all the data collection, validation and dissemination processes.

In terms of EU scientific data provision accomplishments with ICCAT, ICCAT it was
observed a slight but sustained improvement over the last four years. In general terms,
the 2019 data reported to ICCAT in 2020, had improved slightly when compared with the
three previous reporting periods (2019 with 2018 data, 2017 with 2016 data, 2016 with
2015 data). The major issues identified were similar to the ones found in the previous
years, and in its majority associated with incomplete forms, wrong codes used, and lower
resolution of some datasets. When a given dataset doesn’t arrive or doesn’t meet the

11
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minimum SCRS validation criteria, the ICCAT Secretariat informs the corresponding CPCs
about that reporting situation. For EU, the request is generally made (complex cases can
be treated differently) directly to DGMARE through email, with a copy to the corresponding
EU Member State Statistical Correspondent (preferably a National scientist). The internal
- “EU reporting status on statistics in ICCAT” annual report - prepared by the ICCAT
Secretariat in October each year, detailing each EU Member State reporting status of each
statistical dataset, has proved to be an important tool to solve and follow the data issues
identified every year.

The ICCAT scientific data have a closer relation with the EU Data Collection Framework
(DCF). Given the EU importance to ICCAT in terms of scientific data needs the DCF has
the potential to be the major EU scientific data provider system, replacing the current
submission process.

ICCAT-GBYP program coordinator stressed the importance of increasing the coordination
between ICCAT special scientific programs biological sampling and that carried out under
the DCF to take advantage of the potential synergies. It was remembered that first
contacts, including submission of detailed information about biological sampling carried
out within ICCAT special scientific programs as GBYP, has been already maintained
between ICCAT and RCG LP representatives.

2.3.2 ICES presentation

ICES is an independent intergovernmental marine science organization, which provides
advice to the European Commission as well as other recipients. Delivery of regular and
new advice occurs throughout the year following agreements between ICES and recipients
of advice. ICES advice is based on frameworks and agreed management objectives that
are underpinned by national and multinational agreements. Data are collated by official
data calls and internationally coordinated and nationally coordinated surveys.

ICES provided a brief presentation of the development in terms of communicating data
needs to the RCGs and LM and collaboration in general between ICES and RCGs. Having
the annual meeting between the RCG chairs and ICES Secretariat in spring was concluded
useful, allowing for adjustment of data related issues early in the season as well as
development and improvement of existing structures. With the development of the RDBES
and the consolidated sampling of fisheries dependent data, it was seen useful if these
meetings could be supplemented by regional meetings with a focus on the fisheries
independent data collection, the FIRMOGs (Fisheries Independent Regional Monitoring
Group). These FIRMOGS was suggested to include representatives from end users
(ecosystem WGs and stock assessment WGs), statistical expertise, and survey expertise
facilitating solutions for data collection that is based on end user needs. ICES will work
with the RCGNANSEA & BAL to establish a pilot FIRMOG in 2021.

ICES’ groups identify data needs through expert groups, benchmarks and workshops;
these are peer-reviewed and consolidated within the ICES system before being
communicated. Using the Stock Information Database (SID) as a repository for the data
needs for each of the stocks was continued encouraged by the LM. The ability for data
providers to access and download upcoming data needs immediately after the working
group allows the data submitters to get advance access to what will be included in the
coming data call and also provide the possibility to flag issues e.g. like requesting data
that is not collected due to no fishery or quota.

ICES and the RCGs will continue the collaboration regarding the formulation of the data
calls; stability is key in terms of format and what is asked and ICES has not planned any
substantial changes to the data call on catch data; the data calls for ICES bycatch group,
salmon and eel groups are being developed and thus may change. At the LM, clarification
was sought whether the bycatch sampling data were fit for purpose. ICES would like to
expand the collaboration with the RCGs on monitoring requirements and methods on
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bycatch as the needs for the assessment of bycatch is still being developed. Concerning
the sampling of Mediterranean data, ICES traditionally has not been collating such data,
however, for bycatch and eel, such data would be very useful to get access to. RCG
Med&BS offered to invite ICES to their RCG meeting to further explore a potential data
exchange. ICES was notified that the Mediterranean data call includes VMS data which
was positively responded to.

In terms of data transmission failures and their reporting, the pre-screening by data
providers has greatly reduce the non-transmission failures, which currently are marked as
failures; 21 issues were reported to the EC for 2019.

ICES has established a benchmark overview group (BOG) with members from ACOM,
SCICOM and the Secretariat. This group will explore and propose solutions to address
generic issues with benchmarks, review completed benchmarks and recommend remedial
actions as required. It will also prepare a proposal of the list of benchmarks to be
conducted based on the prioritised Issue Lists from the EGs. The EGs are requested to go
through a detailed revision of data needs as part of formulation of the Issue Lists.

Though not directly under the ICES remit, following the presentation, questions were
raised on the appropriate venue to discuss bycatch and effects of fisheries on marine
habitats in the Mediterranean and Black Sea region, RCG Med&BS clarified that this topic
will also be discussed next year during the RCG Med&BS annual meeting and End-users
will be invited. During the 2020 RCG Med&BS meeting held at the beginning of September,
each MS presented the results of pilot studies on bycatch which are included in the RCG
Med&BS 2020 report and after it’s finalization it will be sent to ICES.

In response to a question on this topic, the BOGs will also address the end-user needs
towards RCGs and thus support further enhancement and refinement of data collection.

2.3.3 GFCM presentation

The GFCM, the FAO regional fisheries management organization
for the Mediterranean and the Black Sea (FAO area 37), federate efforts of countries
towards both the conservation and sustainable use of living marine resources at all levels
(biological, social, economic and environmental) and the sustainable development of
aquaculture.

Comprehensive, reliable and timely fisheries data are fundamental in the GFCM decision
making process, based on scientific advice as formulated by its relevant subsidiary bodies.
The Data Collection Reference Framework (DCRF) comprises the main GFCM instrument
in support of the identification and collection of fisheries-related data necessary to improve
the formulation of sound scientific advice.

GFCM receives data from Mediterranean and Black Sea states (24 Contracting Parties and
Cooperating non-contracting Parties, and 5 Cooperating non-Contracting Parties) through
different channels: i) in reply to existing GFCM Recommendations (compulsory), ii)
through national reports to the Scientific Advisory Committee on Fisheries (SAC) and the
Working Group of the Black Sea (WGBS), iii) through Stock Assessment Forms - SAFs
(input data for priority species being compulsory from 2018), iv) through ad-hoc data calls
for those information not currently requested by existing GFCM recommendations.

GFCM fisheries data needs are regularly communicated to concerned CPCs through the
GFCM Data submission calendar (GFCM website) and the GFCM deadline reminders (emails
in English and French) sent to CPCs when a deadline for data submission is approaching.
In 2020 GFCM has to date totalled more than 70 data calls. CPCs are constantly assisted
in the data reporting duties by the GFCM Secretariat via a dedicate mailbox and through
the provision of technical support (e.g. DCRF manual).
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With reference to the data needed for stock assessment purposes, following the adoption
of Recommendation GFCM/41/2017/6, in order to maintain the quality of advice, GFCM
has moved towards the use of official data provided by countries on fishing activities (i.e.
catch and effort data - number of vessels, number of days at sea, etc.). Nevertheless,
GFCM has also made effort to maintain and preserve the independence of experts to decide
on scientific data and assumptions used (e.g. biological data on life history traits). Thus,
the use of the different data sources and analyses undertaken should be fully reported and
full reproducibility should be ensured. In cases where official data were not available,
expert groups should provide advice based on estimations or any other information
available and the SAC or the WGBS should evaluate the possibility of proposing
precautionary measures on the basis of that advice. Official data calls are issued by the
DCRF team within the GFCM Secretariat both for both official data and scientist data in
order to afford the maximum flexibility to countries operating in different ways.

As a crucial step to consolidate the use of data for scientific advice and to assess the
compliance of CPCs with existing recommendations, GFCM continues progressing on the
implementation of fisheries quality indicators [timeliness, completeness, conformity, with
preliminary thresholds for different data variables, stability and consistency] to assess the
data submitted by CPCs through the DCRF online platform. Thus, the data flow from data-
entry by CPCs to finalization of the datasets now includes a series of steps dedicated to
quality control and assurance and results in data quality reports being sent back to CPCs.

In terms of fisheries data submissions, GFCM notes a relatively small effect of the COVID-
19 situation to 2020 data with a general improvement made by its CPCs; some impacts
are however expected in 2021. The newly received data have fed the GFCM databases and
advanced online data consultation facilities has been released for users’ consultation
through the GFCM website.

Following the presentation, RCG Med & BS responded by presenting their recommendation
on the availability of DCRF templates on the GFCM DCRF online platform - RCG MED & BS
2020 recommends to GFCM that the DCRF templates for reporting fisheries data through
the DCRF online platform are made available to MS earlier if possible. GFCM indicated that
these DCRF templates are generated every year on the basis of both the GFCM fisheries
data requirements and information duly provided by each single country at the beginning
of the calendar year on the operating fleet segments and GSAs. Therefore, additional effort
will be made by the GFCM Secretariat to anticipate the availability of such templates on
the GFCM online platform and CPCs will be invited to submit the need national information
timely. This issue will be discussed further between GFCM and RCG Med&BS in order to
enhance synergy.

2.3.4 CECAF presentation

CECAF presented a brief overview of the Fishery Committee for the Eastern Central Atlantic
(CECAF?), describing the legal status of the Committee, as well as the key species and
fisheries operating in CECAF area of competence. It also provided an overview of the
current data used for stock assessment, the available databases, the main issues in
relation to data resolution and gaps and the current work plan.

The presentation highlighted the purpose of CECAF and its role to promote the sustainable
utilization of the living marine resources within its area of competence by the appropriate
management and development of the fisheries and fishing operations. The Committee
currently has an advisory role, operating under the framework of FAO that acts as the
Secretariat of the Committee; it is not a Regional Fisheries Management Organization.
CECAF currently has 34 Members including coastal and non-coastal countries, covering an

2 http://www.fao.org/cecaf/en/
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area of competence that extends from Cape Spartel down to the Congo River. The Sessions
of the CECAF Committee are held every two years. A Scientific Sub-Committee (SSC) was
established in 1998 to provide scientific advice to the Committee on fisheries management
decisions. It also meets every two years. The SSC has several working groups on pelagic,
demersal and artisanal fisheries that work intersessionally.

The presentation highlighted the key thematic areas of CECAF: stock assessment, fisheries
management, coordination of fisheries-related research, and collection of fisheries
information and statistics. The main outputs produced by the Committee consist of stock
and fisheries status reports, as well as thematic studies (e.g. on small-scale fisheries,
deep-sea fisheries, vulnerable marine ecosystems and illegal, unregulated and unreported
fishing). The Committee also provides fisheries management recommendations and
indications on research priorities.

Both artisanal and industrial, national and foreign fleets exploit multiple species in the
CECAF area using a wide variety of gears (e.g. CECAF provides advice for over ten pelagic
species and nearly twenty demersal species in its Northern area). The CECAF working
groups commonly use production models or Length based methods such as LCA, and yield
per recruit Y/R depending on the available data. Analytical models (e.g. VPA) are used for
few species only. The assessment is heavily reliant on expert and general knowledge on
species distribution and life cycle.

All available data are tabulated and are regularly updated by the members of the stock
assessment working groups. These data include information on catches, effort and
biological information. Countries have different statistical and sampling systems;
therefore, data issues are contingent to local situations. Generally, catch data for the most
recent years are commonly missing or cover only some fleets. Moreover, species
identification is not always accurate, and species must be lumped together, especially
demersal species. Regarding fishing effort, there is currently no compilation of data series
for all fleets operating in the region. As far as biological data are concerned, even though
surveys are carried out in the region, length and age data from the fisheries need to be
improved; however, there are exceptions (e.g. sardine, mackerel regularly sampled by
Morocco, Spain, Russia).

The scientists in the stock assessment working groups have issued a series of
recommendations to be conveyed to the Member countries through the SSC and the
Committee for a follow-up at national level in order to address these data issues. The
recommendations relate mainly to the intensification of the biological sampling (including
through on-board observer programmes), the improvement of species identification,
enhancement of catch and effort data, as well as the production of appropriate age-length
keys. Specific studies were also recommended, as for example on improving quantification
of discards in the shrimp fisheries at the national level. In response to the presentation,
the chair of RCG LDF express the wish to improve the involvement of CECAF in the RCG
to discuss e.g. data collection and data needs and issues like species identification and
studies on discards. CECAF will be invited to the next RCG LDF in 2021.

2.3.5 IOTC presentation

The IOTC (Indian Ocean Tuna Commission) manages 16 tuna and tuna-like species in the
Indian Ocean area (corresponding to FAO areas F51 and F57) and is participating to the
liaison meeting for the first time in 2020.

The EU is an IOTC Cooperating and Contracting Party (CPC) since October 1995: in recent
years, catches from various EU-flagged vessels in the Indian Ocean (mostly belonging to
industrial fisheries) contributed to 16% of total catches of tuna and tuna-like species within
the IOTC area, positioning EU as the second CPC (behind Indonesia) in terms of total
recorded catches.
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Several data collection and reporting requirement exists in IOTC, dictating the information
that has to be collected and reported on a regular basis to the Secretariat: these
requirements are expressed through IOTC Conservation and Management Measures (I0TC
Resolutions) and deal with the collection of several scientific indicators ranging from total
captures by species and gears, time-area catches, biometric data (length and weight
frequencies), FADs / buoys activities, buoy positions and scientific observers data.

The level of quality and accuracy of the information received by the Secretariat is strongly
affected by the artisanal nature of several fisheries under the IOTC area of
competence and varies widely with the CPCs involved. Furthermore, the lack of mandatory
data reporting formats requires the Secretariat to perform additional data clean-up and
sanitization tasks that increases the time-to-market of all received information.

Several initiatives are in place to ensure that the submission of statistical data is as
accurate and regular as possible: the Secretariat is engaged in daily feedback cycles with
its data providers, plus it delivers capacity building to its member states to ensure local
capacity is adequate enough to independently produce the information required.

The e-MARIS initiative (to be rolled out in 2021) will aim at further increasing the CPCs’
ability to autonomously provide data to the Secretariat, collect automated feedback as
soon as the data is submitted and eventually see the information incorporated in the IOTC
databases with little to no human intervention.

In terms of data submissions from the European Union fleets operating in the Indian
Ocean, the situation for 2020 (with 2019 as reference year) is still under assessment, but
looks comparable to previous years: some of the detected non-compliance issues are well
known, and keeps on repeating over the course of the last few years. These are related to
artisanal and coastal fisheries from Mayotte and La Reunion, although several industrial
fisheries do also continue reporting information in sub-optimal ways compared to the
original requirements. It was also recalled, in particular, that data from the purse seine
fishery operating under the flag of EU, Italy has not been reported at all in 2020 (reference
data 2019) and only with very minimal details during previous years.

2.3.6 STECF presentation

The Scientific, Technical and Economic Committee for Fisheries (STECF) provides the
European Commission with advice on fisheries issues and hosts several Expert Working
Groups (EWGSs) using data requested from EU Member States via official data calls issued
by JRC/DG MARE:

Fisheries-Dependent Information (FDI)
Mediterranean & Black Sea stock assessment
Fleet economics / Annual Economic Report (AER)
Aquaculture

Processing Industry

Social Data

Fisheries-Dependent Information (FDI)

Based on EWG 20-10 (14-18 Sep 2020), data quality is improving annually with Member
States gaining more experience in data submission and requirements. The huge amount
of data (all species, all areas, all discards, etc.) leads to higher probability of errors in
submissions by all Member States. The coverage of FDI data been affected by removal of
biological data for the Med & BS regions in 2020 FDI data call. This means that FDI
biological data is not fully covering all EU fishing regions anymore. There should be a
protocol defined how data from Med & BS data call is populated to FDI to keep full coverage
of biological data available for end users in the future.
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Ongoing developments: First publication of data after 2019 data call, with more work
needed on defining confidentiality and dissemination of the data to the public. Discussions
of methodologies (limited by resources, need for second meeting to address all issues
including comparability with economic data call, national discards estimates, etc.)

COVID-19 consequences: Due to COVID-19, only basic ToRs could be addressed in 2020.
Impact on data quality is expected in the next data call due to the COVID-19 effects on
data collection and sampling.

Improvements: Two FDI meetings, with the first focused on data checks and correction
and the second focused on development of methodology and answering additional data
related requests would help to finalise data sets prior to publication and work on
harmonization of methodologies across MS. The data call should be kept as stable as
possible. Improved follow-up through the ‘Data Transmission Monitoring Tool’ (DTMT)
could help.

Interaction between data users and collectors works via the PGECON the co-chair. Data
collectors are part of EWG experts, including some National Correspondents.

In the LM, clarification was sought for treatment of exemptions from the Landing
Obligation: Each year, there is a request by the different Regional Advisory Groups to
implement certain exemptions regarding discard practices. That implies that fishermen are
allowed to discard species in certain amounts and in certain regions. There are several
exemptions types defined in the CFP and requested by MS a) high survivability, b) de
minimis and ¢) technical measures. After an evaluation by STECF
(https://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/reports/plenary and
https://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/reports/discards), DG MARE puts these exemptions into EU
regulations. The STECF EWG on Fisheries Dependent Information (FDI) calculates the
estimated discards under proposed exemptions based on the most recent information
provided to FDI data call (https://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/reports/fdi). DG MARE then takes
into the account these discard amounts in their proposals for the final TACs.

Mediterranean & Black Sea stock assessment

Based on EWG 20-09 (7-18 Sep 2020), most issues involve individual errors with diverse
data and cannot be easily summarised. These occur right across data types (e.g. MEDITS,
landings, etc.) and countries. An important issue with Italian landing data has been
identified which is important for stock assessment: in some Italian GSAs, landings of
metiers that are not sampled are not always reported in the Med&BS database. Actual
landings were recovered from FDI database.

COVID-19 consequences: The MED group ‘lost” an EWG meeting (cancelled March 2020
meeting), so failed to improve data flow, impacting on later meetings, extending them.
Remote meetings are underway. The ToRs have been restricted, meetings are less efficient
and rely heavily on existing relationships between people. Problems have been
encountered supporting weaker members of the group. Remote meetings will not be a
long-term solution.

Main changes in data calls: Data calls will be similar, except there is now a requirement to
obtain recreational data for future analyses.

Suggestions for improvement: Improved follow-up through DTMT should help and is
already helping. More effective methods to get feedback on data issues during meeting
would help. Annual coordinated Med&BS data quality meeting to follow-up on data issues
would help (the meeting lost this year). A way to bring recreational fisheries data into the
Data Call should be developed.

In response to the presentation RCG Med&BS presented the recommendation on the
establishment of a dedicated STECF EWG regarding data quality on the Mediterranean and
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Black Sea data call, which will convene before the STECF EWG on stock assessment.
Currently two STECF EWGs on stock assessment use the data submitted according to the
Mediterranean and Black Sea data call. The Med&BS Member States receive the highest
number of data transmission issues coming from this data call, which indicates that the
data check done prior to the use of data is not adequate. The importance of data checks
for data submitted according to the Mediterranean and Black Sea data call was
acknowledged and explained as this issue also arose during the STECF EWG on the FDI.
In addition, the data check is done only for stocks for which the stock assessment is being
performed and not all data which is submitted. Support was found for the recommendation
apart from the general additional statement by GFCM that there is always a data
preparatory meeting before the use of data for stock assessment in the working groups.
The aim of the data preparatory meeting is to check quality of input data for stock
assessment purposes.

Fleet economics (AER)

The EWG 20-03, working on the Annual Economic Report (AER, 22-26 June 2020) part 1,
would like to obtain the data at a much lower aggregation level. Including the ICES area
will help on improving the regional analysis. The final aim is that the data would have the
FDI resolution level.

Ongoing developments: The AER data call is asking for new dimensions on gear and
fisheries. The objective is to identify some fisheries, specifically the RFMOs. Currently is
not used except for Spain. We don’t expect any changes. Internally at the JRC, there is a
change in the interface to do the data checks.

COVID-19 consequences: The nowcasting procedure for 2020 has been adapted to
consider the COVID-19 impact in EU fisheries (cf. STECF July 2020 Plenary report).

No changes in data calls are anticipated for next year.

Currently, there is fluent interaction between PGECON and data collectors. Workshop and
meetings are held on a regular basis and changes are implemented. There is a need to
improve the LDF data collection (identification of segments) for RFMOs (cf. STECF July
2020 Plenary report).

Processing industry

Based on EWG 19-15 (18-22 Nov 2019), the overall data quality is good, but some issues
have to be improved by MS. Coverage has decreased from previous data calls, as under
the EU-MAP, the fish processing sector data collection is done on a voluntary basis. There
is a need for better clarification what is mandatory or not under the fish processing data
collection (e.g. turnover and number of companies that do fish processing but not as main
activity; frequency of their collection and reporting). MS should submit social data
according to the age and educational categories recommended by PGECON (split age group
40-64 into smaller groups). Regarding the variable ‘raw material’, there was a lower
coverage by MS, mainly due to large difficulties encountered in deriving information
directly from industries (extra workload and costs). It should be investigated if the data
stored at enterprise level according to the Control Regulation (traceability legislation) could
be used (SECFISH project finding).

Ongoing developments: There are doubts on data collection under revised EU-MAP:
European Business Statistics only provides some of the required variables, and there are
mismatches between DCF and Eurostat.

COVID-19 consequences: Impact on STECF work: none, no meeting foreseen for the next
12 months, at least. Impact on data collection: no information by now. Aspects related to
potential delays in data collection will be addressed during next PGECON (5-7 Oct 2020).
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There are no changes in data calls anticipated for next year.

Currently, there is good interaction between data collectors and users, as the EWG chair
and participants are in continuous contact with PGECON and most of them are active parts
of PGECON. No improvements are needed.

Aquaculture
There was no data call in 2019; the next data call is planned for the end of 2020.
Social data

End-user feedback from STECF EWG 19-03 was provided in last year's LM report. The
STECF EWG 20-14 on Social Dimension (28 Sep - 2 Oct 2020) will further investigate
improvements in data collection, handling and use. The next data call is planned for 2021.

2.3.7 RCG NANSEA/BAL planned changes to ISSG on
end-user needs

The subgroup on end-user need was established as a pan regional group in 2018. The aim
of the subgroup was to review and streamline dialogue between data providers (RCGs)
and End-users (ICES) in order to identify effective processes to meet end-user needs and
allow the RCG to prioritise its activity relating to future data collection, storage and
transmission functions.

During the RCG meeting 2020 it was decided that the ToRs for this ISSG should be changed
to have a more generic focus and not to continue as is, having a technical as well as
detailed focus. The reasoning is to avoid duplication of work between already ongoing ICES
working groups or even worse if several people are working in different directions within
the same topics. However, it was also realised that it was important to keep the close
connection between the RCG and ICES. It was therefore decided to keep the annual
information meetings between ICES and the RCG chairs to ensure the good cooperation
and to be able to follow the progress over time.

Main tasks for 2020 - 2021 are:

1. communication channel between ICES and RCG chairs
communication channel between the COM and RCG chairs
Follow up on end-user needs on a general scale

Update commercial sampling overview caused by COVID-19

i A WD

UK related issues

At the LM, the progress on the overview of the impact of COVID-19 in commercial sampling
(task 4) was presented with heat maps by stock and region. The overview is
comprehensive of all regions related to RCG Baltic and RCG NA NS&EA. However, only a
couple of graphs were shown as an example.

The plots were prepared by averaging the responses from march and for quarter 2 for
each question. The scoring for each response followed as; 3 for Extreme impacts (75-
100%), 2 for Medium impacts (25-75%) and 1 for Low/Null impacts (0-25%). The
answers; Not applicable, and No response were excluded from the analysis so that the
supplied answers could be analysed numerically. The number of countries that responded
to each question were included in brackets for each stock.
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ICES feedback on the overview was very positive. They found the heat maps extremely
useful and encouraged RCG Baltic and RCG NA NS&EA to carry on with the work. ICES
also offered to consult with relevant people to be able to provide further information to
the group.

2.4 State of play of COVID-19 consequences for
scientific advice and proposed remedial
actions (ToR 1B)

2.4.1 ICCAT situation

As in all the t-RFMOs, ICCAT has also suffered from the impact of COVID-19 in the normal
workload. However, ICCAT reduced its impact by the early adoption (March 2020) of the
“teleworking” at the Secretariat headquarters, and by rescheduling the 2020 meeting
arrangements “i