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1 Executive summary 

The 2025 RCG Med&BS meeting took place in Constanța, Romania, at the National Institute for Marine 

Research and Development (ANPA) “Grigore Antipa” from 25–29 August. ANPA President Dragoș Simion 

opened the meeting, highlighting the importance of reliable scientific advice for fisheries management in the 

region.  

The first half-day was devoted to the achievements and the 2025-2026 work plan of the SECWEB 2.0 project, 

the follow-up actions of the RCG Med&BS 2024 Recommendations, and initial discussions on the vision for 

the future of RCG Med&BS towards improving its overall work and data collection in the region. 

Day two focused on end-users (STECF, JRC, GFCM) and the ISSG on End-users. Important agreements were 

decided concerning biological data submission and improved coordination. The ISSG on Data Quality 

presented its work, and Member States agreed to annually report on data resubmissions to the Med&BS Data 

Call, following the identification of data issues by the ISSG on Data Quality. Updates were provided on the 

RDBFIS III project, the work of the Steering Committee of the Med&BS Regional Database, and the 

Commission’s proposal to host the Regional Database via COM DIGIT, for which NCs will be consulted 

before the September Decision Meeting.   

Day three addressed the preparation of the Med&BS Regional Work Plan (RWP) 2028–2030 and the work 

of relevant ISSGs (sampling optimization, fish stomachs, PETS bycatch, recreational fisheries). Potential ideas 

for inclusion in the RWP 2028-2030 were discussed for all relevant ISSGs. The Group also addressed the 

agenda item Diadromous species - Inclusion of Eel in the Med&BS RWP. Efforts will be made to produce 

input for a first draft for an RWP on eel, in correspondence with the relevant scientific groups and project. 

It was agreed that all relevant MS should appoint national experts to join the ISSG on diadromous species, 

forming a subgroup of Med&BS Eel experts. Regional analyses of data from the 2025 RCG Med & BS Data 

Call were presented, including the produced landing templates and the metier ranking system at regional level 

(Mediterranean Sea, Black Sea). The work of the panregional ISSG on Metier and transversal variable issues 

was presented, as well as pending metier issues related with the RCG Med&BS.  The Group agreed to 

separate the métier list for the Mediterranean and Black Sea. Methods for calculating fishing effort across the 

Med&BS were reviewed, followed by discussions on the possible inclusion of transversal variables in the 

Med&BS RWP 2028-2030.   

On day four, presentations were made on the work of the MEDIAS and MEDITS survey coordination groups, 

as well as the Black Sea surveys performed by Bulgaria and Romania. The RDBFIS III coordinator updated the 

Group concerning the system harmonization across RDBFIS, JRC, and GFCM platforms, noting that full 

alignment requires both technical and policy coordination. The Group took decisions on populating RDBFIS 

with data. The Commission provided updates on DCF-related work including data calls and efforts to resolve 

DTMT data transmission issues, and presented a policy brief on the CFP evaluation.  

The final day was dedicated to finalizing the 2025 draft Recommendations and Decisions. The Group agreed 

on 5 Decisions and 3 Recommendations for submission to the Liaison and Decision Meetings. The 2026 

Annual Meeting will take place in Varna, Bulgaria, in late August/early September, chaired by Alexandru 

Gheorghe (ROU) and Enrico Arneri (ITA). 
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2 Terms of Reference  

2.1. ToR 1. End-users input - Data requirements and data transmission issues 

• Identification of data needs, data issues and use of data by end-users. 

• Review of the collaboration with end-users to identify common and recurrent issues. Actions to 

improve the quality of transmitted data and avoid data transmission failures. 

• Propose ways to improve the communication and feedback on DTI. 

2.2. ToR 2. COM input on priorities and relevant initiatives 

 

2.3. ToR 3. Regional database 

• Review progress in setting-up the regional database for the Med&BS. 

• Establishment of technical group on the Regional DataBase RDBFIS. 

• New chair of the Steering Committee. 

2.4. ToR 4. Cooperation with regional grants 

Med&BS RDBFIS II - Development of the regional database for the Mediterranean and Black Seas 

• Discussion on the current open issues. 

SECWEB  - Supporting administrative tasks and online visibility to RCGs 

• Discussion on the long-term plan to maintain the Secretariat as a permanent support. 

• Activities of the Secretariat. 

• Supporting the operation and functioning of the RCG's Secretariat. 

2.5. ToR 5. Regional Work Plan for the Mediterranean and Black Sea 

• ISSG RWP Med&BS. Preparation of the RWP 2028-2030. 

• ISSG Scientific network for sampling optimization. Actions carried out and progress of the RWP. 

• ISSG on fish stomachs collection and analysis. Actions carried out and progress of the RWP. 

• ISSG PETs bycatch monitoring. Actions carried out and progress of the RWP. 

• ISSG Recreational Fisheries. Actions carried out and progress of the RWP. 

• Review of additional topics to be included in RWP 2028-2030. 

2.6. ToR 6. Métier issues 

Collaboration of RCG Med&BS and ISSG on Métier Issues to update the list of métiers. Actions carried out 

and results 

• Revision of the standardized list of métiers. 

• New métiers proposed by MSs. 

2.7. ToR 7. Scientific surveys 

MEDIAS, MEDITS, Black Sea surveys - review of 2024-2025 regional coordination, next steps and actions. 
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2.8. ToR 8. Regional data requirements 

RCG MED&BS data call - results; discussion on the purpose of the data call and use of data.  

MS are requested in 2025 to submit data on landings by species and data on landings, value and effort by 

métier for the period 2022-2024. Data is analysed to provide a regional overview in order to assess if any 

changes need to be made to national sampling plans and incorporated in the revision of national work plans. 

2.9. ToR 9. Diadromous species 

Review of progress in 2024 at EU (RCG ISSG Diadromous) and GFCM level. 
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3 Progress report on ToRs  

3.1.  ToR I End-users input – Data Requirements and data transmission issues 

3.1.1. Presentation by STECF 

Alessandro Ligas, STECF representative, presented an overview of the results of the recent STECF EWGs 

relevant for the work of the RCG Med&BS, namely the STECF EWG 24-10 on the stock assessments in the 

Western Mediterranean, the STECF EWG 25-06 on the Ad hoc hake assessment, STECF EWG 24-15 on the 

Evaluation of Work Plans for data collection and data transmission issues,  the STECF EWG 25-03 (AER I) 

and STECF EWG 25-07 (AER II), the STECF EWG 25-05 on the Fisheries Dependent Information (FDI) 

Methodology meeting, and the STECF EWG 25 08 on the Evaluation of Annual Reports for data collection 

and Data Transmissions Issues for 2024. 

While acknowledging that the new EWG on stock assessment is going to take place in September 2025, 

overall the EWG 24-10 results indicate that 10 out of the 16 stocks with analytical assessment are being 

significantly overfished, while six stocks are being fished close or at FMSY. Again, the hake stocks in EMU 1 

(GSAs 1, 5, 6, 7) and EMU 2 (GSAs 8, 9, 10, 11) are among the most heavily overexploited stocks. Data issues 

were described in the EWG report, and submitted through the DTMT. 

EWG 25-06 conducted further revision on MEDITS time series, which involved excluding hauls from GSA5 

(Ibiza and Formentera Islands) and those incorrectly assigned to GSA1 but actually carried out in GSA2 

(Alboran Islands). EWG identified certain hauls whose classification remains still uncertain. STECF considers 

that a more thorough review of haul allocation to GSAs to ensure accurate assignment and necessary 

amendments is required. STECF observes that Spain provided abundance indices from the BALAR surveys 

(2002–2006), undertaken by IEO on the shelf and slope of Mallorca and Menorca islands (GSA 5). These 

surveys adhered to the MEDITS protocol and supplied data for GSA 5, which was not covered by the MEDITS 

survey during that period. In 2007, the MEDITS Coordination Group incorporated GSA 5 into the MEDITS 

program. To supplement the available data for GSAs 1, 6, and 7 for the years 2002–2006, the STECF supports 

the integration of the BALAR survey series for GSA 5 into the broader MEDITS survey series for that 

timeframe. 

EWG 24-15 evaluated the Member States national Work Plans (WP) and their link to the Regional Work 

Plans (RWP), under the Data Collection Framework (DCF) for the years 2025-2027, evaluated high-severity 

Data Transmission issues (DTi) from the 2024 Fleet Economics data call (EWG 24-03 and EWG 24-07) and 

medium- and low-severity issues from 2023 data calls, uploaded on the Data Transmission Monitoring Tool 

(DTMT), and tested and provided input on the DCF IT platform. Effort has been made to further refine the 

national WP templates, WP guidelines and assessment grid for future WP evaluations and/or submissions. 

EWG 24-15 suggested amending the DTMT Guidance document to clarify that when a DTi is assessed as 

‘Unsatisfactory’, a ‘Follow up responsible’ should not be assigned, as this closes the issue. The majority of the 

MSs successfully submitted their NWPs through the DCF IT platform, and this resulted in fewer editing 

errors compared to traditional submissions in previous years, and faster and more comprehensive issue 

identification. 

The 2025 Annual Economic Report (AER) on the European Union (EU) fishing fleet scrutinized by the EWG 

25-03 and 25-07 provides a comprehensive overview of the latest information available on the structure and 
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economic performance of the EU Member States fishing fleets. The 2025 AER is considered as superseding 

all previous AERs, therefore comparisons across AER reports should not be made. The reference and base 

year for the report is 2023 (including the forecast and nowcasting procedures for 2024 and 2025), which 

implies that all the values reported are inflated to this year (based on the methodology explained in the AER). 

EWG 25-05 reviewed definitions of the data call and application of data call by MS and suggested further 

improvements in the data call and common methodology. The EWG proposed several aggregation levels for 

future publication of the data and a way to assess sensitivity related to data confidentiality. The EWG 

suggested to remove Table B from the data call and introduce reporting of refusal rate to DCF Annual 

Reports. Finally, the EWG recommended not to publish the quality indicators requested by FDI data call 

when disseminating the FDI dataset. 

EWG 25-08 evaluated Member State's Annual Report on the implementation of their Work Plan in 2024, 

and the data transmission issues (DTi) from 2024 data calls. In addition, EWG 25-08 provided comments on 

the DCF IT platform project. Overall, data collection and reporting improved. EWG 25-08 provided an 

overview of the evolution reported by EWG in MS overview chapters, a compilation of recommendations 

on the AR and WP templates, and guidance and assessment as an Electronic Annex. EWG 25 08 suggested 

including an additional ToR to the upcoming EWG 25-16 (Evaluation of Work Plans) to ensure that the 

recommendations resulting from EWG 25 08 are discussed and decided upon. Several recurring issues 

remained unresolved despite repeated comments in both pre-screening and previous EWG sessions. To 

avoid recurrent issues, Venetia Kostopoulou (VK) proposed to set up a network of experts at RCG Med & 

BS level, to assist in the filling in of AR and WP. 

During the plenary session, several important topics were discussed in relation to data collection, stock 

assessment preparation, and data quality issues. 

The STECF representative (Alessandro Ligas) informed participants that changes will be made to the FDI data 

call format. One of the key changes will be the removal of refusal rates from Table B, as many MS are unable 

to provide this information reliably. The aim is to simplify the format and improve the quality of the submitted 

data. 

In response to a question from RCG MED & BS Chair (Charis Charilaou) about the possibility of future stock 

assessments of all stocks or of more stocks, it was clarified that the main focus remains on benchmark 

assessments in GSAs 1, 5, 6, and 7 for selected stocks. It was emphasized that this process requires proper 

data preparation in advance of stock assessment group evaluations. All MSs were encouraged to verify their 

data using Qualitrain and RDBFIS tools to ensure consistency and facilitate the work of the assessment 

groups. 

A question was also raised about the possibility of automating discard data reporting within the FDI 

framework, considering that the FDI currently does not include biological data. It was noted that this issue 

would be brought forward and discussed during EWG 25-10, Evaluation of Fisheries Dependent Information 

(FDI) for EU Fleets. 

The COM representative raised concerns about recurrent data issues in the MEDITS hauls from Spanish 

GSAs 1, 2, and 5. The Spanish expert (Maria Gonzalez) clarified that the problem relates primarily to a few 

hauls from the early stages of MEDITS, specifically in 2002. Spain proposed that these hauls should be 

removed and committed to reviewing the data again to address the identified issues. Alessandro Mannini 
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suggested downloading and correcting historical datasets to resolve data inconsistencies. The JRC 

representative (Sven Kupschus) noted that significant corrections had already been made to hake data, with 

both Spain and France contributing to the improvements. 

 

3.1.2. Clarification on the JRC MED&BS database and the upload tool 

The JRC representative (Sven Kupschus) informed that this year, there were less issues with submission of 

data by MS, compared to previous years. A key issue raised during the presentation concerned the differences 

between the data submitted by MS and the data accepted by JRC. It was noted that the data received from 

MS does not necessarily match the format of data maintained by the JRC. In particular, he referred to the 

Excel file he had previously shared, which highlights discrepancies between the datasets submitted by MS and 

those retained by the JRC. Such discrepancies could be attributed to the use of placeholder values like "-1" 

or "NA", empty cells to represent missing data, values that have evolved over time, addressing MS requests, 

specifications that have changed over time, rounding, truncating etc. He emphasized that the JRC's primary 

concern is ensuring transparency and consistency. Following a bilateral meeting with RDBFIS, where it became 

evident that differences between RDBFIS and JRC databases are due to Annex 1 of the Med & BS data call 

(RDBFIS strictly follows the specifications set by Annex 1, whereas JRC is more flexible and accommodates 

MS requests), he suggested that one way forward would be updating Annex I of the Med&BS Data Call. 

Concerning the RDBFIS, it should be ensured that it can provide the same historical data as the JRC database. 

The process for data revision was also raised during the presentation. JRC representative clarified that 

data revisions can be carried out at any time, as the database remains open; however, such revisions require 

formal permission from DG MARE. He outlined the current process for data revision and flagged that when 

MS get authorization and resubmit data, JRC cannot check what MS are revising, due to the way the database 

is structured, as it is very time consuming verifying each alteration on a line-by-line basis. He also stressed 

that MARE needs specific information from MS (year, file type, reason/ justification), in order to assess the 

request and grant a permission.   

During the plenary discussion, several important matters were addressed concerning the coordination 

between the RDBFIS consortium and the JRC, particularly in relation to Annex 1. The RCG Med&BS Chair 

(Charis Charilaou) emphasized the importance of maintaining direct communication between the RDBFIS 

consortium and JRC to ensure alignment on Annex 1 issues.  The COM representative (Venetia Kostopoulou) 

informed that a bilateral meeting between RDBFIS and JRC had already taken place and confirmed that a 

second meeting was scheduled to occur before the end of the year. In response to concerns raised, RDBFIS 

Chair (Stefanos Kavadas) assured participants that RDBFIS operates under strict guidelines with regard to 

Annex 1 and that the identified issues were minor and could be resolved without significant difficulty. He 

further noted that adjustments had already been made within RDBFIS to bring its data structure and protocols 

in line with the JRC database. JRC representative clarified that while the JRC is not responsible for policy 

decisions, it ensures adherence to established procedures. He concluded by raising an open question about 

the amendment of Annex 1—specifically, when such revisions would take place and who would be responsible 

for implementing them. 
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3.1.3. GFCM presentation - Updates about GFCM key activities in the Med&Black Sea 

and relevant SAC/WGBS outcomes 

In the context of the GFCM fisheries advisory process, the GFCM Secretariat presented an overview of the 

relevant and increasing GFCM data submission obligations (reaching 125 data calls in 2025). The Data 

collection reference framework (DCRF) as the main GFCM instrument for the collection and transmission 

of fisheries-related data, was briefly described, along with the advance of (1) the modernization of the DCRF 

online platform home page (currently under final testing phase before its imminent fully implementation) and 

(2) the mock-up of a data consultation tool designed to facilitate the follow-up of the data submissions and 

to display gathered transmitted data.    

The results of the application of quality indicators (timeliness, completeness, conformity, stability and 

consistency) to the fisheries information transmitted by the EU member states through the DCRF online 

platform were presented by CPC and grouped by Subregion.  

The GFCM Secretariat informed the RCG about the main outcomes of the 3rd Workshop on Data collection 

(WKDATA), highlighting the impacts and estimated reduction of the number of reporting tools, the affected 

GFCM recommendations and deadline reminder messages. 

A summary of the outputs from the 2nd Working group on Fishing capacity (WGCAP), the Scientific Advisory 

Committee (2025 SAC) and the Working Group on the Black Sea (2025 WGBS) sessions related to regional 

and subregional priorities for data collection was also provided, including the following topics: future and 

current benchmarks and MSEs, red coral, European eel, blue crab, recreational fisheries, spatial management, 

scientific monitoring and discards, vulnerable species, fishing technology, decarbonization and Small-scale 

fisheries.  Other related topics were presented at a subregional level, such as Blackspot seabream in the 

Western Mediterranean, demersal and small pelagic fisheries in the Western Mediterranean and Adriatic Sea, 

demersal fisheries in the Central Mediterranean, deep-water red shrimps in the Eastern and Central 

Mediterranean, and round sardinella and European hake in the Eastern Mediterranean. Acoustic and demersal 

(iBoTS) surveys as well as main target species in the Black Sea related actions were described. 

Harmonizing acoustic surveys  

The GFCM secretariat reported progress on harmonizing acoustic surveys in the Adriatic Sea and outlined a 

roadmap for next steps. The initial phase will focus on standardizing survey methods and data analysis to 

produce consistent stock assessment indices, addressing potential biomass estimation differences, and 

streamlining country data integration and zero haul decision-making. The second phase will assess how 

changing survey periods affects results and will consider the need to revise past biomass estimates. 

During the plenary, the issue of harmonization and consistency of acoustic surveys among Black Sea MS was 

raised. The NCs and national experts from Bulgaria (BGR) and Romania (ROM) reported that, at present, 

acoustic surveys cannot be conducted due to technical difficulties related to either research vessels or survey 

equipment. The COM representative (Venetia Kostopoulou) underlined the great importance of these 

surveys for the Commission and stressed the need to explore and implement potential solutions to overcome 

the current limitations. The Chair of MEDIAS (Tarek Hattab) recalled that a recommendation concerning the 

harmonization of acoustic surveys had been issued in 2023 and suggested that this recommendation should 

be reiterated or updated. Following the discussion, the plenary agreed that a new recommendation addressing 
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the harmonization of acoustic surveys in the Black Sea should be prepared and issued by RCG MED & BS 

2025. 

 

3.1.4. ISSG Data Quality 

The activities of the ISSG Data Quality during its first year of operation were presented by the group Chair 

(Kostas Touloumis). It was recalled that the ISSG's establishment in 2024 was the follow-up of the 

Recommendation 02 of the RCG MED&BS 2024 meeting, for a dedicated ISSG on data quality to continue 

the work of the Qualitrain project. The group brings together national experts to support the use of data 

quality tools, review the outcomes of quality checks, and ensure the integration of these processes into the 

annual RCG calendar. 

The purpose of the ISSG, based on its work plan, is to assist national and local experts in applying Qualitrain 

data quality tools and to provide a forum to evaluate national data quality results, with at least one annual 

review meeting. The aim of the group is to ensure that identified issues lead to corrected data and that data 

quality checks are integrated into the regular RCG annual cycle. 

To this end, MS appointed one or two experts to the ISSG, forming a regional expert network. Additionally, 

each MS proposed priority stocks (typically those assessed by STECF and GFCM) to be checked annually to 

ensure high-quality standards. The group also aimed to collaborate with the Regional Database development 

team to coordinate efforts towards improving the quality of DCF biological data. 

During 2025, two ISSG meetings were held (March and July), covering data from 2023 and 2024, respectively, 

with participation from nine MS and checks on 37 stocks. The reviews revealed common issues such as 

inconsistencies in biological parameters, anomalies in length-frequency distributions, and reporting 

differences, although fewer problems were found in MEDITS data. All identified issues were acknowledged 

by MS, who committed to either resubmit by the operational deadline or start the process until the next 

data call. 

Key conclusions included: 

• Continuation of the ISSG to strengthen data quality efforts. 

• Systematic reporting of tool bugs to developers and the RDBFIS team. 

• Flexible lists of priority stocks, adapted to MS needs. 

• Expansion of checks to cover full-time series, not just single years. 

• Clarification of DTMT follow-up, with Member States explaining how issues were addressed. 

• A role as a forum for methodological discussions and best practice exchange. 

• A platform for innovation, evaluating and adopting new tools to improve data quality. 

During the discussions that followed, it was pointed out that MS are responsible for correcting all issues 

identified by the ISSG Data Quality, before submitting any data to regional or international data calls. 

Furthermore, MS should inform the RCG Med&BS when data are resubmitted to the Med&BS Data Call 

following the correction of previously identified issues. However, the group noted that the process of 

resubmitting historical data remains complex and poses practical challenges for many MS. To improve the 

transparency and consistency of the data correction process, the European Commission (COM) 
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representative  (Venetia Kostopoulou) proposed that the RCG MED & BS should issue 

recommendation(s)/decision(s), asking the MSs: i) to address all data quality issues identified by ISSG Data 

Quality and ii) to inform the RCG Med&BS and DG MARE annually of any issues encountered in relation to 

the Med&BS data call, and of the actions taken where such problems existed. The proposal was accepted by 

the plenary. Regarding the follow-up of DTMT issues by the ISSG Data Quality, the plenary agreed that such 

follow-up is not feasible at present.  

For the future, the RCG Med & BS needs to decide when to hold the second meeting on a recurrent basis: 

either before the legal deadline or before the operational deadline. Charis Charilaou agreed that it is useful 

to have the second meeting end of July. Kostas Touloumis proposed to keep the ISSG meeting to check last 

years’ data between legal and operational deadlines. An ad hoc meeting can be also organized, depending on 

the needs. In the future the ISSG can also work on historical data before the legal deadline. 

Overall, the RCG MED & BS opinion is that the ISSG Data Quality has become a collaborative mechanism 

that ensures more reliable fisheries data across the region, with continuous feedback from sampling to the 

final, corrected datasets. The RCG MED & BS considers that the ISSG should continue its work, and 

encourages the enlargement of the ISSG with more participants from each country. 

 

3.1.5. ISSG End-users 

The ISSG on End-users Coordination convened twice in 2025, bringing together Member States, the 

European Commission, regional fisheries bodies, and other end-users to address long-standing challenges in 

the collection, submission, and use of fisheries data. The group’s overarching aim was to strengthen mutual 

understanding of data requirements, identify operational bottlenecks, and propose practical measures to 

streamline data flows between national systems and end-user institutions. 

Ahead of the meetings, a targeted survey was conducted among Med&BS National Correspondents and 

relevant institutions. The results confirmed that many Member States face persistent and, in some cases, 

growing pressures: data calls are often complex, overlapping, and issued through multiple platforms (FDI, 

Med&BS, ICES, GFCM), frequently with short deadlines and without adequate time for internal coordination. 

Human resource constraints further exacerbate the problem, particularly in high-burden areas such as small-

scale fisheries (SSF), bycatch of protected species (PETS/ETP), spatial effort/VMS, and socio-economic data. 

Survey respondents offered a set of concrete suggestions to improve efficiency and predictability. These 

included establishing an integrated annual calendar of data calls with early notification and draft templates; 

avoiding re-submission of datasets already provided through other channels; enhancing interoperability 

between reporting platforms; providing clearer guidance on data quality expectations; aligning deadlines with 

the complexity of the request; prioritising essential over optional data; and fostering stronger, more regular 

dialogue with end-users. 

The first coordination meeting, held on 14 March 2025, emphasised the need for clearer prioritisation of data 

needs, the use of consistent templates and deadlines across institutions, and a more explicit recognition of 

national capacity limits when planning data calls. 
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A follow-up meeting with ICES, focused on bycatch data (14 April 2025), provided an opportunity to address 

technical and procedural issues in more depth. Participants agreed to extend the WGBYC data call deadline 

to the end of June, involve ICCAT and GFCM more actively in future bycatch-related work, and move 

towards developing harmonised templates to reduce duplication and improve data consistency. 

Main follow-up priorities 

A key priority identified by the ISSG is the alignment of Med&BS, FDI, and DCRF data calls, with a particular 

focus on reusing official EU datasets for GFCM stock assessments. This remains a complex and sensitive issue, 

as both Member States and the EU are obliged to follow GFCM Recommendations and fulfil their international 

commitments. EU CPCs may be at a disadvantage compared to other Mediterranean and Black Sea countries, 

as they are required to submit the same datasets multiple times in different formats — for example, separately 

for STECF and GFCM stock assessment processes. GFCM proposed that national experts present their 

positions at the next WKDATA meeting. However, Italy (Enrico Arneri) stressed the urgency of the matter 

and called for earlier discussion, noting that this issue cannot wait for the next annual cycle. It was therefore 

proposed to address the topic during the National Correspondents (Liaison) meeting in September 2025.  

On coordination of bycatch data, the RCG encouraged Member States to actively involve national experts in 

ICES WGBYC meetings to promote regional methodologies and align them with ICES procedures. It was 

also agreed to propose a joint technical meeting involving ICCAT, ICES, GFCM, and RCG ISSG PETS experts, 

with the aim of addressing three main areas: (i) methodological issues such as raising and extrapolation, (ii) 

alignment of data structures and formats, and (iii) sharing good practices while identifying and overcoming 

common obstacles. 

Regarding the linking of FDI–Med&BS datasets, the European Commission clarified that this work is currently 

on hold and will not be addressed by STECF in 2025. The expectation is that the issue will be resolved in the 

future through the development of the RDB FIS, which should provide the necessary technical solutions for 

integration. 

Finally, on the review of the Med&BS stock list based on 2021 criteria, it was agreed at the RCG meeting that 

the list should be revised to harmonise RWP Med&BS Table 2.1 with the list of stocks included in the Med&BS 

data call. This revision will be undertaken within the ISSG RWP by the end of 2025, with the revised list 

circulated to National Correspondents for confirmation before adoption. In addition, STECF (Alessandro 

Ligas) emphasised the importance of focusing data collection efforts on stocks that drive fisheries and provide 

the foundation for fisheries management and scientific advice, while recognising that alternative methods can 

be used for other stocks. 

Agreed principles and cross-institutional coordination 

The ISSG reaffirmed several guiding principles for improving data governance in the Med&BS region. First, 

early involvement of the RCG is essential whenever new data calls are introduced or existing ones are 

modified — whether that concerns templates, formats, or deadlines. Such early consultation allows Member 

States to assess technical feasibility, anticipate resource needs, and ensure that any new requirements are 

consistent with ongoing work. 

Second, the group emphasised the importance of joint EC–MS priority-setting for scientific advice. By jointly 

identifying a set of priority datasets that are most critical for fisheries management and policy, both the 
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European Commission and Member States can better plan resources, schedule work, and set realistic 

timelines for data provision and review. 

Third, stronger cross-institutional coordination between the EC, GFCM, ICES, and Member States is needed 

to reduce duplication, improve efficiency, and align data demands with the operational capacity of national 

systems. Discussions highlighted several systemic issues: 

• Multiple and uncoordinated data requests from different end-users, often targeting the same datasets 

but in varying formats. 

• Inconsistent templates, metadata structures, stratification criteria, and deadlines, which create 

barriers to automation and integration. 

• Fragmented feedback mechanisms, making it difficult for MS to understand and address data quality 

issues. 

Agreed opportunities for improvement include: 

• Developing harmonised reporting templates (e.g. for PETS/ETP bycatch) and aligning timelines across 

ICES and GFCM to avoid duplication. 

• Establishing a joint annual calendar of data calls, with indicative templates and timelines, to support 

national planning. 

• Improving interoperability between data platforms such as RDBES, RDBFIS, ICES GitHub, and GFCM 

systems, enabling “collect once – use many times” approaches. 

• Ensuring feedback to MS is timely, detailed, and consistent in format, so that corrective actions can 

be taken before data are used in assessments. 

These principles are intended to guide not only the ISSG’s work, but also broader RCG Med&BS efforts to 

strengthen strategic planning, promote regional consistency, and ensure that the significant investment in 

fisheries data collection delivers maximum value for science and policy. 

ISSG End-users ToR Update and Alignment with ISSG Data Quality 

During the RCG Med&BS 2025 annual meeting, it was noted that the Terms of Reference (ToR) for the ISSG 

End-users, originally adopted in 2019, requires updating. Since their adoption, the RCG structure and the 

operational context have evolved significantly, in particular, the creation of the ISSG Data Quality, which 

partially overlaps with the current ToR of the ISSG End-users. The updated ToR should ensure clear 

complementarity between the two ISSGs, reflect new platforms and processes, and address the growing 

importance of cross-institutional coordination to avoid duplication and improve planning. 

A draft revised ToR has been prepared (Annex 3) and will be further discussed within the RCG Med&BS, to 

adopt an updated version that aligns with current priorities, tasks, and working arrangements. 
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3.2. ToR 2 European Commission input on priorities and relevant initiatives 

3.2.1. MARE DCF updates & COM priorities 

DG MARE presented the Commission update on DCF-related work:  

• gave an update of the 2025 DG MARE Med & BS data call, requesting quarterly data (instead of 

yearly) for all stocks, so that data at a finer temporal scale becomes available. There were 6 requests 

for resubmission of historic data by Member States, 5 of which addressed Recommendation 11, 

according to which Member States had to address the data issues identified by Qualitrain2 task 2 & 

3, in the proposed order of priority. A question was put forward to Member States on how to 

address this recommendation and conclude the exercise launched by Qualitrain.  

• on the open issue of publication of the Qualitrain report and deliverables, Member States agreed 

with the proposal to anonymize Member State names. 

• regarding Recommendation 33, COM underlined the need for a roadmap to align data sets 

submitted to JRC and RDBFIS4 and informed Member States of the upcoming discussion on the 

horizontal data call to populate RDBFIS in a recurrent manner.    

• in feedback from the 2025-2027 work plan evaluation, COM highlighted some lessons learned on 

how regional work plans were incorporated into national work plans based on STECF 

feedback (EWG 24-15). For the Med & Black Sea, there were some inconsistencies on how the 

threshold rules were applied among Member States, as well as discrepancies in sampling scheme 

identifiers. COM reminded of the timeline leading to the next cycle of regional work plans of 2028-

2030, which requires submission of regional work plans in October 2026 with possible revision in 

summer 2027, based on STECF evaluation.  

• briefed on the ongoing efforts to address the backlog of data transmission issues recorded in the 

DTMT5 with focus on follow up issues and unsatisfactory issues marked as to be followed up. The 

aim is to communicate the outcome to Member States later this year and to set up the annual 

DTMT cycle for closing off issues from previous years.  

• updated on the DCF IT platform, including the timeline for uploading 2024 annual reports. 21 

Member States have submitted the 2024 Annual Reports via the platform. Evaluation and 

communication will run in parallel through the platform and by email during this transitionary 

period.   

• summarised the outcome of the EU survey on data confidentiality completed by the National 

Correspondents, with restrictions stemming from the legal basis like GDPR, Article 113 of the 

revised Control regulation and national laws. Secondary restrictions originate from data sharing 

agreements and practices and are not always rooted in a legal basis.   

 

1 on the ‘Use of quality checks for commercial and survey data by Member States’. 
2 CINEA/EMFAF/2021/3.1.2-02/SI2881220-SC03 ‘Quality checking of Mediterranean and Black Sea data and Training for 

Member State experts’. 
3 on ‘RDBFIS use for submission of data’. 
4 Specific Contract N°08 – CINEA/EMFAF/2024/3.1/01/SC08/SI2.929454 ‘Establishment of the regional database for the 

Mediterranean and Black Sea’, implementing Framework Contract No EASME/EMFF/2020/OP/0021 – EMFF/2020/3.2.4. 
5 The Data Transmission Monitoring Tool (DTMT) is an online platform designed to facilitate exchange of information 

among the end users of data, Member States and Commission. The objective is to efficiently monitor and communicate 

data issues and in the long term improve the flow and quality of data. 
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• revisited open issues relating to the public availability of survey data, such as: (i) the license, (ii) the 

contact details in the publicly available document on data and responsibilities for use and (iii) the 

end user document that is under preparation by the MEDITS and MEDIAS Coordination groups. 

COM gave the example of the creative commons license, which offers legal protection on what 

concerns the use of provided data. Regarding point (ii), Member States agreed to keep the names 

of the National Correspondents only in this document. On the end-user document, both survey 

groups committed to finalise them before the next release of the data, that is scheduled for the 

beginning of 2026.  

Policy Brief on the evaluation of the Common Fisheries Policy 

The EU is committed to the 'evaluation first' principle, to make sure any policy decision takes account of 

lessons learned from past EU actions. Evaluations help the European Commission learn about the functioning 

of EU interventions and assess their performance against initial expectations. Through the “evaluate first” 

principle, the Commission has committed to evaluate all regulations before making a new proposal in a related 

area. In this process, the Commission has consulted so far stakeholders through the call for evidence (with 

87 responses received to this call and the replies are public) and the public consultation (362 replies).   

Evaluations are carried out in accordance with the Commission’s better regulation standards. This looks at 

what has happened since last reform using the 2011 Impact Assessment as a baseline. The evaluation looks 

back at roughly 10 years (2014 – 2024) of the CFP Regulation and uses 5 evaluation criteria:  

• To what extent is the CFP Regulation effective for meeting its objectives and in the current 

context.   

• To what extent is the CFP Regulation efficient, notably in terms of cost-effectiveness and 

proportionality of actual costs to benefits.   

• To what extent is the CFP Regulation relevant to current and emerging needs (Brexit, climate 

change, pressure of fishing grounds due to new activities). 

• To what extent is the CFP Regulation coherent internally (between different articles) and externally 

with other EU legislation (e.g. environmental legislation, trade positioning) and international 

agreements. 

• To what extent does the CFP Regulation add EU value – i.e. does it produce results beyond what 

would have been achieved by Member States alone.    

CFP is an overarching framework that is the basis for a number of secondary legislative texts: e.g. MAPs, 

Control Regulation, SFPA agreements and the technical measures regulation TMR. Fig. 1 shows how the 

evaluation is organized along the six central themes and 5 evaluation criteria. Evaluation will serve to decide 

on how best to continue implementing the policy and if legislative adjustments are necessary.  

https://data.jrc.ec.europa.eu/dataset/f25092c4-3f0f-449f-ba60-5fbfe385defc
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
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Figure 3.2.1.1: Overview of CFP evaluation based on six central themes and five evaluation criteria.  



RCG MED&BS 2025 REPORT 

   Progress report on ToRs 

 
 

 

17 

3.3. ToR 3 Regional database  

3.3.1. Intersessional work of the Steering Committee for the Mediterranean and Black 

Sea Regional Database - Open issues and permanent hosting 

The Steering Committee for the Mediterranean and Black Sea Regional Database (Med&BS RDB SC) met 

twice (16-17th Dec. 2024 and 14-15th July 2025) following recommendations Med&BS-2024_R03 and 

Med&BS-2024_R04. The SC reviewed progress, addressed technical and governance issues, including 

permanent hosting, and defined priorities for the further development of the regional database and its 

supporting systems. The discussions were structured around the Steering Committee’s Terms of Reference 

for 2024–2025, covering data calls, permanent hosting, governance, and future development. 

Under ToR 1, Servicing of Data Calls through RDBFIS, the Committee reviewed the testing of RDBFIS 

submissions to the JRC. The test run of 2023 data was successful, demonstrating that RDBFIS can generate 

and transmit the necessary data tables. However, it was noted that validation rules between JRC and RDBFIS 

are not fully aligned, and Member States (MS) retain full responsibility for checking and approving their data. 

A legal deadline of 11 July 2025 was proposed for the Med&BS data call, with a single RDBFIS call using a low-

aggregation format similar to RCG templates. The priority of RDBFIS remains the provision of raw 

disaggregated data from MS to serve multiple reporting needs. Outstanding issues from the first meeting 

include harmonization of validation rules, handling of MEDITS format inconsistencies, and the adoption of 

clear rules for historic resubmissions, which in 2025 would require DG MARE approval and justification by 

the MS. 

Confidentiality was another topic discussed during the SC. DG MARE presented the evolving context 

regarding access to detailed fisheries-dependent data, particularly logbook and VMS information, in light of 

GDPR and commercial secrecy requirements. The Steering Committee reviewed and provided feedback on 

a confidentiality questionnaire prepared by RDBESGOV, which was subsequently finalized and launched on 

21 January 2025. 

The Committee also discussed training and data quality. The ISSG on Data Quality, chaired by Kostas 

Touloumis, presented its 2024–2025 work plan. Members highlighted the need to prioritise the most 

important stocks to be checked and acknowledged the link between RDBFIS and Qualitrain in supporting 

systematic quality assurance. 

ToR 2, Permanent Hosting of the RDB, addressed long-term solutions for technical sustainability. Two hosting 

options (GFCM and Cloud) were examined during the first meeting. Cloud hosting was presented with 

detailed cost estimates of €74,000–100,000 per year, covering IT infrastructure and human resources. GFCM 

was discussed as a possible host, with the advantage that some MS already have payment mechanisms in place. 

Security data in the cloud was confirmed, while questions of cost-sharing between COM and MS remain 

open. A consultation document with different options on hosting and funding was prepared and circulated 

for MS input. The majority of MS expressed an opinion for hosting by GFCM, and MS-COM shared funding, 

but no consensus was reached. Based on the discussion up to the second meeting, a roadmap of final solution 

for permanent hosting the RDB was drafted. In the draft it included not only hosting, but also maintenance 

and updating of the database. The key point in the roadmap was identified to be the end of RDBFIS III and 

the lack of services of the consortium for the system and data migration. 
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A proposal for COM hosting via DIGIT was presented by DG MARE. This option would imply full COM 

funding, which is not yet ensured, but internal discussions are ongoing to this end, with a projected timeline 

of 12–14 months. Governance aspects were also debated, including the membership scheme, the data policy, 

and the establishment of clear rules for revising or resubmitting data, aligned with JRC practices. 

Under ToR 3, Further Development of RDBFIS, the Steering Committee underlined the importance of a 

single data call to populate the RDBFIS, which would then support multiple reporting obligations. Priorities 

to be considered by the RCG Med&BS include the Med&BS, FDI, and AER data calls, as well as GFCM 

reporting requirements. An agreement on raising procedures is still needed, which depends on sufficient 

information about sampling design. Looking ahead, the launch of RDBFIS III in April 2025 was confirmed, with 

a 13-month duration and eight tasks building on the objectives of the previous project. 

In conclusion, the Committee recorded several important outcomes: the successful testing of RDBFIS data 

submissions to JRC, the proposed and agreed deadline of 11 July 2025 for the Med&BS data call, the 

endorsement of a single low-aggregation call, and the contribution to the confidentiality questionnaire. 

Recommendations focused on aligning validation rules, finalizing MS data uploads in the RDB, establishing 

resubmission procedures, and to include ISSG Data Quality in the process. Possible decisions to be taken by 

RCG Med&BS include adopting resubmission and overwrite rules consistent with JRC, agree on the possible 

hosting roadmap with need of revision based on final hosting solution.  In addition, RCG Med&BS was 

requested to agree on the governance documents revised during the SC meetings and agree on the priorities 

for future development of the RDBFIS, including raising procedures. 

 

Following the presentation by the Med&BS RDB SC chair (Kolyo Zhelev), the RCG participants discussed 

the hosting solutions of the RDB. The COM representative informed the Group that a document was 

circulated providing information on the COM proposal for hosting the RDB in DIGIT, and clarified that this 

hosting solution requires 100% COM funding. Due to internal procedures, COM will take a final decision on 

whether it can host the RDB in DIGIT by the end of 2025. It was proposed that the NCs take a decision on 

the hosting within one month following a confirmation by DGMARE on the DIGIT option. 

Discussion followed on the future steps to be taken, considering that a consensus has not been reached on 

the GFCM hosting option, the COM proposal is not final, and MS have not expressed their opinion concerning 

the COM proposal. The need for a vote on the hosting solutions due to the prolonged discussion was 

emphasized. It was suggested to wait for DG MARE's final decision and request GFCM to host the database 

only if DIGIT is not an option. It was reminded that currently there is no consensus on the GFCM hosting 

option. It was agreed that all MSs officially express their opinion on the hosting of the database in DIGIT. 

Some MSs were not in the position to provide their official comment during the meeting, and required time 

for internal consultations. Others (BG, CY, FR, ES, GR and RO) expressed an initial positive opinion. 

Therefore, a consultation process with NCs was initiated by the Med&BS RDB SC chair for the NC’s written 

response on whether they support the option for the permanent hosting of the RDB in DIGIT (COM cloud). 

The response should be provided by the NCs before the September Decision Meeting. Regarding the 

roadmap, a revision based on the final hosting solution is required. 
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The RCG Med&BS agreed on the remaining open issues, namely that resubmission and overwrite rules should 

be consistent with JRC, the adoption of the governance documents revised during the SC meetings, and the 

agreement on the priorities for future development of the RDBFIS, including raising procedures. 

 

3.4. ToR 4 Cooperation with regional projects 

3.4.1. SECWEB 2.0 – Supporting administrative tasks and online visibility to RCGs 

CETMAR on their role as service provider for the RCGs Secretariat submitted a project proposal under 

CINEA call EMFAF-2023-PIA-FISHERIESSCIENTIFICADVICE. The proposal was granted with reference 

contract No. 101156582 and the acronym SECWEB 2.0. to be implemented from June 2024 to May 2026. 

The overall goal of SECWEB 2.0 is to further facilitate and increase the efficiency of the interactions of all the 

members and stakeholders of the Regional Coordination Groups (RCGs) by improving the online working 

environment, tools, and services offered by the RCGs Secretariat. 

More specifically, the SECWEB 2.0 project objectives are: 

• To address the evolving needs and requests of the RCGs network by expanding the functions and 

services delivered through the web. 

• To enhance the effectiveness of the RCGs Stakeholders Database. 

• To develop a new web-based tool enabling regular interactions processes. 

This project is inextricably embedded into the intersessional work of the RCGs Secretariat because it is 

based on the RCG network needs and strongly relies on the interaction with the network participants. 

1  Achievements 

After the initial setup of the Project (setting up the team, establishing its management rules and procedures, 

making sure that all the work would not clash but support the activity of the RCGs Secretariat, and also 

disseminating the project within the RCGs) most of the efforts in the final term of 2024 and the first half of 

2025 were devoted to the consultation of preferences and needs and to the accomplishment of the codesign 

activities with the RCGs.  

Through questionnaires, interviews, and participatory workshops, SECWEB 2.0 identified the necessary tools 

and improvements, defined their core functional specifications, and prioritized the corresponding IT 

development tasks to ensure efficient, user-centered outcomes. 

Based on the results of the questionnaire, the proposed solutions were prioritized accordingly in terms of 

importance: 

1  Recommendations and decisions support tool 

2  RCGs website updates and improvements 

3  E-calendar & event registration system 

4  E-library 

5  Stakeholders database 

6  Consultation tool 



RCG MED&BS 2025 REPORT 

   Progress report on ToRs 

 
 

 

20 

During the 2025 RCG Mediterranean & Black Sea annual meeting, the RCG Secretariat provided an update 

on progress made so far with some of the tools, namely the recommendations and decisions platform and 

changes to the RCGs website. The latter are not visible yet; however, the team has made good progress on 

restructuring some sections to improve overall navigation. 

The RCG Med & BS acknowledged the support of the Secretariat and welcomed the new services.  Charis 

Charilaou asked about the possibility of uploading previous reports and ISSG reports on the RCG website.  

The Secretariat replied that they are working on an e library that will allow to search by keywords. This will 

increase the visibility of the RCGs. 

2  Workplan for 2025 – 2026  

It is foreseen that by the end of September 2025, the first pilot versions of the developments will be presented 

for discussion, amendment, and validation. Programming work will continue until every solution is ready for 

crash testing. 

It is expected that by the end of May 2026 all the solutions are ready to become full scale operational. 

 

3.4.2. Med&BS RDBFIS III – Development of the regional database for the Mediterranean 

and Black Sea 

The ongoing 13.5-month project RDBFIS-III, launched on April 1, 2025, is dedicated to the Establishment of 

the Regional Database for the Mediterranean and Black Sea (RDBFIS). Its principal objectives are to complete 

the population of the database with data, provide sustained user support, enable standardized submissions to 

regional and EU data calls, and ensure a smooth migration to a permanent host. 

  

The project is structured into eight interrelated tasks, addressing both fine-tuning and further development 

needs. Current activities include finalizing the integration of datasets into the system and designing advanced 

tools for statistical analysis and data quality assurance. Substantial progress is also being made in updating and 

optimizing core components, such as validation schemes, biological data raising procedures, and existing tools 

(e.g., RoME, RDBqc for data quality checks, and tools4MCDA for small-scale fisheries). 

  

In parallel, new open-source solutions are being developed, including stat4RDBFIS, a dedicated MEDIAS R 

package, and visualization modules for the MAPAFISH-MED project outcomes. To strengthen user 

engagement and ensure effective knowledge transfer, two dedicated training sessions are planned, the first in 

January 2026 and the second in March 2026. 

  

The project will conclude with a comprehensive review of outputs, the collection of user feedback, and the 

preparation of a detailed handover package designed to guarantee long-term continuity and integration into 

future institutional frameworks. 

 

Following the presentation by the project and scientific coordinators of RDBFIS III (Irida Maina and Stefanos 

Kavadas, respectively), the RCG Med&BS agreed that January and March are suitable periods for organizing 

the two 2026 online trainings on the newly developed functionalities. It was clarified that the two meetings 
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will concern different trainings, so participants are expected to participate in both. The RDBFIS III consortium 

will circulate a doodle survey to set the exact dates according to the availability of the participants. 

 

 

3.4.3. System Harmonization across RDBFIS, JRC, and GFCM Platforms 

A presentation was made by the scientific coordinator of RDBFIS III (Stefanos Kavadas) concerning the system 

harmonization across RDBFIS, JRC, and GFCM platforms. The validation scheme implemented in RDBFIS is 

strictly aligned with the technical specifications defined in EU/GFCM data calls and survey handbooks. 

However, discrepancies persist across platforms, particularly in relation to decimal precision tolerances, 

syntactic rules, and codification systems (species, gears, GSAs). The JRC system is more tolerant with certain 

validation rules, to address MS requests, while RDBFIS enforces stricter constraints. Comparative analyses 

of datasets spanning 2002–2022 have been undertaken, and preliminary revisions of the RDBFIS validation 

scheme have been implemented to align with JRC specifications. Beyond syntactic divergences, the process 

of populating RDBFIS with historical and recent datasets has revealed practical challenges. Several Member 

States have modified datasets prior to submission, generating discrepancies between RDBFIS-stored data and 

original JRC-provided series. This raises concerns regarding the reliability of cross-platform consistency and 

highlights the importance of adopting harmonized submission procedures, akin to those established in the 

FDI context, with well-defined deadlines and closure protocols. Ongoing and planned activities include 

bilateral meetings with JRC and GFCM teams, finalization of the revised MEDITS handbook (including an 

updated species list), and the systematic adaptation of R packages such as RoME, BioIndex, RoMEBS, and 

RDBqc. Furthermore, the feasibility of aligning economic (AER), fisheries-dependent (FDI, Med & BS), and 

fisheries-independent (MEDITS, MEDIAS) data under a coherent framework is under evaluation. In 

conclusion, while substantial progress has been made in identifying discrepancies and initiating harmonization 

steps, significant technical and institutional challenges remain. Achieving full alignment across RDBFIS, JRC, 

and GFCM platforms requires not only technical adaptations but also coordinated policy decisions and 

sustained collaboration with Member States. The outcomes of these efforts are expected to strengthen the 

coherence of regional data systems, thereby supporting the EU Data Collection Framework, enhancing data 

quality for scientific and policy use, and contributing to the sustainable management of fisheries in the 

Mediterranean and Black Sea. 

During the discussion that followed the presentation, it was clarified that a revision of the current submission 

procedure for the Med&BS Data Call to resemble the FDI submission model would not be possible. 

Concerning the uploading of data to RDBFIS, the Group agreed to upload to RDBFIS the data submitted to 

JRC under the 2025 and 2024 Med & BS data calls (2024 and 2023 data) by the end of September 2025 

(included as 2025 RCG Med&BS Decision 5). Considering that most of the MSs will finalize the resubmission 

of the historical data during the next Med&BS Data Call (2026), MSs will upload the historical data to the 

RDBFIS database based on a 2026 RCG Med&BS Decision.  

Regarding the submission of detailed biological data, several MS highlighted that this is a time-consuming 

process unlikely to be completed by the conclusion of the RDBFIS III project in May 2026. Some also 

expressed doubts about the added value of uploading historical detailed biological datasets. Venetia 

Kostopoulou replied that the aim is to have the best available data that will serve for RCG analyses, for policy 

needs, for projects. Sven Kupschus noted that disaggregated data could also serve STECF work, as well as 
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optimise over or under sampling. Uploading historical data to RDBFIS means having data in a coherent way, 

all in the same format. This empowers MS, it is not there for compliance purposes. Nevertheless, MS were 

encouraged to submit as much detailed biological data as possible to RDBFIS before the project’s end, 

leveraging the support and expertise of the RDBFIS consortium to facilitate the process. 

Venetia Kostopoulou also noted that the future annual data call to populate RDBFIS should be discussed with 

MS and the RCG Med&BS. 
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3.5. ToR 5. Regional Work Plan for the Mediterranean and Black Sea 

3.5.1. ISSG RWP Med&BS. Preparation of the RWP 2028-2030. 

The chair of the Med&BS ISSG RWP (Charis Charilaou) presented the progress achieved on the preparation 

of the Med&BS RWP 2028-2030 during 2025. It was reminded that the Med&BS ISSG RWP is linked and 

coordinated with the Panregional ISSG of RWPs, through the participation of the chair of the Med&BS ISSG 

RWP to the Panregional one. During 2025, the Med&BS ISSG RWP chair participated in 3 meetings of the 

Panregional concerning the future steps for the preparation of the 2028-2030 RCGs RWPs. The deadline for 

the submission of the RWPs 2028-2030 is 15 October 2026; following STECF evaluation, resubmissions of 

the final RWPs may be made by 31 May 2027. 

Following a coordination meeting of the Panregional ISSG RWP, during which a set of questions was agreed 

to be addressed to the ISSGs relevant to the RWP, the ISSG RWP chair invited the Med&BS ISSGs to discuss 

several questions, including the future challenges of the ISSG, to identify new possible areas of interest, the 

expected goals to achieve by the end of 2030, and any other relevant topic that the ISSG would consider. 

Feedback was provided by the Med&BS ISSGs on PETS and on Sampling Optimization. 

A review on the outcomes of the Med&BS ISSG RWP coordination meeting was presented, organized on 

June 5th, 2025. The topics and discussions included the aspects of the 2025-2027 RWP that can be retained, 

what aspects should be updated, suggestions for improvement, lessons learned, and the roadmap for the next 

RWP 2028-2030. During the meeting, a table was presented to the ISSG with information on the different 

elements that can be included in the new RWP 2028-2030. The table is available online (Topics_RWP_2028-

2030.xlsx) and serves as a live document for providing comments and suggestions. The ISSG discussed the 

various elements that may be included in the RWP 2028-2030 by section. The proposed elements to be 

included in the RWP are as follows: 

• Section 1 - General Information:  

− Tables 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3 are expected to remain similar compared to the ones of the 2025-2027 

RWP, with no major changes; Text box 1B should be updated. 

• Section 2 – Biological data: 

− Table 2.1 - List of required species/stocks: A core team has been created for revising and preparing 

the Table, which will be based on the Landings template of the RCG MED&BS Data call. The 

proposed reference period is 2023-2025. 

− Sampling plan for biological data: The inclusion of the following topics is considered:  

o Case studies on sampling optimization. This topic is presented in the RCG Med&BS meeting 

as a separate agenda item.  

o Common methodologies for data collection and raising, a work currently in progress by the 

RDBFIS Consortium.  

o Diadromous species (eel) data collection, presented as a separate agenda item. 

o Recreational fisheries, presented as a separate agenda item. 

o Surveys: No significant changes expected. The ISSG RWP has suggested that survey 

coordinators consider implementing optimization procedures for the number of individual 

measurements (length frequencies, biological data).   
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• Section 3 - Fishing activity variables: Review of methods used to calculate fishing effort among 

Med&BS MS and discuss potential inclusion in the RWP. Presented as a separate agenda item.  

• Section 4 - Impact of fisheries on marine biological resources 

- Stomach sampling and analysis, presented as a separate agenda item. 

- Incidental catches of sensitive species, presented as a separate agenda item.   

 

3.5.2. ISSG Scientific network for sampling optimization. Actions carried out and progress 

of the RWP. 

The Intersessional Subgroup (ISSG) on Sampling Optimization, established within the RCG Med & Black Sea, 

focuses on applying existing optimization tools to support the preparation of National Work Plans and future 

Regional Work Plans. Building on methodologies developed under STREAM and STREAMLINE projects, the 

subgroup coordinates case studies to test the application of SDTool, BioSim, and related approaches in 

different Mediterranean and Black Sea contexts. In 2024 and 2025, analyses were conducted in the Black Sea, 

Italy, and Greece, demonstrating how sampling optimization can improve efficiency while maintaining data 

quality.  

• The Black Sea case study on sprat identified an optimal subsample size that reduces costs while 

ensuring acceptable precision. However, Romanian data incorporation is pending. 

• In Italy, optimization was applied across several métiers, integrating national needs with GFCM 

management frameworks, and informing the 2025–2027 National Work Plan.  

• Greek analyses of purse seine fisheries in GSA 22 indicated that a reduction in trips could achieve 

significant cost savings without compromising statistical robustness.  

These applications illustrate the practical value of harmonized approaches across the region. The ISSG also 

identified challenges, such as aligning strategies across countries and dealing with multispecies dynamics, but 

underlined the benefits of regional cooperation and capacity building. Looking ahead, the subgroup will expand 

the application of optimization tools to other case studies, while preparing inputs for the 2028–2030 Regional 

Work Plan. 

Following the presentation on the ISSG activities by Isabella Bitetto, Chair of the ISSG, a discussion was held 

regarding potential case studies for inclusion in the Med&BS RWP 2028–2030. Their inclusion will be subject 

to agreement on the final results by the relevant National Correspondents. It was commented that the Black 

Sea case study could be included in the RWP. Concerning the case studies in the Adriatic, the relevant MS 

agreed to coordinate their work for finalising the case studies. It was also highlighted that other case studies 

are in progress (Malta and Spain), whose results will be presented in future meetings, and that any other MS 

interested in implementing the sampling optimization tools is welcome.  

 

3.5.3. ISSG on fish stomachs collection and analysis. Actions carried out and progress of 

the RWP. 

The status of the data collection on stomach contents in Med & BS, jointly with a proposal of a new sampling 

scheme for the RWP 2028-2030, was presented by Paolo Sartor on behalf of the ISSG chair Cristina Follesa. 
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In the Med & BS, the stomach contents data collection and analysis coordinated at regional level has started 

only recently. A non-binding Regional Work Plan (RWP 2025-2027) is currently implemented, focused on 

European hake in the Mediterranean Sea and turbot in the Black Sea. 

Although the sampling protocols were considered appropriate, the need to increase the number of species 

to be monitored was acknowledged. This would allow investigating a wide part of the demersal fish 

assemblages and align with what has been implemented within ICES for several years. 

Therefore, it was proposed to have a new data collection protocol that no longer focuses on a single species, 

but is based on a cyclical analysis (3-year rolling scheme) on a group of key demersal species. This would 

enable studies on the temporal dynamics of predator-prey interactions and support the accurate 

parameterization for multispecies assessment models, in line with the objectives of CFP and EUMAP. 

The main sources for the sampling remain the International Trawl Surveys in Med&BS, although these can be 

complemented by the biological sampling, ensuring broader temporal coverage.  

Other proposals were presented: to implement training activities; to harmonize methodologies; to 

collaborate with NANSEA stomach contents ISSG; to include stomach data in RDB; to consider integrative 

approaches, as Stable Isotope Analysis. 

Positive feedback was received from the experts of Med&BS involved in the ISSG Stomach Contents, with 

proactive comments and suggestions, in particular on the species to be included in the sampling and also on 

the improvement of the sampling protocols.  Therefore, the final selection of species under this new proposal 

still has to be discussed among the experts within the ISSG. 

The new scheme of sampling requires additional efforts both in terms of man/months and in terms of 

expertise. Taking into account these aspects, an increase of the budget is needed to properly conduct these 

tasks. This will be one important issue to be discussed in the future. 

During the discussions that followed the presentation, it was mentioned that the group of key demersal 

species will probably be different for the western, central and eastern Mediterranean. Questions were raised 

whether small pelagic species could be also included (as the diet of hake is based on anchovy), but this was 

considered preliminary at this point. Some MS preferred to keep optional the sampling of additional species 

and raised concerns on the inclusion of commercial fisheries in the sampling scheme for stomachs.  

 

2.5.1. ISSG PETs bycatch monitoring. Actions carried out and progress of the RWP. 

Charis Charilaou presented the topics addressed in the online meeting of the Med&BS ISSG PETs on 19th 

March 2025, which she chaired due to the lack of a nominated ISSG chair at the time. The agenda of the 

meeting included an overview of the regional work on PETs sampling at Med&BS level, a discussion on the 

questions raised for all ISSGs on future steps for the new RWP 2028-2030, and the discussion and nomination 

of the next ISSG Chairs. 

The main challenges identified by the ISSG concern the huge amount of effort and resources required to 

obtain a reasonable sampling coverage of PETs bycatch monitoring and collect robust bycatch data. Exploring 

other synergistic approaches for estimating PETS bycatch using data from different sources should be 
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considered, since the DCF cannot be the main platform for collecting bycatch data (and if so, additional 

resources and funding are required). Ambitious achievements of the ISSG by the end of 2030 include a 

collaboration with the ISSG on sampling optimization before proposing scenarios of sampling effort for 

bycatch monitoring; performing pilot tests using CCTV cameras and AI tools for monitoring and data 

processing PETs bycatch, as well as creating synergies with other fora involved in PETs monitoring, avoiding 

duplication of effort and resources. The ISSG agreed that the incorporation of the PETS bycatch monitoring 

data to RDBFIS, and the use of agreed methods for raising data to bycatch estimates, would facilitate the 

transmission of bycatch data to the end-users.  

Concerning the selection of the new ISSG chairs, no interest was expressed by the ISSG PETs experts to be 

nominated as chairs. Consequently, during the online meeting it was agreed to perform a random selection 

of the country that will provide the chair for 2025; starting from this country, the rest of the MSs will follow 

alphabetically. It was agreed to follow the model of having annually a chair and a co-chair. Slovenia was 

randomly selected; therefore, the chair of 2025 will come from Slovenia, and the co-chair from Spain, which 

follows Slovenia alphabetically. Indeed, Slovenia appointed Jan Potocnik Erzin as chair, while there was no 

appointment of a co-chair by Spain. 

A brief review followed on the suggestions of the ISSG RWP related to the PETs Bycatch monitoring. The 

ISSG RWP suggested taking advantage of the work already performed by GFCM on PETS sampling (WG 

VUL) and adopting a step-by-step approach for the RWP 2028-2030, starting with the monitoring of species 

with a high probability of accidental encounters. It was suggested to review the ICES advice issued in 2024 

regarding suitable bycatch monitoring systems and to request information from MS on the bycatch monitoring 

programs performed (including non-DCF) and on PET species with the highest probability of being 

encountered by fisheries, for identifying priority species for the RWP. It was finally suggested to establish 

coordination with the panregional ISSG ETP. 

During the discussions that followed the presentation, Spain asked the RCG Med&BS to put off its selection 

for some years due to the impossibility of assuming the chairing for the lack of experts and human resources 

related with this ISSG topic. The request was accepted by the RCG Med&BS. It was proposed that the co-

chairing passes to the next country in the alphabetical order list (Bulgaria); the Bulgarian NC committed to 

consult internally the national experts on this possibility, and accepted to nominate a co-chair of the ISSG 

PETs for 2026. 

Both the RCG Med&BS MSs and the DGMARE representative, Venetia Kostopoulou, emphasized the 

importance for all MSs to nominate experts in the different ISSGs, which are the backbone of the RCG 

Med&BS. It was reminded that the lists of nominated experts for all ISSGs are available online. MSs should 

review the lists and update them with the nomination of new experts when necessary. 

 

3.5.4. ISSG Recreational Fisheries - Actions carried out and progress of the RWP, and 

Presentation of GFCM research program on recreational fisheries 

The chair of the ISSG on Recreational Fisheries, Manos Koutrakis, presented information on the current 

sampling scheme applied in the Med&BS RWP, and potential ideas for the 2028-2030 RWP. The collection of 

recreational fisheries data is limited in the Mediterranean and Black Sea countries/member states, and the 
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lack of reliable estimates of catch and effort data prohibit their inclusion to any stock management attempt, 

with implications for fisheries management. The minimum requirements of the sampling scheme in the current 

RWP include:  

a) the estimation of the population of recreational fishers by segment and sub-region and  

b) the identification and listing of priority species by subregion, using a multispecies approach and 

allowing the use of a variety of off-site and/or on-site methods.  

A review of the sampling methods and other efforts made so far, as well as the licensing state in all Med&BS 

Member States was presented as well, indicating up-to date shortcomings and advances.  

Foreseen achievements for the Regional Working Plan 2025-2027 include the final estimation of the number 

of recreational fishers by segment (shore, boat, spear fishing) and sub-region for all MED&BS MS, and a final 

list of priority species by sub-region for all MED&BS MS for the estimation of “catches” (a) and “releases” 

(b), by sub-region. Moreover, a list of vulnerable species (c) incidentally caught in recreational fisheries by 

sub-region is foreseen.  

Potential ideas for the Regional Working Plan of 2028-2030 were also presented, focusing on alternative 

methods of estimating population of recreational fishers, possible recall surveys to collect catch & release 

data as well as on-site surveys for the collection of biological data. 

A second presentation followed by Fabio Grati, the regional coordinator of the GFCM programme on 

recreational fisheries. The relevant GFCM research programme is mainly based in four different work 

packages with duration from 2024-2026: 1) Data Collection of fishing effort and socio-economic variables 

(based on the harmonized methodology described in the GFCM handbook); 2) Framework for Stock 

Assessment; data from the first work package can provide insights into target species and assess the need of 

initiate or continue the evaluation their stocks independently or complemented with data from small-scale 

fisheries; 3) Management Measures; compilation of information on existing recreational fisheries management 

measures in the Mediterranean, discussion about its effectiveness and recommendations to enhance these 

management measures; 4) Stakeholder Engagement; creation of a transversal multidisciplinary forum of 

dialogue between the different engaged stakeholders (fishers, researchers and decision-makers) to discuss 

the programming and implementation of technical management measures and national and international level. 

The kick-off hybrid meeting of the GFCM project was held in Rome on 19-20 February 2025, with the 

participation of 55 experts from 14 countries, DG MARE, and MEDAC, where the main points discussed 

were the compilation of general information and legislation of management measures of recreational fisheries 

in the Mediterranean and the involvement of participants/MS in the work package 1 (Data Collection).  

Following the two presentations, the Group highlighted the fact that the EU Fisheries Control Regulation 

includes reporting obligations for recreational fisheries from 2026, particularly electronic recording and 

reporting for fishers catching species subject to Union conservation measures. In this context, some MSs 

explained the actions taken in their countries, in order to comply with the Control Regulation, like developing 

a mobile application for reporting recreational fisheries data requested by the Control Regulation.  

On the other hand, RCG members expressed their concerns about the proposal of the ISSG on Recreational 

Fisheries, such as the collection of biological variables, the difficult to carry out a survey monthly, and having 

two lists of priority species (GFCM and ISSG RF lists). The way that each Member State manages the 
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recreational fisheries is an aspect that should be taken into account at the time of establishing data collection 

commitments.  

Concerning the potential ideas proposed for the future RWP, several MS stated their difficulties in carrying 

out the recall survey at monthly level and collecting biological variables. Considering that both GFCM and EU 

DCF require to identify priority species from the recreational fisheries, it was also requested to follow a 

process for identifying priority species in parallel with GFCM, to avoidg having two lists of priority species, 

at GFCM and DCF level. 

It was agreed to circulate a questionnaire amongst the Med&BS MS, keeping up to date the status and efforts 

made to meet the EU requirements on recreational fisheries data, and their intention to be engaged in 

possible future recall and on-site surveys. The results will be discussed in an upcoming meeting of ISSG 

Recreational Fisheries within 2025. 

Questions were raised whether this type of data collection is linked to a data call and what is the added value 

of collecting biological data from recreational fisheries for stock assessment, particularly for those species 

that do not affect commercial fisheries. Ivana Vukov replied that, in the AER data call, there is a template on 

recreational catches for quota species. Charis Charilaou complemented that information is provided for 

GFCM stock assessment. 

It was finally highlighted that the roadmap of the Recreational Fisheries data collection should be approved 

by the next RCG Med&BS annual meeting.  

 

3.5.5. Diadromous species - Inclusion of Eel in Regional Work Plan 

Two presentations were given concerning this agenda item, by Argyrios Sapounidis and Marko Freese. 

The European eel (Anguilla anguilla) is recognized as a critically endangered species, with its stock facing 

alarming decline. In response, the General Fisheries Commission for the Mediterranean (GFCM) has 

developed a multiannual management framework to support recovery and sustainable use of the species in 

the area. Following the acknowledgment of the eel’s critical status in 2017, Recommendation 

GFCM/42/2018/1 established transitional measures, including a 30% reduction in fishing effort over three 

years, seasonal closures, and fisheries restricted areas. Complementary national management plans, 

monitoring strategies, and voluntary conservation measures were also encouraged. A coordinated research 

program (2020–2022) involving nine scientific partners laid the groundwork for a Regional Working Plan, 

highlighting the need for standardized monitoring, harmonized data collection, enhanced cooperation, and 

habitat restoration. Key priorities include long-term stock assessment, mitigation of illegal, unreported and 

unregulated (IUU) fishing, and improved understanding of eel recruitment, escapement, and habitat 

connectivity. This integrated regional approach aims to provide a consistent scientific basis for management 

and assessment by data end-users, aiming at both ecological recovery and the sustainability of fisheries across 

the Mediterranean and Black Sea. 

The RCG ISSG for Diadromous Species has been mandated to develop a draft Regional Work Plan (RWP) 

aimed at harmonizing a database for assessment purposes. Currently, no dedicated RWP exists for 

diadromous fish, although there are references in the general text of the Baltic RWP and in the description 
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of test studies within the NANSEA RWP. Establishing RWPs is challenging because not all members of the 

Joint EIFAAC/ICES/GFCM Working Group on Eels (WGEEL) are part of the EU or covered by the Data 

Collection Framework (DCF). Consensus on an RWP should be reached by the relevant Member States 

during the Liaison/Decision Meeting. Once agreed, all relevant Member States should incorporate the RWP 

into their National Work Plans. 

In response to the question of how feasible it would be to have a text on a potential RWP on eel by the end 

of the year, it was noted that while this is challenging, efforts to produce input for a first draft will be made 

in correspondence with ICES WGEEL end-user needs, ISSG diadromous fishes and the outcomes from the 

DIASPARA project. Also, after the finalization of the national management plans under GFCM the EU-

Mediterranean countries - with eel fisheries - should agree on the adoption of an RWP, and only then 

discussions on its formalization may initiate. 

During the discussion, the RCG Med&BS agreed that all relevant Med&BS MS should appoint national experts 

to join the ISSG on diadromous species, forming a subgroup of Med&BS Eel experts; a decision was 

formulated based on this agreement.  

 

3.5.6. Review of methods used to calculate fishing effort variables. Possible inclusion of 

transversal variables in RWP 

A template was circulated by the RCG Med&BS chair, Charis Charilaou, to the Med&BS NCs in advance of 

the RCG Med&BS meeting, for collecting information on the methods used to calculate effort variables, 

specifically fishing days and days at sea (Annex 4). The purpose of this template is to evaluate the current 

methods used by the Med&BS MS for calculating fishing effort, and to consider harmonizing them to obtain 

comparable effort estimates used in the various data calls and raising procedures. Such a possible 

harmonization in calculating fishing effort variables could be included in the 2028-2030 Med&BS RWP. 

Previous pan-regional work towards the harmonization of effort estimation was carried out during the first 

Workshop on Transversal Variables in Zagreb, Croatia, in 2015, and the second Workshop on Transversal 

Variables in Nicosia, Cyprus, in 2016. During the 2nd Workshop, basic principles (named the “Nicosia” 

principles) were agreed, and a fecR package was developed to standardize the calculation of fishing days and 

days at sea across MSs. Further development of the fecR package is carried out by the ISSG on Metier and 

Transversal Variables Issues. The template included questions concerning applying the Nicosia principles, the 

use of the fecR package or other methods used for calculating effort, and methods for determining metier 

level 6 codes. Based on the response received, most Med&BS MSs apply the Nicosia principles; the majority 

do not use the fecR package and have developed national methods for calculating fishing effort. The 

assignment of metiers at level 6 is based mostly on gear type and target species used, and is done either 

manually or with the use of national scripts.  

Following the presentation of the methods used by the MSs, the participants were invited to discuss whether 

it would be beneficial for the RCG Med&BS to agree on common approaches for calculating fishing effort and 

to include them in the 2028-2030 Med&BS RWP. It was proposed to postpone the discussion in light of 

potential changes to national reporting systems, which may arise from the provisions of the revised Fisheries 

Control Regulation. 
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3.6. ToR 6 Métier issues 

The chairs of the ISSG on Metier and transversal variable issues presented their work in the 2024/2025 

season at the RCG Med&BS Annual Meeting. The group is tasked to follow and evaluate the implementation 

of the métier codes on a pan-regional level and maintain métier codes and other reference lists and scripts. 

In addition, the ISSG works on effort calculations in the fecR package and methods to combine different 

fisheries declarative data sources (cross-validation) with a focus on the RDBES CE and CL tables and has also 

worked on a template for documenting CE and CL data uploaded to the RDBES. Many of the issues discussed 

in the ISSG is also of relevance to RCG Med&BS.  

The métier codes as well as reference lists and scripts are stored at a github repository 

(https://github.com/ices-eg/RCGs/tree/master/Metiers). The ISSG manages the métier list that is used by both 

JRC and ICES for data calls (e.g., FDI, RDBES). The species reference list is used to group species into target 

species groups (DEF, CRU, SPF etc.) that is used for allocating the metier codes to transversal data. 

Regarding métiers of relevance to the RCG Med & BS, the use of GNS_DEF métier in the Black Sea was 

discussed. According to the technical regulations for turbot fisheries, a mesh size greater than 400 mm should 

be used. In the list of métiers agreed upon by the ISSG on métiers and transversal variable issues, and later 

adopted by the RCG Med&BS, three relevant métiers are currently available: GNS_DEF_>0_0_0, 

GNS_DEF_<16_0_0 and GNS_DEF_>=16_0_0. Introducing an additional métier, GNS_DEF_>=400_0_0, 

would lead to overlapping issues. This contradicts the goal of the ISSG, which aims to develop methods to 

eliminate such overlaps. Moreover, any changes to the mesh size ranges for net métiers used by RCG MBS 

members would require updates to the submitted data for the entire historical time series since 2013 – 

something that is intended to be avoided. Three possible solutions were discussed: 1) Use the existing métier 

GNS_DEF_>=16_0_0, while reporting the MESH_SIZE_RANGE as 400DXX for the FDI data call 2) Split 

the métier into two categories: GNS_DEF_16_399_0_0 and GNS_DEF_>=400_0_0. In this case, the RCG 

MBS should ask the ISSG to update the métier list for the Mediterranean and Black Sea regions and historical 

time series should be updated. 3) Since GNS_DEF_>=400_0_0 is specific to the Black Sea region, split the 

métier list into separate lists for the Mediterranean and Black Sea regions. In this case, the RCG MBS should 

work with the ISSG to develop this new reference list for Black Sea region and historical time series should 

be updated. The solutions were discussed, and option 3 was preferred. This means that the ISSG Metier and 

transversal data work on this solution during the 2025/2026 term. 

The new gear traplines targeting swordfish has been introduced, and the ISSG was requested to suggest gear 

and metier codes. The RCG Large Pelagics supports the suggested codes: Gear code (level 4): LLT (Longline 

with traplines), Metier level 5 code: LLT_LPF, Metier level 6 code: LLT_LPF_0_0, Metier level 7 code: 

LLT_LPF_0_0_SWO. The code LLT should be used if there is a combination of hooks and traplines. If no 

traplines are used on the longline, it is LLD. Associated to the code, the percentage traplines should be 

indicated. This could be >0 to 100. The relevant gear dimensions are number of hooks, number of traplines, 

Perimeter of the smallest hoop of the trapline (cm). ISSG Metier and transversal variables will have an extra 

task in 2025/2026 to make an inventory of the use of the new gear traplines in EU MS. 

https://github.com/ices-eg/RCGs/tree/master/Metiers


RCG MED&BS 2025 REPORT 

   Progress report on ToRs 

 
 

 

31 

Additional work of the ISSG in 2024/2025 has been update of the métier manual on the GitHub, production 

of Metier description reports for RCG NANSEA & Baltic, analysis of questionnaire on cross-validation 

methods used by MS to combine data from different sources, test of template to document the 

methodologies applied for RDBES effort and landings tables. 

Regarding the effort fecR package, a disaggregation function has been developed for the fecR package, so that 

the results (fishing effort metrics calculated by the functions of the fecR package) can be disaggregated by 

métier (the global aim is to be able to disaggregate the fecR outputs to the level asked into the RDBES data 

call, métier constitute a first step to do that). Some issues regarding the use of passive gears have been 

discussed by the group which agreed to keep the sum coherent with the initial calculation from the fecR 

package functions (e.g. two different nets métier are operated by the vessel during one Fishing Day then 0.5 

Fishing Day will be allocated to each métier although the ‘Nicosia’ principles assumed that these two métiers 

could be used in parallel). 

The ISSG has also worked on calculating fishing effort metrics for SSF in the case of incomplete data available 

in order to adapt the calculation to these incomplete data (e.g., information is provided by fishing day and 

not by fishing trip – ICES rectangle is unknown – Gear dimension is unknown - etc.). Some assumptions have 

been made to complete the data (e.g. following the hypothesis ‘1 Fishing Day = 1 Day At Sea = 1 Fishing Trip’ 

or only one ICES rectangle will be crossed during the day) which allow the calculation of the corresponding 

fishing effort metrics using a downgraded mode. These improvements will constitute a new specific function 

which will be named “SSF_correct” and will be made available in the fecR package. The ISSG will discuss 

further the way to distinguish vessels where these corrections could apply (i.e., where the SSF hypothesis 

have to be applied) and not. At this stage, a default vessel length threshold has been proposed (e.g., put at 

10m as vessels <10m are not required to complete EU logbooks). 

When the updates are implemented, the vignette can also be updated to document the revision provided. 

The ISSG will continue to work on these improvements and develop the “branch” corresponding before 

updating the fecR package. 

The ISSG will continue its work in 2025/2026 and continue the collaboration with RCG Med&BS. 
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3.7. ToR 7 Scientific surveys 

3.7.1. Review of 2023-2024 regional coordination, next steps and actions – MEDIAS 

The MEDIAS (MEDiterranean International Acoustic Surveys) Steering Committee met Valetta, Malta, on 08-

10 April 2025, hosted by MAFA-ARM and chaired by Tarek Hattab from IFREMER. The hybrid meeting was 

also virtually hosted on Zoom platform. Meeting participants were representatives from the European Union 

countries involved in acoustic surveys in the Mediterranean Sea (i.e. Croatia, France, Greece, Italy, Malta, 

Slovenia and Spain) and in the Black Sea (i.e. Bulgaria). One representative of EC from DG-MARE, and three 

representatives from RDBFIS II & RDBFIS-III projects were invited to participate. In total, 39 participants 

attended the meeting including 15 in-person attendees and 24 virtual participants. 

 

Figure 3.7.1.2: Acoustic surveys performed in DCF-MEDIAS framework during 2024. 

Surveys performed (2024) 

1  IEO-ESP: MEDIAS 2024 acoustic survey was carried out in the Mediterranean Spanish waters 

(GSA06, Northern Spain and GSA01, Northern Alboran Sea) from 2nd July to 6th August 2024 (38 

days) on board the R/V “Miguel Oliver”. 

2  IFREMER-FRA: The surveys took place from June 29 to July 31 2024. (lasts 33 days at sea) and 

covered the Gulf of Lions (3300 nm2) with the fishery Research Vessel L’Europe.  

3  CNR-IAS-ITA: MEDIAS 2024 in GSA 9 took place from October 23 to November 2 (lasts 11 

days at sea) and covered the continental shelf in the Ligurian and North Tyrrhenian Sea (4672 nm2). 

MEDIAS 2024 in GSA 10 took place in the period 13 – 23 October (lasts 11 days at sea) and covered 

the continental shelf in the central and south Tyrrhenian sea (3007 nm2) These surveys were carried 

out aboard the research vessel “G. Dallaporta.”. 
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4  ARM: MEDIAS 2024 acoustic survey was conducted between 26th and 28th November 2024 (~3 

days at sea). It was conducted in the western GSA15, following MEDIAS protocol (MEDIAS 

Handbook, 2023) with the help of our Sicilian colleagues. The Vessel used was the Research/Survey 

Vessel G. Dallaporta. 

5  CNR-IAS-ITA: MEDIAS 2024 in GSA 16 took place in the period 4 – 19 November (lasts 21 days 

at sea) and covered the continental shelf along the southern coast of Sicily (3603 nm2) with the 

Research Vessel "G. Dallaporta".  

6  IOF-HRV: Acoustic survey on the eastern part of GSA 17 in 2024 was performed in two periods 

due to the combination of equipment malfunction and vehicle availability. First part of expedition 

was performed from 01/09/2024. to 07/09/2024. Second part continued from 16/10/2024. to 

05/11/2024. For echogram recording, R/V BIOS DVA (length: 36m, engine power: 1200HP) was 

used for 28 days, in order to survey the area of 13.578 nmi2. For sampling biological material, R/V 

BIOS DVA was used for 4 days in the first leg of the expedition, and trawler Orka was used for 10 

days in second leg of the expedition. 

7  CNR-IRBIM-ITA: MEDIAS 2024 acoustic survey was carried out in the period August 14 – 

September 30, 2024 (2 months delay in vessel availability). It was conducted in the western GSA 

17, in the planned area of ~ 11,000 nmi2 . The cruises were conducted on board the research vessel 

“G. Dallaporta”. GSA 18 survey was not conducted due to very bad weather conditions especially 

in September. 

8  HCMR-GRC: MEDIAS 2024 acoustic surveys covered 5019 nmi2 in northern Aegean Sea during 

June - July, and 3246 nmi2 in eastern Ionian Sea during September - October with the fishery 

Research Vessel PHILIA (26 m length, 2× 340 HP). In 2024, GSA22 (northern Aegean Sea) was only 

partially covered as a) the cruise commenced with a 12-days delay due to crew-related issues 

(strike), and b) followed by a 6-day interruption caused by an engine malfunction on the vessel. 

Since the research vessel was unavailable after July 12th, due to commitments to another 

international project, it was not possible to conduct sampling in the Thermaikos and North Evoikos 

Gulfs, located in the western part of the northern Aegean Sea. 

9  IO-BAS-BGR: Pelagic trawl survey in the Black Sea (PTSBS) for sprat stock assessment is planned 

for June -July (spring season) and October - November (autumn season) applying the swept area 

method in the Bulgarian Black Sea area. The Pelagic Trawl survey (PT) was accomplished on board 

of R/V HaitHabu. 

More detailed information & results on these surveys are available in 18th MEDIAS Report on ICES sharepoint, 

and on MEDIAS website: https://www.medias-project.eu/index.php/meeting-reports.  

Harmonization issues 

1  A new RDBFIS Workshop will be organized following the MEDIAS meeting to support Phase 3 of 

the project and further develop the database. Key areas of focus will include the integration of survey 

coverage polygons, procedures for estimating total biomass and abundance by study area, and 

refinement of the quality control process. This work will be undertaken by the sub-group that has 

already begun developing the MEDIAS RDBFIS tables. 

Preliminary results from the gonad photo exchange exercise—aimed at determining maturity 

stages—were presented, revealing a low level of agreement among operators. The exercise will 

https://www.medias-project.eu/index.php/meeting-reports
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continue for both to enlarge the collection with missing maturity stages and, to include photographs 

or the interpretation of the existing material by teams, which are not yet contributed. A dedicated 

meeting will be organized with the support of the RCG Secretariat, well in advance of the next 

coordination meeting, to establish a detailed timeline and clarify the remaining steps required to 

complete this exercise. 

2  The Steering Committee developed a standardized template for teams to report any changes in the 

MEDIAS survey protocol over the course of the time series. This table will collect information on 

the type and duration of protocol deviations, the reasons for these changes, and any potential impact 

on biomass estimations. The completed tables will be submitted alongside the survey summaries and 

compiled in the final meeting report, which will then be shared with end-users and included as 

metadata with the publicly available Medias dataset.                                                              

3  In light of the difficulties some teams have faced in adhering to the official survey period defined in 

the handbook, the Steering Committee reiterated the importance of engaging with the European 

Commission in such cases. It was reaffirmed that any survey planned outside the authorized 

window—i.e., more than one buffer month beyond the official period—must receive prior approval 

from both the MEDIAS Steering Committee and the EC before implementation. 

4  Building on progress made in hosting MEDIAS data in the RDBFIS format, the Working Group 

decided to leverage this structure to harmonize data processing. The main constraint identified with 

the use of the EchoR package was the formatting of input data. Therefore, the WG agreed to develop 

a new R package tailored to the MEDIAS context, based on EchoR’s core functionalities but fully 

adapted to the RDBFIS format. This package will accept input tables in RDBFIS format (e.g., trawl, 

NASC, and echotype tables) and generate outputs in the same format, including acoustic estimates 

by species and length class. An expert sub-group will convene ahead of the next coordination meeting 

to advance this work. 

5  Regarding ongoing efforts to develop a TS (target strength) model for anchovy, the group agreed to 

continue enhancing the spatial coverage of the in-situ dataset, particularly in the Northwestern 

Mediterranean where data remain sparse. Although conducting monospecific night trawls remains 

challenging in some areas, the Spanish and French teams are committed to intensifying data collection. 

Additionally, the Spanish and Sicilian teams will review historical datasets to identify potential night 

trawls with monospecific anchovy catches that could be shared with Zacharias Kapelonis (HCMR)  

to support the analyses. 

6  Still in connection with the TS model development for anchovy, the WG agreed to send frozen 

anchovy samples to CNR IRBIM as part of an ongoing study on modeling anchovy backscattering. A 

protocol will be circulated to all WG members outlining the procedures for sample collection and 

preparation. These samples will subsequently be used for CT or X-ray scans of the swim bladders. 

Furthermore, it was decided to centralize the scanning process at CNR IRBIM to minimize 

methodological variability and reduce analytical costs. 

7  The Working Group has decided to include echograms showing typical echo-traces observed in the 

different GSAs in the MEDIAS handbook. To ensure the consistency of the echograms in terms of 

graphical representation, it was agreed to send the acoustic data and the accompanying polygons 

(defining the echo-traces) in Echoview format to Zacharias Kapelonis (HCMR), who will be 

responsible for producing the standardized echogram visualizations. An exception is made for France, 
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which will provide layouts in a different format to indicate the location of the echo-traces, as they 

use different software for acoustic data processing.  

Other topics 

1  Kelly Camilleri from MAFA ARM was elected as the new MEDIAS Chair for the next three years. 

2  Following the agreement of Member States, survey data - including MEDIAS - was made publicly 

available through JRC: Joint Research Centre Data Catalogue - EU Mediterranean and Black Sea 

Fisheries Independe... - European Commission. The citation is the following: ‘European Commission, 

Joint Research Centre (JRC) (2025): EU Mediterranean and Black Sea Fisheries Independent Survey 

Data up to 2023. European Commission, Joint Research Centre (JRC) [Dataset] doi: 

10.2905/f25092c4-3f0f-449f-ba60-5fbfe385defc PID: http://data.europa.eu/89h/f25092c4-3f0f-449f-

ba60-5fbfe385defc’. MEDIAS is included in the keywords. The data set will be updated every year, 

adding one more year. 

3  Finally, a new template produced by the RCG Secretariat for the preparation of survey presentations 

and reports has been created. These templates will be shared with the entire group and will be used 

starting from the next meeting in order to establish a common visual identity. The RCG Secretariat 

will be equally available to assist in the organisation of next year’s meeting. 

4  The updated website presented at the 17th MEDIAS meeting is now online and hosted on a CNR 

server (www.medias-project.eu). The CNR IT team routinely carries out website backups. 

Registration is intended mainly for access to the working documents presented during MEDIAS 

meetings and is only available to MEDIAS meeting participants. Conversely, all users (unregistered) 

can access meeting reports, the handbook, and the publication list. 

3.7.2. Review of 2023-2024 regional coordination, next steps and actions – MEDITS 

The MEDITS Coordination Group met in Kavala (Greece), 6th-7th May 2025, chaired by Beatriz Guijarro. 

Before this Group, two previous meetings took place: one by the Steering Committee for discussing a possible 

new MEDITS monograph and a meeting between MEDITS and MEDIAS chairs and DGMARE with the aim of 

harmonize the templates for presentations and reports, created by RCG Secretariat. The meeting started 

with a review of the outcomes of the previous coordination meeting and the proposal from DGMARE to 

send to the RCG Secretariat the report and put it in the new templates. It was followed by a final discussion 

of open topics. The group received the feedback from relevant projects (QualiTrain, RDBFIS II), groups (RCG 

Med&BS) and an update of the current state of the bottom trawl surveys in the Black Sea from Bulgaria. A 

presentation of the MEDITS 2024 activities was carried out by GSA. For certain GSAs, additional data are 

being collected like genetic samples (e.g. Spain, Malta). In France, pingers have become mandatory to avoid 

dolphin bycatch. For certain GSAs, increasing efforts have been made to allow the survival of elasmobranches 

and to monitor their state (e.g. released live or dead). It was proposed that this could be expanded to other 

areas, when possible. In some cases, some studies are carried out for analysis physiological traits. There was 

an open discussion about potential changes in the duration of the samples (reduce time sampling), that may 

affect biodiversity; on this topic, there was a proposal of possible study to test potential effects of reducing 

sampling time or at least to collect this information during the surveys when possible. A proposal of reducing 

the number of otolith and illicia collected was discussed, followed by a proposal of recommendation on this 

http://data.europa.eu/89h/f25092c4-3f0f-449f-ba60-5fbfe385defc’
http://data.europa.eu/89h/f25092c4-3f0f-449f-ba60-5fbfe385defc’
http://data.europa.eu/89h/f25092c4-3f0f-449f-ba60-5fbfe385defc’
http://www.medias-project.eu/


RCG MED&BS 2025 REPORT 

   Progress report on ToRs 

 
 

 

36 

topic. In some GSAs, samples are carried out in Fisheries Restricted Areas, as this is the only source of 

information to monitor them. There was no MEDITS survey in Slovenia and in Cyprus in 2024, only partial 

survey in Croatia. The MEDITS survey took place in September in Albania and Montenegro. In Greece, new 

deep water stations are sampled (but they are submitted separately than the historical ones) and a sharp 

decrease in the number of species recorded was detected (probably related to invasive species). A 

presentation from DGMARE was done, with the following main points: i) The need to inform if the official 

time period of the survey changes (May-July, with a buffer period April-September), as it may have funding 

(Commision) and scientific implications (MEDITS group); ii) The link MEDIAS-MEDITS group will be kept 

with annual meeting between the chairs of both groups; iii) MEDITS data publicly available: new release in 

January 2026 and iv) RDBFIS III project: still open question regarding the hosting of the data. As for the 

webpage and sharepoint, it was agreed to explore the two options of Italy or Spain as hosts for the webpage 

and to explore the possibility of having an ICES sharepoint under the RCG umbrella. There was discussion 

regarding the modification of the MEDITS logo, but the question remained open. It was agreed that the RCG 

Secretariat will support the MEDITS Coordination Group in organization aspects and elaboration of 

templates. It was agreed to continue developing a potential new MEDITS special issue in the medium term. 

Some relevant research activities were presented. The venue of next years’ meetings was decided: Spain in 

2026, Cyprus in 2027 and Croatia in 2028. Beatriz Guijarro was re-elected as chair for the next period (3 

years). 

Following the presentation delivered by Grégoire Certain on behalf of the MEDITS Chair, Beatriz Guijarro, 

the RCG Med&BS recalled Recommendation Med&BS_2024_R05 on the public availability of survey data. As 

a follow-up to this recommendation, the MEDITS Coordination Group should have prepared a document 

for end users, outlining changes in survey design and implementation over time by the end of January 2025. 

The Group was informed that this document has not been produced yet, and it was agreed to finalize this 

work before the next EU data release. 

A proposal for a recommendation by the MEDITS Coordination Group was provided to the RCG Med&BS, 

concerning the launch of an extensive study project on the age reading for certain demersal species. The 

draft recommendation became available to the Group during the last day of the meeting, not allowing enough 

time for the participants to discuss and receive clarifications on the text. Due to time limitations, it was 

agreed that the Recommendation will not be endorsed this year, but can be revisited next year. The draft 

Recommendation is provided in Annex 5.  

 

3.7.3. Review of 2023-2024 regional coordination, next steps and actions – Black Sea 

surveys (Bulgaria) 

Pelagic Survey  

The results of the pelagic survey carried out during 2024 were presented, particularly the distribution, 

abundance, biological characteristics, and diet data of the species caught. 
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Demersal Trawl Survey 

The objectives of the surveys done include the collection of data on the biological characteristics of the target 

species, and analyses of spatial distribution of biomass and abundance indices and assessment of the relative 

stocks in the Western Black Sea 

A total of 80 hauls at 3 depth strata between 15 – 100 m were performed in 2024. 

The R script (version 0.2.01) in RoME and Biondex was used with MEDITS data (TA, TB, and TC tables) for 

biomass and abundance indices estimation.  

Turbot 

The total Spring biomass was 1506.97t, with abundance – 840 440 ind. Larger groupings were noted in the 

northern parts of the surveyed area. Total Autumn biomass – 2875.55t, with abundance –1 378 690 ind, 

mostly distributed in the central and southern parts of the Bulgarian Black Sea coast. 

During the spring months, the turbot population was more abundant in the deepest surveyed strata b/n 75 

and 100 m. During the Autumn, the peak of abundance was noted in the 50 to 75 m strata. 

The age structure during the Spring is skewed towards the 2-year-olds in the population, while in the Autumn 

surveys showed prevalence of the 3-year-old specimens.  

The Von Bertalanffy parameters revealed distinct seasonal differences in turbot biology:  

• Spring data reflect active growth and reproduction, with faster growth rates but smaller asymptotic 

sizes.  

• Autumn data exhibits larger asymptotic sizes but slower growth rates, reflecting a mature 

population structure. 

During Spring, 69% of the probed specimens were found to be with empty stomachs, whereas during the 

Autumn research only 40% were with empty stomachs. Among the identifiable items, whiting constituted the 

largest proportion of the turbot's diet during both Spring and Autumn. 

Spiny dogfish 

The biomass distribution of the spiny dogfish shows high dispersibility throughout the seasons. In Spring the 

population is keeping to the northern parts of the Bulgarian Black Sea and closer to the shoreline. During the 

Autumn the population is migrating to greater depths. The maximal CPUA levels were registered in Spring. 

The most abundant catches were reported in Spring in strata 1 (15-50m), with specimens of around 1200 

mm taking prevalence.  

Thornback Ray 

During Spring, thornback rays were observed to cluster in the northern and central regions of the Bulgarian 

coast, keeping to deeper waters, whereas in Autumn, the species showed a preference for southern areas 

and shallower waters. Autumn biomass was 1118t, and the Spring- 475t. 

The biggest abundance was recorded in stratum 1 (15-50m) and 2 (50-75m) during Autumn. In Spring the 

grater quantity was noted in stratum 3 (75-100m). 
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Whiting 

During Spring, the whiting population was recorded to keeping to the central and southern parts, with a 

slight preference for shallower waters and biomass of 16 580t. However, during Autumn, a dispersal can be 

observed, where the population moves further north and into deeper waters with biomass 12 950t. 

The highest abundance was recorded in stratum 3 (75-100m), during Spring. 

Following the presentations made on the demersal and pelagic trawl surveys in Bulgaria, discussion took place 

concerning various issues, including the use of the diet data collected during the surveys in stock assessments, 

methodological comparison of using fixed versus adaptive trawl stations, the fact that red mullet was present 

in the pelagic but was not recorded in the demersal trawl surveys, and confirmation of the limited market 

interest for whiting, despite its abundance in the area.  

 

3.7.4. Review of 2023-2024 regional coordination, next steps and actions – Black Sea 

surveys (Romania) 

Pelagic Survey  

The objectives of the surveys are to monitor pelagic fish resources in the Romanian sector of the Black Sea, 

providing biomass estimates and trends for sustainable fisheries management. Target Species: sprat (Sprattus 

sprattus), horse mackerel (Trachurus mediterraneus), European anchovy (Engraulis encrasicolus), 

Key Findings: Spatial distribution and biomass of main pelagic stocks were mapped across depth layers; 

Length and age structures showed strong recruitment, particularly for anchovy; Year-to-year comparisons 

indicate moderate fluctuations but overall stable and sustainable stock levels. 

The survey delivers essential input for regional stock assessments and supports management advice for Black 

Sea pelagic fisheries. 

Demersal Survey 

The objectives of the surveys are to assess demersal (bottom-dwelling) fish resources in Romanian Black Sea 

waters and provide updated indices of abundance and biomass. 

The research campaigns were carried out later than planned due to contracting delays and adverse weather 

conditions: Spring: 30 January – 3 April 2025 Autumn: 17 – 28 April 2025. 

Gear & Effort: Bottom trawl operations (depth 14–66.8 m, horizontal opening 13 m, vertical 2 m) at 1.8–

2.2 knots; 40 hauls per season, each 60 min. 

Species Recorded (16 total): turbot (Scophthalmus maximus), whiting (Merlangius merlangus), spiny dogfish 

(Squalus acanthias), red mullet (Mullus barbatus), common sole (Solea vulgaris), European flounder (Platichthys 

flesus), thornback ray (Raja clavata), common stingray (Dasyatis pastinaca), knout goby, shore rockling, rapa 

whelk (Rapana venosa), among others. 

Key Findings: Biomass and abundance estimates were produced for key species—especially turbot, whiting, 

and spiny dogfish—by depth, age class, and length distribution; Individual trawl catches ranged from 5 kg to 
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145.85 kg; Stock structure analyses suggest stable age compositions and healthy recruitment for the main 

commercial species. 

The demersal survey provides critical information for setting fishing quotas and designing conservation 

measures in the Romanian Black Sea zone. 

Together, the 2024 pelagic and demersal surveys present a comprehensive assessment of Romanian Black 

Sea fishery resources. The combined datasets offer: 

• Reliable biomass and abundance indices for both pelagic and demersal species. 

• Detailed insights into spatial distribution, age, and length structures. 

• Evidence that key stocks remain within sustainable limits, supporting ecosystem-based fisheries 

management and regional reporting obligations. 

Following the presentations on the demersal and pelagic trawl surveys conducted in Romania, regional 

experts confirmed a decrease in sprat biomass in the area. The RCG Med&BS recalled its 2023 

Recommendation to Black Sea Member States to ensure the availability and use of equipment in accordance 

with the MEDIAS protocol, aiming to achieve consistent and harmonized surveys for the assessment of pelagic 

species in the region. 

Black Sea Member States also highlighted ongoing challenges in securing a research vessel suitable for 

conducting acoustic surveys. In response, the RCG Med&BS agreed on the need to revisit the 2023 

Recommendation concerning the acquisition of acoustic equipment and to explore potential solutions for 

identifying a suitable research vessel to support these surveys. 

 

 

 

  



RCG MED&BS 2025 REPORT 

   Progress report on ToRs 

 
 

 

40 

3.8. ToR 8 Regional data requirements 

3.8.1. Regional work based on results from RCG Med&BS 2025 Data Call 

During the 4th RCM MED 2007, a recommendation came into force stated that “For the purpose of exchanging 

landings data, as a reference for the selection of species to be included in the biological sampling of the National 

Programmes, the RCM MED recommends that MS provide the landings data of the previous 3 years required by the 

DCR during the PGMed meeting, on a common template”. 

In the following years, the RCG MED & BS decided to continue using the landing templates instead of other 

sources (Eurostat) for completing the Table of the Work Plan related with the List of required species/stocks 

(currently Table 2.1 - Stocks) of the Work Plan; this is because the group considers that they provide the 

most reliable landings data for scientific use.  

During 2025, an official data call was launched by the chairs of the RCG MED & BS on the 15th of July 2025 

(Annex 6), requesting the following data for the period 2022-2024: 

- Data on landings based on the Landings template for Med&BS, for start preparing the RCG Med&BS 

Regional Work Plan 2028-2030 (Table 2.1 – Stocks). 

- Data on landings, effort and value by metier, requesting MS to use the metier codes used for the FDI 

Data Calls, for performing a ranking system for the Mediterranean and Black Sea, and for possibly 

updating further the regional list of metiers. 

 

Data were submitted by all Member States in the Mediterranean Sea and the Black Sea, for the requested 

period, except for one MS that provided data only for 2024. Data submitted were reviewed and analysed by 

the RCG Med&BS chair, Charis Charilaou. 

The produced landing templates in landings value (tons) and in contribution (%) of Member States for species 

to be included in Table 2.1 of the RWP Med&BS 2026-2028 are provided in Tables 3.8.1.1 and 3.8.1.2. 

 

Table 3.8.1.1: Average landings by Member State (in tons) over the 2022-2024 period, for species to be included in Table 2.1 

of the RWP Med&BS 2028-2030 
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Species (scientific name) Area BGR CYP ESP FRA GRC HRV ITA MLT* ROU SVN ALL MS
Alosa immaculata GSAs 28-29 6.4            -           -              -           -               -               -                 -           3.9           -           10.2               

Anguilla anguilla GSAs 1-27 -            -           22.0            447.3      5.9               0.4               0.5                 -           -        -           476.2             

Aphia minuta GSA 9, 10, 16 and 19 -            -           -              -           -               -               37.7               -           -           -           37.7               

Aristaeomorpha foliacea GSAs 1-16, 19-21 and 22-27 -            1.4           13.8            -           55.0             -               1,727.7         70.5         -           -           1,868.5         

Aristeus antennatus GSAs 1-16, 19-21 and 22-27 -            0.0           860.4          -           6.2               -               552.3             4.5           -           -           1,423.4         

Atherina spp. GSA 9, 10, 16 and 19 -            -           -              -           -               -               0.2                 -           -           -           0.2                  

Boops boops GSAs 1-27 -            90.7         316.5          143.3      1,937.2       70.9             -                 58.2         -           0.1           2,616.8         

Callinectes sapidus GSAs 1-27 -            -           327.0          -           616.5          5.0               224.7             -           -           0.0           1,173.2         
Chamelea gallina GSAs 17-18 -            -           -              -           -               0.1               17,767.9       -           -           -           17,768.1       

Corallium rubrum GSAs 1-27 -            -           -              -           -               0.1               -                 -           -           -           0.1                  

Coryphaena hippurus GSAs 12-27 -            1.0           -              -           14.5             1.6               146.2             127.1      -           0.0           290.3             

Dicentrarchus labrax GSAs 1-27 -            3.1           117.4          251.0      201.4          12.3             157.8             0.0           -           4.5           747.5             

Diplodus annularis GSAs 12-16, 19-21 -            -           -              -           75.8             -               -                 0.8           -           -           76.6               

Eledone cirrhosa GSA 1-23 -            -           474.8          523.7      24.5             38.1             698.4             0.0           -           -           1,759.5         

Eledone moschata GSA 8-23 -            -           -              -           234.8          132.5          839.9             0.3           -           13.8         1,221.4         

Engraulis encrasicolus GSAs 1-29 131.7        0.9           10,950.8    806.7      11,884.3    13,295.9    21,052.3       -           28.9         0.0           58,151.5       

Eutrigla gurnardus GSA 13-16, 18-23 -            -           -              -           0.0               -               5.7                 -           -           -           5.7                  

Galeus melastomus GSAs 1-27 -            -           56.5            -           4.0               -               7.5                 -           -           -           68.0               
Illex spp., Todarodes spp. GSAs 1-27 -            -           1,010.3      -           565.2          87.9             -                 -           -           0.0           1,663.5         

Lagocephalus sceleratus GSAs 1-27 -            45.8         -              -           1.0               -               -                 -           -           -           46.9               

Loligo vulgaris GSAs 1-27 -            18.5         238.8          -           379.8          149.1          490.2             11.3         -           9.2           1,296.8         

Lophius budegassa GSAs 1-16, 19-21; 22-23 -            -           338.0          494.7      336.5          -               16.4               0.0           -           -           1,185.5         

Lophius piscatorius GSA 1-16, 18-23 -            -           568.1          39.0         14.1             -               309.7             3.8           -           -           934.7             

Merlangius merlangus GSAs 28-29 25.5          -           -              -           -               -               -                 -           0.7           -           26.2               

Merluccius merluccius GSAs 1-27 -            3.1           1,783.1      714.0      2,991.0       1,144.0       6,297.7         24.5         -           3.3           12,960.6       

Micromesistius poutassou GSA 1-11, 22-23 -            -           446.0          13.3         559.0          -               42.1               1.6           -           -           1,062.1         

Mugilidae GSA 8-10, 11.2, 12-23 -            -           -              -           704.2          99.6             1,335.4         0.5           -           5.6           2,145.3         

Mullus barbatus GSAs 1-29 265.3        9.9           1,435.1      417.7      1,614.0       603.3          2,974.1         8.2           30.9         6.9           7,365.5         

Mullus surmuletus GSAs 1-16, 19-21 and 22-27 -            10.7         439.1          -           820.4          -               900.5             13.4         -           -           2,184.1         

Nephrops norvegicus GSAs 1-21 -            -           230.8          42.7         10.5             262.5          701.7             1.5           -           -           1,249.7         

Octopus vulgaris GSAs 1-27 -            3.9           1,710.5      961.7      1,313.2       151.8          3,003.7         22.0         -           0.0           7,166.7         

Pagellus bogaraveo GSAs 1-11 -            -           32.2            40.3         -               -               57.2               21.2         -           -           150.9             

Pagellus erythrinus GSAs 1-27 -            13.0         673.0          176.0      770.2          61.8             409.7             6.6           -           2.0           2,112.3         

Parapenaeus longirostris GSAs 1-27 -            1.2           2,684.1      83.7         2,279.2       768.5          5,816.2         4.3           -           -           11,637.2       

Penaeus kerathurus GSA 22-23 -            -           -              -           661.3          -               -                 -           -           -           661.3             

Portunus segnis GSAs 1-27 -            -           -              -           -               -               -                 0.2           -           -           0.2                  

Pterois miles GSAs 1-27 -            29.3         -              -           8.3               -               -                 -           -           -           37.6               

Raja asterias GSAs 1-27 -            -           119.5          23.7         0.1               -               173.6             -           -           0.1           316.9             

Raja clavata GSAs 1-29 26.3          0.0           80.0            47.7         5.8               4.4               318.6             36.4         1.7           0.1           521.0             
Rapana venosa GSAs 28-29 2,250.8    -           -              -           -               -               -                 -           2,396.8   -           4,647.6         

Sardina pilchardus GSAs 1-27 -            1.5           8,321.9      54.0         6,669.7       30,291.8    9,403.9         -           -           0.7           54,743.5       

Sardinella aurita GSAs 1-16, 19-21 and 22-27 -            0.6           4,333.0      -           2,121.4       -               611.2             82.3         -           -           7,148.5         

Saurida lessepsianus GSAs 22-27 -            -           -              -           -               -               -                 -           -           -           -                 

Saurida undosquamis GSAs 22-27 -            -           -              -           -               -               -                 -           -           -           -                 

Scophthalmus maximus GSAs 28-29 76.3          -           -              -           -               -               -                 -           71.4         -           147.7             

Scomber colias GSAs 1-11, 22-27 -            5.2           1,541.7      21.3         1,234.5       -               205.4             260.4      -           -           3,268.5         

Scomber scombrus GSAs 1-16, 19-21 -            -           409.8          529.3      1.7               -               217.3             -           -           -           1,158.1         

Sepia officinalis GSAs 1-21 -            0.6           546.3          208.0      236.3          101.5          3,087.6         22.0         -           4.0           4,206.2         

Siganus luridus GSAs 22-27 -            7.1           -              -           14.4             -               -                 -           -           -           21.5               

Siganus rivulatus GSAs 22-27 -            26.5         -              -           1.3               -               -                 -           -           -           27.8               

Solea solea (Solea vulgaris) GSAs 17-18, 22-27 -            0.0           -              -           170.1          123.4          1,489.6         0.4           0.1           6.7           1,790.2         

Sparus aurata GSA 7, 22-23 -            -           0.1              1,260.0   373.2          -               -                 0.4           -           -           1,633.8         

Sphyraena sphyraena GSAs 12-16, 19-21 -            -           -              -           29.6             -               0.5                 5.2           -           -           35.2               

Spicara smaris GSAs 17-18, 22-27 -            57.0         -              -           532.9          50.7             0.5                 -           -           -           641.1             

Sprattus sprattus GSAs 28-29 2,554.0    -           -              -           -               -               -                 106.3      61.4         -           2,721.6         

Squalus acanthias GSAs 1-29 13.8          -           2.2              1.7           1.0               26.0             49.3               1.2           1.4           -           96.5               
Squilla mantis GSAs 17-18 -            -           -              -           -               7.6               3,298.7         -           -           2.0           3,308.3         

Trachurus mediterraneus GSAs 1-29 268.3        6.1           1,856.8      329.3      501.8          1,007.7       177.1             33.2         37.7         0.6           4,218.6         

Trachurus picturatus GSAs 1-11 -            -           214.7          -           -               -               6.1                 -           -           -           220.7             

Trachurus trachurus GSAs 1-29 -            -           2,284.6      131.3      829.7          128.9          1,003.6         35.2         -           -           4,413.4         

Trisopterus minutus GSAs 1-29 -            -           290.3          300.7      24.1             -               327.1             -           -           0.0           942.1             

Veneridae GSA 6, 13-21 -            -           71.3            -           -               52.6             14.4               -           -           2.5           140.8             

Sarda sarda GSAs 28-29 30.0          -           -              -           -               -               -                 2.2           0.1           -           32.2               

* only 2024

Average landings (t) 2022-2024



RCG MED&BS 2025 REPORT 

   Progress report on ToRs 

 
 

 

42 

 

Table 3.8.1.2: Contribution (%) of Member States to the average landings over the period 2022-2024, for species to be included 

in Table 2.1 of the RWP Med&BS 2028-2030 

 

Species (scientific name) Area BGR CYP ESP FRA GRC HRV ITA MLT* ROU SVN ALL MS
Dalatias licha GSAs 1-27 -            -           0.0              1.7           0.6               -               -                 0.1           -           -           2.4                  

Dipturus oxyrinchus GSAs 1-27 -            -           8.2              -           -               -               0.2                 0.4           -           -           8.8                  

Etmopterus spinax GSAs 1-27 -            -           3.5              0.3           -               -               0.4                 -           -           -           4.2                  

Fistularia commersonii GSAs 22-27 -            9.3           -              -           0.0               -               -                 -           -           -           9.3                  

Hexanchus griseus GSAs 1-27 -            -           0.3              0.3           -               -               1.5                 6.2           -           -           8.3                  

Metapenaeus stebbingi GSAs 22-27 -            -           -              -           -               -               -                 -           -           1.9           1.9                  

Mustelus asterias GSAs 1-27 -            -           -              -           -               -               4.2                 -           -           -           4.2                  

Mustelus mustelus GSAs 1-27 -            -           35.3            -           20.7             52.1             -                 19.5         -           0.1           127.5             

Mustelus punctulatus GSAs 1-27 -            -           -              -           -               -               -                 0.3           -           -           0.3                  

Myliobatis aquila GSAs 1-27 -            -           4.8              -           5.7               8.7               -                 -           -           -           19.2               

Penaeus japonicus GSAs 22-27 -            -           -              -           -               -               -                 -           -           -           -                 

Prionace glauca GSAs 1-27 -            0.3           0.8              1.0           2.5               -               10.5               3.3           -           -           18.4               

Pteroplatytrygon violacea GSAs 1-27 -            -           0.0              -           -               -               0.0                 -           -           -           0.1                  

Raja miraletus GSAs 1-27 -            -           0.1              -           5.6               2.5               58.4               -           -           -           66.6               

Scomberomorus commerson GSAs 22-27 -            0.0           -              -           -               -               -                 -           -           -           0.0                  

Scyliorhinus canicula GSAs 1-29 -            -           163.2          22.0         49.2             0.3               -                 2.1           -           -           236.8             

Scyliorhinus stellaris GSAs 1-27 -            -           0.3              0.7           0.6               0.4               -                 0.3           -           0.0           2.3                  

Squalus blainville GSAs 1-27 -            2.3           0.5              -           29.9             -               4.6                 20.1         -           -           57.3               

Torpedo marmorata GSAs 1-27 -            -           1.0              0.7           0.0               0.3               0.8                 0.2           -           -           3.0                  

Torpedo torpedo GSAs 1-27 -            -           -              -           -               -               1.9                 -           -           -           1.9                  

* only 2024

Average landings (t) 2022-2024

Species (scientific name) Area BGR CYP ESP FRA GRC HRV ITA MLT* ROU SVN ALL MS
Alosa immaculata GSAs 28-29 0.62         -           -           -           -           -           -           -           0.38         -           1.00         

Anguilla anguilla GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.05         0.94         0.01         0.00         0.00         -           -           -           1.00         

Aphia minuta GSA 9, 10, 16 and 19 -           -           -           -           -           -           1.00         -           -           -           1.00         

Aristaeomorpha foliacea GSAs 1-16, 19-21 and 22-27 -           0.00         0.01         -           0.03         -           0.92         0.04         -           -           1.00         

Aristeus antennatus GSAs 1-16, 19-21 and 22-27 -           0.00         0.60         -           0.00         -           0.39         0.00         -           -           1.00         

Atherina spp. GSA 9, 10, 16 and 19 -           -           -           -           -           -           1.00         -           -           -           1.00         

Boops boops GSAs 1-27 -           0.03         0.12         0.05         0.74         0.03         -           0.02         -           0.00         1.00         

Callinectes sapidus GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.28         -           0.53         0.00         0.19         -           -           0.00         1.00         
Chamelea gallina GSAs 17-18 -           -           -           -           -           0.00         1.00         -           -           -           1.00         

Corallium rubrum GSAs 1-27 -           -           -           -           -           1.00         -           -           -           -           1.00         

Coryphaena hippurus GSAs 12-27 -           0.00         -           -           0.05         0.01         0.50         0.44         -           0.00         1.00         

Dicentrarchus labrax GSAs 1-27 -           0.00         0.16         0.34         0.27         0.02         0.21         0.00         -           0.01         1.00         

Diplodus annularis GSAs 12-16, 19-21 -           -           -           -           0.99         -           -           0.01         -           -           1.00         

Eledone cirrhosa GSA 1-23 -           -           0.27         0.30         0.01         0.02         0.40         0.00         -           -           1.00         

Eledone moschata GSA 8-23 -           -           -           -           0.19         0.11         0.69         0.00         -           0.01         1.00         

Engraulis encrasicolus GSAs 1-29 0.00         0.00         0.19         0.01         0.20         0.23         0.36         -           0.00         0.00         1.00         

Eutrigla gurnardus GSA 13-16, 18-23 -           -           -           -           0.00         -           1.00         -           -           -           1.00         

Galeus melastomus GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.83         -           0.06         -           0.11         -           -           -           1.00         
Illex spp., Todarodes spp. GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.61         -           0.34         0.05         -           -           -           0.00         1.00         

Lagocephalus sceleratus GSAs 1-27 -           0.98         -           -           0.02         -           -           -           -           -           1.00         

Loligo vulgaris GSAs 1-27 -           0.01         0.18         -           0.29         0.11         0.38         0.01         -           0.01         1.00         

Lophius budegassa GSAs 1-16, 19-21; 22-23 -           -           0.29         0.42         0.28         -           0.01         0.00         -           -           1.00         

Lophius piscatorius GSA 1-16, 18-23 -           -           0.61         0.04         0.02         -           0.33         0.00         -           -           1.00         

Merlangius merlangus GSAs 28-29 0.97         -           -           -           -           -           -           -           0.03         -           1.00         

Merluccius merluccius GSAs 1-27 -           0.00         0.14         0.06         0.23         0.09         0.49         0.00         -           0.00         1.00         

Micromesistius poutassou GSA 1-11, 22-23 -           -           0.42         0.01         0.53         -           0.04         0.00         -           -           1.00         

Mugilidae GSA 8-10, 11.2, 12-23 -           -           -           -           0.33         0.05         0.62         0.00         -           0.00         1.00         

Mullus barbatus GSAs 1-29 0.04         0.00         0.19         0.06         0.22         0.08         0.40         0.00         0.00         0.00         1.00         

Mullus surmuletus GSAs 1-16, 19-21 and 22-27 -           0.00         0.20         -           0.38         -           0.41         0.01         -           -           1.00         

Nephrops norvegicus GSAs 1-21 -           -           0.18         0.03         0.01         0.21         0.56         0.00         -           -           1.00         

Octopus vulgaris GSAs 1-27 -           0.00         0.24         0.13         0.18         0.02         0.42         0.00         -           0.00         1.00         

Pagellus bogaraveo GSAs 1-11 -           -           0.21         0.27         -           -           0.38         0.14         -           -           1.00         

Pagellus erythrinus GSAs 1-27 -           0.01         0.32         0.08         0.36         0.03         0.19         0.00         -           0.00         1.00         

Parapenaeus longirostris GSAs 1-27 -           0.00         0.23         0.01         0.20         0.07         0.50         0.00         -           -           1.00         

Penaeus kerathurus GSA 22-23 -           -           -           -           1.00         -           -           -           -           -           1.00         

Portunus segnis GSAs 1-27 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           

Pterois miles GSAs 1-27 -           0.78         -           -           0.22         -           -           -           -           -           1.00         

* only 2024

% of Landings 2022-2024
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Species (scientific name) Area BGR CYP ESP FRA GRC HRV ITA MLT* ROU SVN ALL MS

Raja asterias GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.38         0.07         0.00         -           0.55         -           -           0.00         1.00         

Raja clavata GSAs 1-29 0.05         0.00         0.15         0.09         0.01         0.01         0.61         0.07         0.00         0.00         1.00         
Rapana venosa GSAs 28-29 0.48         -           -           -           -           -           -           -           0.52         -           1.00         

Sardina pilchardus GSAs 1-27 -           0.00         0.15         0.00         0.12         0.55         0.17         -           -           0.00         1.00         

Sardinella aurita GSAs 1-16, 19-21 and 22-27 -           0.00         0.61         -           0.30         -           0.09         0.01         -           -           1.00         

Saurida lessepsianus GSAs 22-27 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           

Saurida undosquamis GSAs 22-27 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           

Scophthalmus maximus GSAs 28-29 0.52         -           -           -           -           -           -           -           0.48         -           1.00         

Scomber colias GSAs 1-11, 22-27 -           0.00         0.47         0.01         0.38         -           0.06         0.08         -           -           1.00         

Scomber scombrus GSAs 1-16, 19-21 -           -           0.35         0.46         0.00         -           0.19         -           -           -           1.00         

Sepia officinalis GSAs 1-21 -           0.00         0.13         0.05         0.06         0.02         0.73         0.01         -           0.00         1.00         

Siganus luridus GSAs 22-27 -           0.33         -           -           0.67         -           -           -           -           -           1.00         

Siganus rivulatus GSAs 22-27 -           0.95         -           -           0.05         -           -           -           -           -           1.00         

Solea solea (Solea vulgaris) GSAs 17-18, 22-27 -           0.00         -           -           0.10         0.07         0.83         0.00         0.00         0.00         1.00         

Sparus aurata GSA 7, 22-23 -           -           0.00         0.77         0.23         -           -           0.00         -           -           1.00         

Sphyraena sphyraena GSAs 12-16, 19-21 -           -           -           -           0.84         -           0.01         0.15         -           -           1.00         

Spicara smaris GSAs 17-18, 22-27 -           0.09         -           -           0.83         0.08         0.00         -           -           -           1.00         

Sprattus sprattus GSAs 28-29 0.94         -           -           -           -           -           -           0.04         0.02         -           1.00         

Squalus acanthias GSAs 1-29 0.14         -           0.02         0.02         0.01         0.27         0.51         0.01         0.01         -           1.00         
Squilla mantis GSAs 17-18 -           -           -           -           -           0.00         1.00         -           -           0.00         1.00         

Trachurus mediterraneus GSAs 1-29 0.06         0.00         0.44         0.08         0.12         0.24         0.04         0.01         0.01         0.00         1.00         

Trachurus picturatus GSAs 1-11 -           -           0.97         -           -           -           0.03         -           -           -           1.00         

Trachurus trachurus GSAs 1-29 -           -           0.52         0.03         0.19         0.03         0.23         0.01         -           -           1.00         

Trisopterus minutus GSAs 1-29 -           -           0.31         0.32         0.03         -           0.35         -           -           0.00         1.00         

Veneridae GSA 6, 13-21 -           -           0.51         -           -           0.37         0.10         -           -           0.02         1.00         

Sarda sarda GSAs 28-29 0.93         -           -           -           -           -           -           0.07         0.00         -           1.00         

Dalatias licha GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.00         0.71         0.27         -           -           0.02         -           -           1.00         

Dipturus oxyrinchus GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.93         -           -           -           0.02         0.05         -           -           1.00         

Etmopterus spinax GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.83         0.08         -           -           0.09         -           -           -           1.00         

Fistularia commersonii GSAs 22-27 -           1.00         -           -           0.00         -           -           -           -           -           1.00         

Hexanchus griseus GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.04         0.04         -           -           0.18         0.75         -           -           1.00         

Metapenaeus stebbingi GSAs 22-27 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           1.00         1.00         

Mustelus asterias GSAs 1-27 -           -           -           -           -           -           1.00         -           -           -           1.00         

Mustelus mustelus GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.28         -           0.16         0.41         -           0.15         -           0.00         1.00         

Mustelus punctulatus GSAs 1-27 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           

Myliobatis aquila GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.25         -           0.30         0.45         -           -           -           -           1.00         

Penaeus japonicus GSAs 22-27 -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           

Prionace glauca GSAs 1-27 -           0.01         0.05         0.05         0.14         -           0.57         0.18         -           -           1.00         

Pteroplatytrygon violacea GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.94         -           -           -           0.06         -           -           -           1.00         

Raja miraletus GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.00         -           0.08         0.04         0.88         -           -           -           1.00         

Scomberomorus commersonGSAs 22-27 -           1.00         -           -           -           -           -           -           -           -           1.00         

Scyliorhinus canicula GSAs 1-29 -           -           0.69         0.09         0.21         0.00         -           0.01         -           -           1.00         

Scyliorhinus stellaris GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.12         0.29         0.25         0.19         -           0.14         -           0.01         1.00         

Squalus blainville GSAs 1-27 -           0.04         0.01         -           0.52         -           0.08         0.35         -           -           1.00         

Torpedo marmorata GSAs 1-27 -           -           0.32         0.22         0.00         0.11         0.27         0.08         -           -           1.00         

Torpedo torpedo GSAs 1-27 -           -           -           -           -           -           1.00         -           -           -           1.00         

* only 2024

% of Landings 2022-2024
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Ranking system for the Mediterranean and Black Sea fisheries  

A ranking system of metiers at level 6 was performed at regional level (Mediterranean Sea, Black Sea - 

GSA29).  

As in previous years, the ranking system applied was the one described in the old DCF Decision 2010/93/EU, 

according to which a ranking of the métiers is performed three times: firstly, according to their share in the 

total landings, secondly, according to their share in the total value of the commercial landings and thirdly, 

according to their share in the total effort (days at sea). For each ranking, the shares were cumulated starting 

with the largest, until a cut-off level of 90% was reached. At the end of the procedure, all métiers selected 

through each ranking where added. 

Data used: Average data on landings, value and effort over the period 2022-2024 were used, received under 

the 2025 RCG Med&BS Data Call.  

 

Results on the ranking system 

 

Black Sea (GSA29) 

Twenty métiers were identified for the Black Sea for the period 2022-2024, listed in Table 3.8.1.3. Seven 

métiers, highlighted in bold, are not included in the 2024 regionally agreed list. 

 

Table 3.8.1.3: List of identified metiers at level 6 in the Black Sea for the period 2022-2024. 

DIV_MOL_0_0_0  LHM_SPF_0_0_0  

FPN_SPF_>0_0_0  LHP_FIF_0_0_0  

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0  LHP_SPF_0_0_0  

FPO_MOL_>0_0_0  LLD_DEF_0_0_0  

FPO_SPF_>0_0_0  LLS_DEF_0_0_0  

GNS_DEF_>=220_0_0  OTM_MPD_14-19_0_0  

GNS_DEF_>=400_0_0  PS_SPF_>0_0_0  

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0  SB_DEF_>0_0_0  

GNS_SPF_>0_0_0  SB_SPF_>0_0_0  

HMD_MOL_>0_0_0  TBB_MOL_>0_0_0 
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The results of the ranking system based on average landings, value and effort respectively are presented in 

Tables 3.8.1.4- 3.8.1.6. 

Table 3.8.1.4: Results of the ranking system at a cut-off level of 90% based on average landings (tons) over the period 2022-

2024 for the Black Sea. 

Metiers at lvl 6 
Average  

Landings (t) 
% CumSum 

TBB_MOL_>0_0_0 3791 0.41 0.41 

OTM_MPD_14-19_0_0 3536 0.38 0.79 

DIV_MOL_0_0_0 1509 0.16 0.95 

 

Table 3.8.1.5: Results of the ranking system at a cut-off level of 90% based on the average value of landings (euro) over the 

period 2022-2024 for the Black Sea. 

Metiers at lvl 6 
Average Value 

(€) 
% CumSum 

OTM_MPD_14-19_0_0 3235857 0.35 0.35 

TBB_MOL_>0_0_0 2194452 0.24 0.59 

DIV_MOL_0_0_0 1816590 0.2 0.79 

GNS_DEF_>=220_0_0 689225 0.08 0.87 

GNS_DEF_>=400_0_0 576550 0.06 0.93 

 

Table 3.8.1.6: Results of the ranking system at a cut-off level of 90% based on average effort (days at sea) over the period 

2022-2024 for the Black Sea. 

Metiers at lvl 6 
Average of Effort 

(days-at-sea) 
% CumSum 

OTM_MPD_14-19_0_0 4343 0.21 0.21 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0 4155 0.20 0.41 

DIV_MOL_0_0_0 3848 0.18 0.59 

GNS_DEF_>=400_0_0 2665 0.13 0.72 

TBB_MOL_>0_0_0 2106 0.10 0.82 

GNS_DEF_>=220_0_0 636 0.03 0.85 

LHP_SPF_0_0_0 607 0.03 0.88 

FPN_SPF_>0_0_0 600 0.03 0.91 
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Overall, eight metiers were selected through the ranking procedure in the Black Sea (see Table 3.8.1.7).  

 
Table 3.8.1.7: Métiers selected through ranking procedure over the period 2022-2024  

for the Black Sea 

Metiers at lvl 6 
Selected based 

on landings 

Selected based 

on value 

Selected based 

on effort 

DIV_MOL_0_0_0 x x x 

FPN_SPF_>0_0_0   x 

GNS_DEF_>=220_0_0  x x 

GNS_DEF_>=400_0_0  x x 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0   x 

LHP_SPF_0_0_0   x 

OTM_MPD_14-19_0_0 x x x 

TBB_MOL_>0_0_0 x x x 

 

Mediterranean Sea  

55 metiers were reported for the Mediterranean Sea for the period 2022-2024, listed in Table 

3.8.1.8. From the table, the following observations are made: 

- Metiers that were removed from the regional list during 2024 and are also not valid under the lists 

of FDI and ISSG on Metier and Transversal Variables metier codes are underlined.  

15 métiers, indicated in bold, are not included in the 2024 regionally agreed list. The regional list 

may be further updated to include these metiers, or decisions can be made for homogenizing the similar 

ones. 

Table 3.8.1.8: List of identified regionally agreed metiers at level 6 in the Mediterranean Sea for the period 2022-2024. 

DRB_MOL_>0_0_0 LH_CEP_0_0_0 MIS_MIS_0_0_0 

DRH_MOL_>0_0_0 LH_FIF_0_0_0 MISC 

FPO_CRU_>0_0_0 LH_LPF_0_0_0 NK 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0 LHM_CEP_0_0_0 OTB_DEF_>=40_0_0 

FWR_DEF_0_0_0 LHM_DEF_0_0_0 OTB_DWS_>=40_0_0 

FYK_CAT_>0_0_0 LHM_DWS_0_0_0 OTB_MDD_>=40_0_0 

FYK_DEF_>0_0_0 LHM_FIF_0_0_0 OTH 

GNC_FIF_>0_0_0 LHM_LPF_0_0_0 OTM_MPD_>=20_0_0 
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GND_DEF_>0_0_0 LHP_CEP_0_0_0 PS_LPF_>=14_0_0 

GND_SPF_>0_0_0 LHP_DEF_0_0_0 PS_LPF_>0_0_0 

GNS_DEF_>=16_0_0 LHP_FIF_0_0_0 PS_SPF_>=14_0_0 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0 LHP_LPF_0_0_0 PS_SPF_>0_0_0 

GNS_SLP_>=16_0_0 LHP-LHM_CEP_0_0_0 PTM_SPF_>=20_0_0 

GTN_DEF_>0_0_0  LHP-LHM_FIF_0_0_0 SB_DEF_>0_0_0 

GTR_DEF_>=16_0_0 LLD_LPF_0_0_0 SB_FIF_>0_0_0 

GTR_DEF_>0_0_0 LLS_DEF_0_0_0 SB_SV_DEF_0_0_0 

LA_SLP_>=14_0_0 LTL_DEF_0_0_0 SV_DEF_>0_0_0 

 LTL_FIF_0_0_0 SX_DEF_0_0_0 

 LTL_LPF_0_0_0 TBB_DEF_>0_0_0 

 

The results of the ranking system based on average landings, value and effort are presented in Tables 3.8.1.9-

3.8.1.11, respectively. 

 

Table 3.8.1.9: Results of the ranking system at a cut-off level of 90% based on average landings (tons) over the period 2022-

2024 for the whole Mediterranean Sea. 

Metiers at lvl 6 
Average 

Landings (t) 
% CumSum 

OTB_DEF_>=40_0_0 64826 0.23 0.23 

PS_SPF_>=14_0_0 62013 0.22 0.44 

PS_SPF_>0_0_0 47240 0.16 0.61 

PTM_SPF_>=20_0_0 21259 0.07 0.68 

DRB_MOL_>0_0_0 20141 0.07 0.75 

GTR_DEF_>=16_0_0 13892 0.05 0.80 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 8795 0.03 0.83 

GNS_DEF_>=16_0_0 8785 0.03 0.86 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0 6764 0.02 0.88 

PS_LPF_>0_0_0 4761 0.02 0.90 
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Table 3.8.1.10: Results of the ranking system at a cut-off level of 90% based on average value of landings (euro) over the period 

2022-2024 for the Mediterranean Sea. 

Metiers at lvl 6 
Average 

Value 
% CumSum 

OTB_DEF_>=40_0_0 398365697 0.30 0.30 

GTR_DEF_>=16_0_0 134810723 0.10 0.40 

PS_SPF_>=14_0_0 110935740 0.08 0.49 

OTB_DWS_>=40_0_0 92338006 0.07 0.56 

GNS_DEF_>=16_0_0 79237268 0.06 0.62 

DRB_MOL_>0_0_0 62406621 0.05 0.66 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 61905099 0.05 0.71 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0 56552776 0.04 0.75 

PTM_SPF_>=20_0_0 50937667 0.04 0.79 

OTB_MDD_>=40_0_0 41595741 0.03 0.82 

PS_LPF_>0_0_0 36101569 0.03 0.85 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 35906123 0.03 0.88 

PS_SPF_>0_0_0 32291493 0.02 0.90 

 

Table 3.8.1.11: Results of the ranking system at a cut-off level of 90% based on average effort (days at sea) over the period 

2022-2024 for the Mediterranean Sea. 

Metiers at lvl 6 Average Effort % CumSum 

GTR_DEF_>=16_0_0 990200 0.31 0.31 

GNS_DEF_>=16_0_0 544451 0.17 0.48 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 361355 0.11 0.59 

OTB_DEF_>=40_0_0 317619 0.10 0.69 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0 266102 0.08 0.78 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0 98148 0.03 0.81 

DRB_MOL_>0_0_0 72297 0.02 0.83 

PS_SPF_>=14_0_0 62913 0.02 0.85 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 54190 0.02 0.87 
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Metiers at lvl 6 Average Effort % CumSum 

GTN_DEF_>0_0_0  50392 0.02 0.88 

OTB_DWS_>=40_0_0 41568 0.01 0.89 

GTR_DEF_>0_0_0 39515 0.01 0.91 

 

In overall, 15 metiers were selected through the ranking procedure in the Mediterranean Sea (see Table 

3.8.1.12); similar metier codes are in bold. 

 

Table 3.8.1.12: Overall métiers selected through ranking procedure over the period 2022-2024 for the Mediterranean Sea. 

Metiers at lvl 6 
Selected based on 

Landings 

Selected based on 

Value 

Selected based on 

Effort 

DRB_MOL_>0_0_0 x x x 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0 x x x 

GNS_DEF_>=16_0_0 x x x 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0   x 

GTN_DEF_>0_0_0   x 

GTR_DEF_>=16_0_0 x x x 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 x x x 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0  x x 

OTB_DEF_>=40_0_0 x x x 

OTB_DWS_>=40_0_0  x x 

OTB_MDD_>=40_0_0  x  

PS_LPF_>0_0_0 x x  

PS_SPF_>=14_0_0 x x x 

PS_SPF_>0_0_0 x x  

PTM_SPF_>=20_0_0 x x  

 

Discussion for updating the Med&BS regionally agreed list of metiers 

Considering that the RCG Med&BS may use the FDI data uploaded in the RDBFIS for performing the metier 

ranking exercise in the future, it is considered important that the Group performs the following regional 

work: 
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1. updates the regionally agreed list of metiers,  

2. compares and possibly adjusts the coding of the regionally agreed metiers with the coding used 

by the ISSG on metiers and the FDI data call, and  

3. agrees to follow the regional agreed list and coding when providing data for the FDI Data Call. 

A major revision of the regional list was made in 2024, and the opinion of the ISSG on Metier and Transversal 

Variables was requested for updating the ISSG Metier List for MedBS. 

For the RCG Med&BS 2025 Data Call, MSs were requested to use the metier codes submitted under the 

FDI Data Call, for possibly updating further the regional list of metiers. Table 3.8.1.13 below provides the 

metier codes used by the MS that have not been included in the regional list. 

 

Table 3.8.1.13: Metiers used by Med&BS MS that are not included in the 2024 updated regional list. 

Metiers codes used by MS in FDI Data Calls 

that are not included in the RCG Med&BS 

regional list 

Decision by the Group 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0 Proposed to be added 

GTN_DEF_>0_0_0  Proposed to be added 

GTR_DEF_>0_0_0 Proposed to be added 

LH_CEP_0_0_0 Not to be added 

LH_FIF_0_0_0 Not to be added 

LH_LPF_0_0_0 Not to be added 

LHM_DEF_0_0_0 Proposed to be added 

LHM_DWS_0_0_0 Proposed to be added 

LHP_DEF_0_0_0 Proposed to be added 

LTL_DEF_0_0_0 Proposed to be added 

LTL_FIF_0_0_0 Proposed to be added 

PS_LPF_>0_0_0 Proposed to be added 

PS_SPF_>0_0_0 Add for BS (and for Med provisionally) 

SB_FIF_>0_0_0 Proposed to be added 

SX_DEF_0_0_0  Proposed to be added 

 

3.9. ToR 9 Diadromous species 

Information on diadromous species is provided under Section 3.5.5, as part of ToR5.   
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4 Follow-up on RCG Med&BS 2024 recommendations 

During 2024, the following 6 Recommendations were made by the RCG Med&BS: 

• Recommendation 01. Use of quality checks for commercial and survey data by Member States 

• Recommendation 02. Qualitrain work follow up through the RCG Med&BS 

• Recommendation 03. RDBFIS use for submission of data  

• Recommendation 04. RDBFIS future hosting  

• Recommendation 05. Public availability of survey data 

• Recommendation 06. On the establishment of access rules to DCRF data for GFCM 

 

The follow-up of each Recommendation is provided below. 
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Recommendation 01.  Use of quality checks for commercial and survey data by  

Member States  

Med&BS_2024_R01  Use of the available data quality check tools by Member States for submission 

to the DG MARE Data Calls and other reporting obligations  

TOR 1  End-users input – Data requirements and data transmission issues  

Justification   This recommendation complements RCG MED & BS 2023 Recommendation 6.  

  
In recent years, several tools have been developed in order to check the quality 
of the data collected before being submitted to any data call, such as RoME for 
MEDITS survey or the RDBQC R package for the information obtained in the 
monitoring of the commercial fleet. In addition to this, the Qualitrain project 
carried out: (i) two trainings on quality checks, to strengthen capacity and 
improve the quality of Med and BS data, (ii) data checks of 146 Med & BS stocks 
through Tasks 2 & 3, the outcomes of which will be sent to the Member States 
for eventual action.   

  
All MS should be well aware, by now, of these tools, which will help to provide 
consistent information to all end-users through the different data calls, as also 
highlighted by STECF EWG 24-02. This is also in line with the legal obligations 
of Member States, based on Article 14 of the DCF Regulation.  

   

To this end, it is recommended that MS visit the github folder where the quality 

check packages are stored (https://github.com/COISPA/RDBqc, 

https://github.com/COISPA/RoME) and follow-up the process of the Qualitrain 

project regarding quality checks. Additionally, the RDBFIS has integrated the 

abovementioned quality checks, that are readily available to Member States for 

use.   

Follow-up actions 

needed  

• MS to use the available quality check tools to ensure the consistency of 
information provided to end-users, as part of their standard checking 
procedures   

• MS to address the data issues identified by Qualitrain task 2 & 3, in the 

proposed order of priority   

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions  MSs, QualiTrain and RDBFIS II consortia, RCG Med & BS chairs  

Time frame  

(Deadline)  

Before submitting information to any Data Call in 2025 for point 1 and point 2 

priority 1 issues  

Comments    

Comments DM 2024  No further comments  

2025 Follow-up As noted by the Commission representative, not all MS requested resubmission 

of data for the 2025 Med&BS Data Call; this issue, together with the remaining 

data issues identified by Qualitrain, should be addressed in the 2025 RCG 

Med&BS Meeting. Med&BS_2025_D04 includes follow-up actions concerning 

all data issues identified by Qualitrain.  

https://github.com/COISPA/RDBqc
https://github.com/COISPA/RDBqc


RCG MED&BS 2025 REPORT 

   Follow-up on RCG Med&BS 2024 recommendations 

 
 

 

53 

Recommendation 02. Qualitrain work follow up through the RCG Med&BS 

Med&BS_2024_R02 Setting up of ISSG on data quality to follow up the outcomes of Qualitrain project 

TOR 4 Cooperation with regional projects 

Justification QualiTrain (Quality checking of Mediterranean and Black Sea data and Training for 

Member State experts) is a specific contract within the FRAMEWORK 

CONTRACT – EASME/EMFF/2020/OP/021 (EMFF/2020/3.2.4 Lots 1-2-3), a 

“Framework Contract for the provision of scientific advice for the 

Mediterranean and the Black Seas” specifically dedicated to implement technical 

work on quality checks, as well as prepare, coordinate and organise technical 

trainings and information sessions. The project has a duration of 24 months from 

14.12.2022 to 13.12.2024. 

During the 2023 RCG Med & BS Annual meeting, the idea to have an ISSG group 

on quality checks using the tools developed and consolidated in QualiTrain 

project before the data call submission, was recommended (Recommendation 

6). 

To continue the work on data quality checks, there should be a follow up action through 

the RCG Med & BS, by setting up a dedicated ISSG. 

 

 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• MS to appoint one or two experts to be part of the ISSG group on quality checks 

• RCG Med & BS to decide on the chairing of this ISSG [Kostas Touloumis (FRI) 

was appointed after the meeting] 

• The appointed chair of the ISSG on quality checks to propose a work 

programme for the 2024 – 2025 intersession, in collaboration with 

Qualitrain consortium 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

MSs, QualiTrain and RDBFIS II consortia, RCG Med & BS chairs 

Time 

frame 

(Deadline 

Before the 2024 Decision Meeting for the first two points and until 13.12.2024 for the 

third point 

Comments  

Comments DM 2024 No further comments 

2025 Follow-up The required actions were followed. 
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Recommendation 03. RDBFIS use for submission of data 

Med&BS_2024_R03 Use of RDBFIS for the submission of data to the 2025 Med & BS data call and 

optionally to the 2025 FDI data call 

TOR 4 Cooperation with regional projects 

Justification RDBFIS (Hosting, maintenance and further development of the Regional Database 

for the Mediterranean and Black Seas) is a specific contract within the FRAMEWORK 

CONTRACT – EASME/EMFF/2020/OP/021 (EMFF/2020/3.2.4 Lots 1-2-3), a 

“Framework Contract for the provision of scientific advice for the Mediterranean 

and the Black Seas” that has developed a centralized database system serving the 

RCG Med & BS and relevant Member States. The project has a duration of 24 months 

from 1.4.2023 to 31.3.2025. 

Through a number of data calls, RDBFIS is currently being populated with data 

up to 2022 by the relevant Member States. An online training is planned from 

the 17th to the 19th of September 2024, to familiarise national experts with 

RDBFIS. A second training will be organised before the completion of the 

project. By the end of the project, the Med & BS Member States are expected 

to have quality checked and uploaded the relevant data up to 2022 to RDBFIS. 

In order to ensure that the datasets in both the RDBFIS and JRC databases are 

consistent, Member States are encouraged to perform quality checks to the 2023 data 

sets and upload them to RDBFIS. 

To explore the possibility of allowing the submission of Med & BS data to JRC through 

RDBFIS only, a test run is proposed, where a subset of data from RDBFIS is submitted 

to JRC, before the 2025 data calls. COM will facilitate this process. 

If the test run is successful, the Med & BS Member States should use RDBFIS for the 

submission of data to the 2025 Med & BS data call and, optionally, to the 2025 FDI 

data call. This ties in with RCG MED & BS 2023 Recommendation 9, that aims to 

identify ways to facilitate the managing of the increasing number of data calls through 

different ways. 

 

 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• Member States to participate to the relevant bilateral meetings and trainings of 

RDBFIS 

• Perform test run to check submission of data from RDBFIS to JRC 

• If test run is successful, Member States to upload 2023 data sets to RDBFIS and 

to use RDBFIS to submit data to the 2025 Med & BS data call and, optionally, to 

the 2025 FDI data call 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

RDBFIS Consortium, RDB Steering Committee, RCG Med&BS, MS experts, 

COM, JRC 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 
Before next data calls and RCG Med&BS technical meeting 

Comments  

Comments DM 2024 No further comments 

2025 Follow-up MS participated in the relevant bilateral meetings and training of RDBFIS. 
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Recommendation 03. RDBFIS use for submission of data 

The test run of submitting 2023 data from RDBFIS to JRC on behalf of the MS was 

successful, though the validation rules between JRC and RDBFIS were slightly 

misaligned. However, RDBFIS cannot submit multiple years’ data on behalf of MSs, 

only the last year’s data. It is noted that it is the MS's responsibility to check the data 

submitted to JRC. 

 

RDBFIS tools have been used before submitting data to the 2025 Med&BS data call. 

The uploading of 2024 data to RDBFIS has been agreed through the 

Med&BS_2025_D05.  

 

Recommendation 04. RDBFIS future hosting 

Med&BS_2024_R04 Work intersessionally towards defining requirements for the future host of the 

regional database Med & BS 

TOR 3 Regional database 

Justification Regional databases (RDBs) are referenced under the 2017 Data Collection 

Framework (DCF) Regulation. Together with the corresponding Regional 

Coordination Group (RCG), the Commission, Member States and end users are 

entrusted to cooperate on the creation of RDBs. RDBs have existed for a period 

of time for the Baltic Sea, the North Sea & Eastern Arctic and the North- East 

Atlantic, hosted by ICES. This is not yet the case in the Med & BS, where DCF data 

of different aggregation levels are still placed in different databases, spread mainly 

between the JRC and the GFCM. 

In recent years, RDBFIS has developed a centralized database system aimed to 

serve the RCG Med & BS and relevant Member States. The hosting of this system 

is not yet agreed. In order to progress towards a solution, intersessional work is 

proposed, to better define the requirements needed for a future host. The relevant 

actors (COM, RCG Med & BS and involved ISSGs within the RCG, NCs) should 

agree on a workplan during the 2024-2025 intersession. 

 

 

 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• Agree on and implement a roadmap towards defining the requirements for the 

future host of the regional database of Med & BS 

• By recalling the decisions already taken by the RCG and the feasibility studies 

already carried out, the RDBFIS Consortium has to define the technical and 

financial requirements, as well as the necessary skills, to maintain the RDB, 

considering ICES experience with RDBES, 

• Then, on this basis, the RDB Steering committee has to further develop the 

roadmap and identify potential hosts for the RDB. 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 
RDBFIS Consortium, RDB Steering Committee, RCG Med&BS, NCs, COM 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

Before next RCG Med&BS Technical meeting 

Comments  
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Recommendation 04. RDBFIS future hosting 

Comments DM 2024 No further comments 

2025 Follow-up Required actions were followed. 

 

Recommendation 05. Public availability of survey data 

Med&BS_2024_R05 
Make DCF survey data publicly available, excluding the last 3 years of data 

TOR 7 Scientific surveys 

Justification Commission Implementing Decision (EU 2021/1168) establishes a list of 

mandatory research surveys. For the Med & BS Member States, these include 

MEDIAS, BTSBS, PTSBS, MEDITS and SOLEMON. 

In 2021, at its Plenary meeting 21-02, STECF concluded that, because fisheries 

data (both commercial and survey data) in the Med & BS area are currently less 

accessible than the corresponding ones in the ICES area, this adds a significant 

workload to all interested parties, and makes data sharing for the Med&BS data 

a longer and more cumbersome process which negatively affects all interested 

parties (data requesters, MS, DG MARE, JRC). In recent years, COM, together 

with JRC, have been receiving and handling an increasing number of data 

requests from various users, in order to promote the multiuse of DCF data. 

At the STECF PLEN 21-02 meeting, STECF stressed that the data collected 

under DCF calls are funded through public money; survey data, in particular, 

represent highly valuable information of generic scientific interest and without 

restrictions linked to commercial confidentiality. STECF fully supports that 

these scientific resources be made publicly available in the interests of all end- 

users and be freely used for further analyses provided the source is 

acknowledged and the obligations are met. 

In line with STECF conclusions from the STECF PLEN 21-02 meeting, during 

the 2024 MEDITS and MEDIAS Coordination Group meetings, the COM 

proposed to make surveys data (MEDIAS, BTSBS, PTSBS MEDITS and 

SOLEMON) publicly available, allowing for a 3-year restriction, as per the DCF 

Regulation (Article 17 paragraph 7). The MEDITS and MEDIAS Coordination 

Group meetings agreed to this proposal. The two groups also agreed to prepare 

a document addressed to end users, describing the changes in survey design 

and implementation through time, to be finalised by end of 2024/ beginning 2025 

(MEDITS) and by the next MEDIAS meeting (April 2025). 

During the RCG Med & BS 2024 meeting, the proposal to set up a way to track 

data sets was considered, that will help following up the use of data. Data would 

be publicly available on the condition that tracking data tools will be ensured. 
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Recommendation 05. Public availability of survey data 

 

 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• Produce a document addressed to end users by end January 2025 for 

MEDITS and by end April 2025 for MEDIAS 

• Propose tools for tracking of data sets 

• Under the condition that tracking of data is enabled, make survey data (MEDIAS, 

BTSBS, PTSBS, MEDITS and SOLEMON) publicly available, excluding the last 

3 years of data 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

Scientific survey Coordination Groups (e.g. MEDITS and MEDIAS), COM, 

JRC, RDBFIS consortium, RCG Med & BS, NCs 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

Before the RCG Decision Meeting (25th September) each MS must define for which 

years (prior to survey funding by COM), all survey data will be made publicly 

available. 

Comments  

 

 

Comments DM 2024 

GRC agreed to make the data publicly available from 1995, in the document should be 

stated that the data for some years is poor; HRV agreed to provide data from 2002; 

ITA agreed to provide data from 1994; FRA agreed; MTL agreed data available from 

2002; ESP agreed; CYP it is not applicable because CYP was not conducting any sampling 

prior to DCF; SVN agreed. 

2025 Follow-up In 2025, survey data became publicly available through the Joint Research 

Centre Data Catalogue. Non-DCF Survey data are also publicly available, 

following agreement of the relevant MS.  
 

The MEDIAS SC developed a standardized template to report changes in the 

MEDIAS survey protocol over the course of the time series. A summary table 

of changes in MEDIAS surveys over time is available in the 2025 meeting report. 

 

The document describing the changes in MEDITS survey design and 

implementation through time is under preparation. 

 

 

 

Recommendation 06. On the establishment of access rules to DCRF data for GFCM 

Med&BS_2024_R06 RCG Med&BS urges GFCM to establish rules on the use of data from the DCRF online 

platform by experts participating in GFCM technical meetings, for safeguarding that 

the relevant data will be used only for the purposes of the relevant meetings. 

TOR 1 End-users input – Data requirements and data transmission issues 

Justification RCG Med&BS is concerned on the fact that there have been identified cases where 

experts participating in GFCM technical meetings had free access to data uploaded on 

the DCRF online platform, and have used data for purposes other than the scope of 

the relevant meetings. 
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Recommendation 06. On the establishment of access rules to DCRF data for GFCM 

 

 

 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

GFCM should explore technical possibilities to limit the use of data stored in the 

relevant stock assessment working group shared folders (on the GFCM 

SharePoint). 

Current access rights to stock assessment SharedPoint folders should be 

reviewed and limited only to relevant experts. 

More strict rules could be established to limit the access to shared datasets. 

E.g. access rights to the SharePoint assigned only to the GFCM, EC and 

appointed national experts for each WG as well as stock coordinators. 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

DGMARE, GFCM Secretariat 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 
Before next RCG Med & BS annual meeting 

Comments  

Comments DM 2024 
The issue has been raised at the 2024 Liaison Meeting with GFCM and GFCM 

Secretariat is looking into it. 

2025 Follow-up 
There is ongoing work on the GFCM data access policy. The data input files for 

stock assessment can be accessed by experts on stock assessment (identified 

by MS). GFCM Secretariat took note of the concerns raised, and there are 

internal discussions on this. GFCM is also looking into old access credentials 

provided for past meetings. An effort is made to establish stricter rules on the 

access policy. At GFCM, there are no discussions on confidentiality for DCRF, 

as data are not made publicly available. 
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5 AOB 

5.1. RCGs vision – going forward 

 

During the 2024 RCG Med&BS Meeting, DGMARE launched a discussion on the vision for the future of RCG 

Med&BS. A draft Vision Document was circulated to the Med&BS NCs in advance of the RCG Med&BS 2025 

Meeting (Annex 7), for reviewing it and discussing it during the meeting. The aim of the Vision Document is 

to reflect the ideas of the RCG Med&BS towards improving its overall work and data collection in the region. 

During the RCG Med&BS 2025 Meeting, the participants had their first discussion on the draft document and 

initiated compiling it. Intersessional work is required for further discussing and agreeing on the future 

priorities of the Group per thematic area of work, with a time period for fulfilling them, and links to the 

relevant ToRs and ISSGs. The Rules of Procedures (RoP) of the RCG Med&BS may be revised based on this 

intersessional work. 

It was agreed that the draft Vision Document will be available online to be compiled by the NCs, ISSG chairs, 

and national experts intersessionally. Specifically, the Vision Document can be found in the last sheet of the 

RCG Med&BS 2025 Google spreadsheet in the following link: 

(https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1G42SdLUsU4G2YZCKelL7n9Hz3AN8Crui5R2IAkKiOW4/edit?us

p=sharing). 

The progress on the Vision Document will be further discussed at the RCG Med&BS 2026 Meeting. 

  

5.2. ISSG chairing and nominated experts 

The RCG Med&BS chair emphasised the core role of the ISSGs in the work of the RCG Med&BS, and that 

all MS should contribute to the active participation of national experts and the selection of chairs in the 

relevant ISSGs. The lack of chairs inevitably leads to the inactivity of the ISSGs, therefore, chairmanship must 

be shared among the MSs. It was reminded that information on the nominated national experts and the chairs 

of the Med&BS ISSGs is provided in the shared online table available at the following link 

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1G42SdLUsU4G2YZCKelL7n9Hz3AN8Crui5R2IAkKiOW4/edit?us

p=sharing  

Discussion followed on the upcoming chairing arrangements of the Med&BS ISSGs. Updates on the chairing 

of the ISSGs are provided below:  

• ISSG Data Quality: Kostas Touloumis (GRC) will continue as chair. 

• ISSG Sampling Optimization: Isabella Bitetto (ITA) will continue as chair of the Group. 

• ISSG Stomach collection and analysis: Cristina Follesa (ITA) will continue as chair. 

• ISSG Recreational Fisheries: The Group will continue to be chaired by Manos Koutrakis (GRC) and 

Martina Scanu (ITA). 

• ISSG PETs bycatch monitoring: For the rest of 2025, Jan Potočnik Erzin (SVN) will be chairing, and 

Charis Charilaou (CYP) will act as co-chair. For 2026, Jan Potočnik Erzin (SVN) will continue to chair, 

and Lidia Nedkova (BGR) will act as co-chair. 

https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1G42SdLUsU4G2YZCKelL7n9Hz3AN8Crui5R2IAkKiOW4/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1G42SdLUsU4G2YZCKelL7n9Hz3AN8Crui5R2IAkKiOW4/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1G42SdLUsU4G2YZCKelL7n9Hz3AN8Crui5R2IAkKiOW4/edit?usp=sharing
https://docs.google.com/spreadsheets/d/1G42SdLUsU4G2YZCKelL7n9Hz3AN8Crui5R2IAkKiOW4/edit?usp=sharing
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• ISSG RWP: For 2026, Charis Charilaou (CYP) will continue to chair, with Alexandru Gheorghe 

(ROU) as co-chair. 

• RDB Med&BS SC: Kolyo Zhelev (BGR) agreed to continue chairing until the end of 2025 for practical 

reasons, after which Dalibor Jelavic (HRV) will take over for 2026. 

• ISSG End-users: Ivana Vukov (HRV) will step down, and no replacement has been identified yet.   

 

5.3. Next venue and chairs 

Nominated chairs for 2026: Mr. Alexandru Gheorghe (ROU) and Mr. Enrico Arneri (ITA). 

Next venue: Varna, Bulgaria.  

Dates: TBD (end of August – early September). 

At the closing of the meeting, the chair extended many thanks to the Romanian colleagues for their hospitality 

and for organizing the meeting, to the RCG Secretariat and the Commission representative, and to all 

participants for their contributions and support. The meeting concluded with words of appreciation for the 

successful chairing and collaboration. 
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6 Decisions and recommendations 

 

Decision 01.   Review the list of stocks included in the Med&BS Data Call and propose 

amendments  

Med&BS_2025_D01 The RCG Med&BS agrees to review the list of stocks included in the Med&BS 

Data Call and propose relevant amendments, for the list to correspond only to 

stocks included in Table 2.1 of the Med&BS RWP, as a basic criterion. The RCG 

Med&BS will consider additional criteria, including national landings, 

management relevance (GFCM priority list and EU multi-annual plans) and data 

availability, for a possible further refinement of the list of stocks in the Med&BS 

Data Call. 

TOR 1, 3 & 5 End-users input - Data requirements and data transmission issues 

Regional database 

Regional Work Plan for the Mediterranean and Black Sea 

Justification  The current list of species included in the Med&BS Data Call is extensive, 

covering more than 60 species. Several of these species are not even included 

in Table 2.1 – List of stocks of the RWP Med&BS, for which biological sampling 

is required. The inclusion of such a high number of species burdens the MS and 

hinders the submission of reliable and robust data that are suitable to be used 

for evaluating the status of the stocks.  

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• The ISSG RWP should review the current list of species included in the 

Med&BS Data Call and make proposal for its revision to the RCG Med&BS. 

• The RCG Med&BS should agree on the final proposed list and communicate 

it to DGMARE, for considering this proposal when preparing the next 

Med&BS data call. 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

ISSG RWP experts, RCG Med&BS chairs, MS 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

Before the end of 2025 for the review.  

Agreement on the list: March 2026 (NCs meeting). 

Comments  

Decision 02.  MS to provide information on data resubmitted to Med&BS Data Call during 

the RCG Med&BS Annual Meeting 

Med&BS_2025_D02 MSs from RCG Med&BS agree to provide information at annual level, during 

the Annual Meeting of the RCG Med&BS, on the data resubmitted to the 

Med&BS Data Call, following the identification of data issues through the data 

quality procedures followed by the ISSG on Data Quality.  

TOR 1 End-users input - Data requirements and data transmission issues 

Justification  The purpose of performing quality checks to Med&BS data sets is to improve 

the quality of the submitted data, and to ensure their use for providing scientific 

advice. In the case errors are identified during the quality checks performed by 
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Decision 02.  MS to provide information on data resubmitted to Med&BS Data Call during 

the RCG Med&BS Annual Meeting 

the ISSG on Data Quality, it is important that the relevant MSs resubmit the 

data, within the operational deadline set for the relevant Data Call. A practical 

way to inform the RCG Med&BS and DGMARE on the resubmission of data for 

which errors were detected, is to inform accordingly the RCG Med&BS and 

DGMARE during the Annual Meeting of the RCG Med&BS. 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• MSs should annually inform the RCG Med&BS and DG MARE whether data 

issues were identified concerning the Med&BS Data Call, and if so, on the 

actions taken. 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

NCs, RCG Med&BS chairs. 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

RCG Med&BS Annual Meetings 

Comments  

Decision 03.  Establish a Med&BS sub-group in the ISSG Diadromous species 

Med&BS_2025_D03 On the establishment of a subgroup of Med&BS Eel experts in the ISSG on 

Diadromous species. 

TOR 9 Diadromous species 

Justification  There is a need for closer collaboration among the Med&BS Eel experts, for 

initiating regional coordination concerning eel data collection. 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• The relevant Med&BS MSs should appoint national experts for participating 

in the newly established Subgroup. 

• Appointed members of the Subgroup will start working towards regional 

coordination on eel data collection within 2025. 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

NCs, RCG Med&BS chairs, appointed experts. 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

Appointment of experts by MS: End of 2025 

Comments  

Decision 04.  On addressing all data issues on historical data identified by Qualitrain 

Med&BS_2025_D04 RCG Med&BS agrees that MSs address all data issues identified by Qualitrain.  

TOR 1 End-users input - Data requirements and data transmission issues 
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Decision 04.  On addressing all data issues on historical data identified by Qualitrain 

Justification  Recalling RCG Med&BS 2024 Recommendation 1, all MS should have addressed 

the data issues identified by Qualitrain concerning priority 1 issues, before 

submitting information to any Data Call in 2025.  

 

During the 2025 RCG Med&BS meeting, the Group was informed that not all MSs 

have followed this recommendation. In this respect, the MSs who have failed to 

follow last year’s recommendation are requested to address the high priority data 

issues before submitting information to the Med&BS Data Call in 2026. 

In addition, all MSs are requested to address the medium and low priority data 

issues identified by Qualitrain, before submitting information to the Med&BS Data 

Call in 2026. 

  

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• MS should address all remaining data issues identified by Qualitrain 

 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

MSs 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

Before submitting information to the Med&BS Data Call in 2026. 

Comments  

Decision 05.  Med & BS Data submission to RDBFIS  

Med&BS_2025_D05 RCG Med&BS agrees that MSs upload to RDBFIS the data submitted to JRC under 

the 2025 and 2024 Med & BS data calls (2024 and 2023 data).  

TOR 1 & 3 End-users input - Data requirements and data transmission issues 

Regional database 

Justification  Following up on RCG Med&BS 2024 Recommendation 3, all MS should have used 

RDBFIS to check data before submitting to the Med & BS data call in 2025.  

 

In order to ensure consistency between RDBFIS and JRC databases, MS should 

upload the data already submitted to the 2025 and 2024 Med & BS data calls (i.e. 

2024 and 2023 data sets).  This decision applies for 2025, and it will be revised 

during the next RCG Med & BS meeting for the following years. 

 

Considering most of the MSs will finalize the resubmission of the historical data 

during the next Med&BS Data Call (2026), MSs will upload the historical data to 

the RDBFIS database based on a 2026 RCG Med&BS Decision.  

Follow-up actions 

needed 

MSs to upload to RDBFIS the data submitted to JRC under the 2025 and 2024 

Med & BS data calls (i.e. 2024 and 2023 data sets). 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

MSs 
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Decision 05.  Med & BS Data submission to RDBFIS  

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

Before end of September 2025. 

Comments  

Recommendation 01.  Discussion among DGMARE and GFCM for solutions in streamlining  

the submission of biological data 

Med&BS_2025_R01 RCG Med&BS recommends the initiation of discussions among DGMARE and 

GFCM, and consideration of possible solutions respecting the legal aspects, for 

streamlining the submission of biological data by the Med&BS MSs to DGMARE 

and GFCM. The Group recommends that a first discussion takes place, 

preferably, during the NCs meeting in September 2025 among the Med&BS 

NCs, DGMARE and GFCM.  

TOR 1 End-users input - Data requirements and data transmission issues 

Justification  There is a growing number of overlapping data submission requirements by 

GFCM and DGMARE, leading to unnecessary duplication, and added pressure 

on already overstretched expert teams. Data collected under EU obligations 

should be reusable across frameworks, without redundant reformatting or 

reinterpretation. In this respect, DGMARE and GFCM are invited to 

collaborate towards a better alignment between DGMARE data calls and DCRF 

on the submission of biological data for stock assessment purposes. 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• Closer collaboration between DGMARE, Med&BS MS and GFCM and 

discussion on possible solutions for streamlining the submission of 

biological data by the Med&BS MSs. 

• Initiation of discussions, preferably, during the NCs meeting among the 

Med&BS NCs, DGMARE and GFCM. 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

DGMARE, GFCM, Med&BS MSs. 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

Initiation of discussions, preferably, during the NCs meeting in September 2025. 

Comments  

Recommendation 02.  Joint technical meeting between DG MARE, ICES, GFCM, ICCAT, 

RCG Med&BS and RCG LP on the collection and reporting of incidental catch of protected 

species 

Med&BS_2025_R02 RCG Med&BS recommends the organisation of a joint technical meeting 

between DG MARE, ICES, GFCM, ICCAT, RCG Med&BS and RCG LP.  

The meeting will focus on the collection and reporting of incidental catch of 

protected species, including methodologies used for raising bycatch data, 

aligning data structures & formats, and sharing good practices & addressing 

obstacles. 
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Recommendation 02.  Joint technical meeting between DG MARE, ICES, GFCM, ICCAT, 

RCG Med&BS and RCG LP on the collection and reporting of incidental catch of protected 

species 

TOR 1 End-users input - Data requirements and data transmission issues 

Justification  Improved coordination among MS, DG MARE, GFCM, ICES and ICCAT was 

identified as a priority to address the growing complexity, fragmentation, and 

time pressure related to the collection and reporting of incidental catch of 

protected species. 

Med&BS MS have expressed difficulties in managing multiple and uncoordinated 

data requests — especially those coming from ICES WGBYC, GFCM DCRF. 

Specific challenges include: 

• Lack of common templates or agreed metadata structure, 

• Unclear expectations regarding the precision, extrapolation, or raising of 

observed data, 

• Inconsistencies in spatial/temporal stratification and treatment of effort data, 

• Difficulty explaining or justifying apparent “zero” reporting when no 

interaction is observed. 

To address these issues, the group agreed on the need for organising a joint 

technical meeting between all relevant actors (DG MARE, ICES, GFCM, ICCAT, 

RCG Med&BS and RCG LP) concerning methodologies used for raising and 

extrapolation of data, aligning data structures & formats, and sharing good 

practices & addressing obstacles. 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• Initiation of discussions during the Liaison Meeting 2025 on the proposal of 

organising a joint technical meeting.  

• Organisation of the joint technical meeting. 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

DG MARE ICES, GFCM, ICCAT, RCG Med&BS and RCG LP 

 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

Discussions of the proposal: Liaison Meeting 2025 

Joint technical meeting: Preferably, before the next RCG Med&BS Annual 

Meeting. 

Comments  

Recommendation 03.   Investigating the possibility to collect acoustic data during the Pelagic 

Trawl Survey in the Black Sea (PTSBS). 

Med&BS_2025_R04 Revisiting RCG MED & BS 2023 Recommendation 7, on investigating the 

possibility to collect acoustic data during the Pelagic Trawl Survey in the Black 

Sea (PTSBS). 

TOR 7 Scientific surveys 

Justification  In order to have consistent and harmonized surveys for the assessment of 

pelagic species in the Black Sea, the RCG Med&BS recommended in 2023 to 
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Recommendation 03.   Investigating the possibility to collect acoustic data during the Pelagic 

Trawl Survey in the Black Sea (PTSBS). 

the Black Sea Member States to ensure the availability and use of equipment 

according to MEDIAS protocol. In addition, Software and training could be 

provided by the MEDIAS scientific network. 

Revisiting this issue during the RCG Med&BS 2025 Annual Meeting, it was 

pointed out by the Black Sea MSs that there are also difficulties in finding a 

research vessel suitable for performing acoustic surveys. 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

• Investigate the possibility to ensure the use of equipment according to 

MEDIAS protocol (e.g. Simrad EK80). 

• Investigate possible solutions on finding a suitable research vessel for 

performing acoustic surveys. 

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

Bulgaria and Romania (both NCs and experts), MEDIAS Coordination Group 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

End of 2026 

Comments  
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Annex 2: List of Participants  

Country/ Org. Name Role Participation 

CYP – DFMR Charis Charilaou RCG chair In-person 

ROU – National Agency for Fisheries 

and Aquaculture 

Alexandru 

Gheorghe 

National Correspondent; RCG 

chair 
In-person 

ITA – CIBM Alessandro Ligas RCG expert Online 

ITA – CNR IRBIM Ancona Alessandro Mannini RCG expert Online 

FRA – DGAMPA Anaïs Roussel National Correspondent In-person 

GRC – FRI, ELGO-DIMITRA Angeliki Adamidou RCG expert In-person 

GRC – Fisheries Research Institute 

INALE 
Antonios Papoutsis Other Online 

GRC – Fisheries Research Institute Argyris Sapounidis ISSG Diadromous; RCG expert Online 

GRC – Fisheries Research Institute 
Athanasios 

Evangelopoulos 
RCG expert Online 

ITA – MASAF (Technical assistance) 
Bianca Maria 

Marzocchi 
Other Online 

HRV – IOF Split Dalibor Jelavić RCG expert Online 

BGR – Institute of Oceanology - BAS 
Dimitar Petkov 

Dimitrov 
RCG expert In-person 

INT – GFCM 
Elisa Moreno 

(GFCM) 
End user Online 

ITA – CNR IRBIM Enrico Arneri RCG expert Online 

GRC – HCMR Evgenia Lefkaditou Observer Online 

ITA – CNR IRBIM Fabio Grati – Online 

INT – GFCM 
Federico De Rossi 

(GFCM) 
End user Online 

ROU – NIMRD George Tiganov Other In-person 

FRA – Ifremer Gregoire Certain Other Online 

HRV – Institute of Oceanography and 

Fisheries 
Igor Isajlović RCG expert Online 

GRC – HCMR Irida Maina RCG expert In-person 

ITA – Fondazione COISPA Isabella Bitetto ISSG chair Online 

HRV – Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry 

and Fisheries 
Ivana Vukov NC; ISSG chair; RCG expert Online 

DNK – DTU Aqua Josefine Egekvist 
ISSG Metier and transversal 

issues 
Online 

MLT – Aquatic Resources Malta Kelly Camilleri RCG expert Online 
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Country/ Org. Name Role Participation 

BGR – Executive Agency for Fisheries 

and Aquaculture 
Kolyo Zhelev RCG expert In-person 

GRC – DG FISHERIES 
Konstantinos 

Katsafaros 
National Correspondent In-person 

GRC – FRI Kavala Kostas Touloumis ISSG chair In-person 

BGR – Institute of Fish Resources - 

Varna 
Lidia Nedkova RCG expert In-person 

(ITA?) – – Livia Menziani – Online 

ITA – MASAF Luigi Pappalardo RCG expert In-person 

GRC – Fisheries Research Institute Manos Koutrakis ISSG chair Online 

ESP – IEO-CSIC Marc Farre RCG expert In-person 

ESP – IEO-CSIC 
María González 

Aguilar 
RCG expert In-person 

HRV – FAO-GFCM Marin Mihanovic End user Online 

ESP – RCGs Secretariat 
Marta Rodríguez 

Cobas 
RCGs Secretariat In-person 

ITA – CNR IRBIM Martina Scanu RCG expert Online 

ITA – CNR Martina Zilioli RDBFIS consortium Online 

GRC – (Substitute NC) 
Michael 

Chatziefstathiou 
Substitute NC Online 

MLT – MAFA-ARM Michelle Mizzi RCG expert Online 

CYP – DFMR Myrto Ioannou National Correspondent Online 

FRA – Ifremer Norbert Billet RCG expert Online 

ITA – CIBM Paolo Sartor RCG expert Online 

– Paola Di Dato – Online 

SVN – Fisheries Research Institute of 

Slovenia 
Petra Pavšič RCG expert In-person 

BGR – Institute of Fish Resources - 

Varna 
Radinela Stefanova RCG expert In-person 

BGR – Executive Agency for Fisheries 

and Aquaculture 
Simona Nicheva National Correspondent In-person 

MLT – Aquatic Resources Malta Sina Kroebel RCG expert Online 

GRC – HCMR Stefanos Kavadas RDBFIS consortium Online 

ESP – MAPA 
Susana Naranjo 

Fernández 
National Correspondent In-person 

ESP – RCGs Secretariat Susana Rivero RCGs Secretariat Online 

FRA – IFREMER Tarek Hattab ISSG chair In-person 
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Country/ Org. Name Role Participation 

GRC – Fisheries Research Institute Tasos Papadopoulos RCG expert Online 

HRV – Institute of Oceanography and 

Fisheries 
Vanja Čikeš Keč RCG expert Online 

EU – DG MARE 
Venetia 

Kostopoulou 
European Commission In-person 

BGR – Institute of Oceanology - BAS Violin Raykov RCG expert Online 
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Annex 3: Terms of Reference for the Intersessional Subgroup on End-users  

Background 

The Intersessional Subgroup on End-users (ISSG End-users) was established by RCG Med&BS in 2019 to 

improve coordination between Member States (MS) and end-user institutions, with the aim of ensuring that 

data collected under the EU Data Collection Framework (DCF) and related obligations are fit for purpose, 

delivered in a timely manner, and used efficiently. 

Since its establishment, the context and scope of work have evolved significantly: 

• A dedicated ISSG Data Quality has been created, taking over part of the review of the Data 

Transmission Monitoring Tool (DTMT) and focusing on validation and quality control of specific 

datasets. 

• New platforms and processes have been introduced (e.g. RDBFIS, RDBES), increasing both the 

opportunities and the complexity of data flows. 

• Cross-institutional coordination has become a priority, with growing interaction between RCG 

Med&BS, DG MARE, GFCM, ICES, JRC, STECF, ICCAT and other bodies. 

• Member States have reported increasing challenges from overlapping data calls, varying templates, 

and short deadlines, highlighting the need for improved planning, alignment, and prioritisation. 

Against this background, the ToR for ISSG End-users needs to be updated to reflect the current RCG 

structure, ensure complementarity with ISSG Data Quality, and address the evolving requirements of both 

MS and end-users. 

Objectives / Scope 

The main objectives of the ISSG End-users are to: 

1  Improve coordination between MS and end-users (DG MARE, GFCM, ICES, JRC, STECF etc.) to 

ensure data collected under DCF and related obligations are fit for purpose, efficiently used, and 

without unnecessary duplication. 

2  Support strategic planning and prioritisation of data needs, aligning requirements with national 

capacities and ensuring early consultation on new or modified data calls. 

3  Promote harmonisation of templates, formats, and methodologies for priority datasets, in close 

cooperation with other ISSGs, expert groups, and end-users. 

4  Facilitate transparency and predictability in reporting through tools such as an annual cross-

institutional data call calendar and clear feedback mechanisms. 

Tasks / Activities 

To achieve its objectives, the ISSG End-users will: 

1  Identify and address cross-institutional overlaps and gaps 

▪ Maintain an overview of end-user data requirements (legal and policy/analytical). 

▪ Detect duplication, inconsistencies, and interoperability issues between data calls (EC, GFCM, 

ICES, JRC, STECF, ICCAT). 

▪ Coordinate with ISSG Data Quality on dataset coverage and quality issues. 
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2  Support priority-setting and planning 

▪ Contribute to EC–MS priority-setting for scientific advice. 

▪ Maintain and update an annual cross-institutional data call calendar with indicative timelines and 

templates. 

▪ Provide early input on the feasibility of new or modified data calls. 

3  Promote harmonisation and methodological alignment 

▪ Support development of harmonised templates and formats for priority datasets (e.g. PETS/ETP 

bycatch). 

▪ Facilitate joint discussions on methodologies, stratification, and metadata between end-users and 

MS experts. 

▪ Compile and coordinate MS input to thematic working groups and expert meetings. 

4  Report and follow up on agreed actions 

▪ Provide an annual End-user Coordination Summary to RCG Med&BS, highlighting key challenges, 

agreed solutions, and progress. 

▪ Ensure follow-up on cross-institutional priorities (e.g. alignment of Med&BS, FDI, and DCRF calls; 

review of stock lists; bycatch coordination). 

Other provisions 

The ISSG End-users operates under the general working procedures and rules of RCG Med&BS. Its 

composition should ensure balanced representation of MS, relevant thematic expertise, and active 

participation of end-users where appropriate. Meetings may be held virtually or in person, with agendas and 

materials circulated in advance, and minutes documenting key points and agreed actions. The ISSG may form 

ad hoc subgroups to address specific topics, and will liaise with other ISSGs as needed to avoid duplication 

and ensure complementarity. Progress and recommendations will be reported to the RCG Med&BS for 

consideration and inclusion in the Regional Work Plan or other relevant outputs. 
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Annex 4: Template on methods used by Med&BS MS for calculating effort variables  

The purpose of this template is to collect information on the methods used by the Mediterranean and Black 

Sea MS for calculating effort variables (specifically, fishing days and days at sea). Such information is important 

for enhancing harmonization among Med&BS MS on the methods used for calculating effort variables that are 

transmitted in various data calls and are possibly used in raising procedures. The information that will be 

collected will be discussed during the 2025 RCG Med&BS Annual Meeting, including a possible agreement on 

the use of harmonized methods for calculating effort variables. 

It is important to provide below some information concerning work achieved towards standardizing effort 

estimates. 

Work towards harmonization in effort estimation  

During the 2nd Workshop on Transversal Variables that took place in Nicosia, Cyprus, in 2016 

(https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/repository/handle/JRC101362), a set of basic principles was agreed as a 

minimum for standardizing effort estimates across MS, across gear types, and across vessel sizes. 

1. The calculation methods are based on data that are contained in mandatory fields of logbooks.  

2. The calculation method can be different from that used for setting kWdays baselines within effort 

management regimes. The purpose of the principles is to ensure consistency across Member States in the 

calculation of Days at Sea and Fishing Days when supplied to STECF (or other) data calls.  

3. Separate trips are always counted separately, regardless of whether they are by the same vessel or different 

vessels, meaning that the fishing trip is the basic unit of observation for effort calculation and that fishing trips 

are always seen independently, regardless of the vessel(s) that has/have performed them.  

4. Fishing Days can be greater than Days at Sea for a trip, e.g., when passive gears are involved, or whenever 

a fishing trip accounts for 24-hour period at sea, but it corresponds to two calendar days. 

5. When apportioning Days at Sea and Fishing Days between gears and areas, each day is treated separately. 

The total of Days at Sea or Fishing Days for a given day will be the ratio of the total for the trip divided by 

the number of dates on which fishing occurred. (See section 3.1.3 for worked examples).  

6. Fishing Days is the measure related to 9 fishing mortality; Days at Sea is the measure related to the cost 

of fishing. The measure of Fishing Days should be related to the amount of time a fishing gear or gears are in 

the sea (best fishing time proxy that is EU-wide available, currently). When gears are used in parallel, this 

measure will not equal the number of days on which fishing occurs for the vessel. To make the distinction 

clear, we introduce the term ‘vessel-fishing-days’ when describing the vessel activity only. However, the 

working group does not believe such a measure is used in any existing effort calculation. (check section 

3.1.3.2.1)  

7. As a principle, the Workshop agreed that the effort calculation must always allow summing up effort data 

across dimensions without resulting in double effort counting. (See annex 5 – sections Calculating Days at 

Sea and Calculating Fishing Days).  

In accordance with the basic principles, during the Workshop the following were developed: 

- Method for calculating Days at Sea and Fishing Days, using only mandatory data (at the time the 

method was developed) from logbooks. Annex 5 of the relevant report provides a description of the 

method. 

https://publications.jrc.ec.europa.eu/repository/handle/JRC101362%20%20%20=
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- R-code to calculate Days at Sea (das) and Fishing Days (fdas) based on the agreed method (provided 

in Annex 7 of the report). 

The fecR package was developed based on the work of the 2nd Workshop on Transversal Variables and is 

currently being further developed by ISSG Métier and transversal variable issues. 

 

Questions:  

1. Does your country apply the Nicosia principles agreed during the 2nd Workshop on 

Transversal Variables (Nicosia, 2016) for calculating fishing effort? 

 

 

2. Does your country use the fecR package for calculating days at sea and fishing days? If 

not, please describe how days at sea and fishing days are calculated for fishing vessels 

with logbook data, and how effort is distributed to areas and gears. 

 

  

3. How does your country calculate effort for fishing vessels with no logbook data? 

 

 

4. Please describe the methods used by your country to determine metier level 6 codes: 

(e.g. use of the script developed by ISSG Metier and Transversal Variables Issues, use of 

a national script for assigning metier codes, use of other methods). Please indicate if the 

methods you apply vary according to vessel length categories or other factors. 

 

 

5. Is there another effort variable that you consider useful to collect information on the 

methods used for its calculation? 

 

 

 

Country: _________________________________ 
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Annex 5: Draft Recommendation proposed by MEDITS Coordination Group  

Recommendation 05. Promote age-reading within MEDITS community 

Med&BS_2025_R05 Launch an extensive study project on the age reading for certain demersal 

species 

TOR 7 Scientific surveys 

Justification  The availability of annual age data is a strong pre-requisite for the 

implementation of age-based stock-assessment methods such as a4a or SS3. 

However, in the Mediterranean Sea, for many stocks age data are still 

unavailable or the age-reading is still experiencing problems.  

The reasons behind these gaps are multiples, and both stock-country specific. 

For some stocks, uncertainties around age reading are advocated, like for red 

mullets (Mullus spp), and in some areas samples are still being collected but are 

never read, as it is the case of otoliths from European hake (Merluccius 

merluccius) and illicia from monkfishes (Lophius spp). While many Member States 

are engaged in the process of improving the management of demersal fisheries 

through the EU and/or GFCM management plans (e.g. West-Med, Adriatic), 

age-data are more than ever needed in order to improve stock assessment in 

the Mediterranean Sea.  

The uncertainties related to the reading of the age are mainly linked to the 

interpretation/identification of the annual rings in the otoliths/illicia. 

Furthermore, the lack of validation studies for the age is evident for these 

species. In this context, the MEDITS coordination group recommends an 

extensive study/project on the age reading for hake and monkfishes, with 

multiple objectives: 

• Identify in which area/stock otoliths or illicia for selected demersal species 

are available, 

• If age reading has been performed on this hard structure (otolith and 

illicia), identify which method/age criteria were used to produce age data, 

• Depending on the data available (e.g. measurements of annual growth, 

margin type, back-calculation), perform indirect or semi-direct age 

validation study, 

• Apply direct age validation methos such as radiocarbon dating, chemical 

tagging experiment and/or microelements analysis. 

• In cases when samples have been collected but age reading has not been 

performed, provide recommendations to either progress towards 

obtaining age data, or to stop sample collection in cases when age data 

cannot be obtained. 

All these elements will be able to clearly define the use of otoliths and/or illicia 

to obtain age data, the quality of the data already collected and identify the 

source of any errors in age reading. Moreover, these elements could be used 

as a guideline to promote the collection of fish age data across the entire 

Mediterranean Sea. 
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Recommendation 05. Promote age-reading within MEDITS community 

Follow-up actions 

needed 

•  

Responsible persons 

for follow-up actions 

MSs, DGMARE?,… 

Time frame 

(Deadline) 

?? 

Comments 

The RCG Med&BS has not endorsed the draft Recommendation, as further 

discussions and clarifications are required. The draft recommendation can be 

revisited next year.  

 



RCG MED&BS 2025 REPORT 

   Annexes 

 
 

 

82 

Annex 6: RCG Med&BS Data Call 2025  

  

RCG MED&BS - Data call 2025 
 

In accordance with the EU DCF (Regulation (EU) 2017/1004), the RCG chairs of the Med&BS herewith ask 

Member States to provide data described below by the 18th of August 2025, at the latest. 

Content  

The 2025 data call requests data for the period 2022-2024, for performing the following tasks: 

1. Ranking system of métiers for Med&BS, for which MS are invited to use the metier codes lvl6 used in the 

FDI data call, which will be compared with the metiers regionally agreed.  

2. Landings template for Med&BS. The stocks requested are in accordance with Table 1, Annex to the 

Commission Delegated Decision (EU) 2021/1167, and GFCM DCRF manual Appendix B (v. 25.1).      

More specifically, the data call addresses the following:  

  

RCG Med&BS Data Call 2025    

Content  

Data 

required  

Data file  Species  

Ranking system for the Mediterranean and 

for the Black Sea 

Landings, 

Effort, Value  

Ranking_Med&BS Table_2025 

RCGMEDBS Data Call 

All species landed 

(combined) 

Review and update the landing template for 

the Mediterranean and for the Black Sea   

Landings  

  

Landings template_2025 

RCGMEDBS Data Call  

Species included in 

Landings template  

 

Detailed data and table descriptions are provided in the relevant data files.  

Feedback and data transmission  

Data should be sent by mail to the RCG Med&BS chairs (e-mail addresses below) in xlsx format. Detailed 

instructions are in the templates. If any technical difficulty is encountered to provide the data, please contact 

the chairs.  

Note that data submitted will only be used for the purpose of the RCG Med&BS work, including the 

preparation of the 2028-2030 RWP. 

We look forward to your cooperation.  

 

15/07/2025  

  

Charis Charilaou, chair RCG Med&BS 2025, ccharilaou@dfmr.moa.gov.cy 

Alexandru Gheorge, co-chair RCG Med&BS 2025, alexandru.gheorghe@anpa.ro    

mailto:ccharilaou@dfmr.moa.gov.cy
mailto:alexandru.gheorghe@anpa.ro
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Annex 7: Draft Vision Document for the RCG Med&BS  

 

Background 

During the 2024 RCG Med & BS meeting, DG MARE launched a discussion on the vision for the future of 

this RCG, considering the need to set priorities and clear tasks for the next cycle through the setting of a 

work plan and to give visibility to the RCG and involved parties.  

The RCG needs a system to follow the progress on each topic. It would make sense to consider how the 

RCG could ease the workload at national level. Cooperation with other groups could be further 

strengthened. 

Ideas put forward to improve the way the RCG Med & BS operates, include to: define clear tasks and 

objectives for the future work period, forge closer links with other groups (ICES etc.), define rules for 

appointing ISSG chairs who are essential to the running of the work, appoint rapporteurs for the next meeting 

and entrust only the coordination and editing of the report to the chairs. It was agreed to work on a 

document intersessionally and to discuss at the 2025 RCG Med & BS meeting. 

 

A number of questions are addressed to the National Correspondents, chairs of ISSGs, national experts and 

the RCG Secretariat, with the aim to compile a vision document for the RCG Med & BS. 

 

On priorities / Work Programme 

What should be the priorities for the RCG Med & BS in the coming years? To this end, it would be important 

to agree on a time period for this decision to be applicable (eg.  3, 4, 5 years). The agreed priorities should 

be linked to the TORs (Annex I) and to the ISSGs (Annex II), which may need to be revised accordingly. For 

each thematic area, the scope should be defined: (i) RCG Med & BS – specific; (ii) pan-regional; (iii) end user-

specific (COM, STECF, GFCM, ICES). 
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Table on Work Programme of RCG Med & BS. 

Thematic 

areas of work 

 

Scope (RCG 

Med & BS; 

pan-regional; 

end user) 

TOR ISSG Time period Priority (High 

– Medium – 

Low) 

Horizontal 

Regional 

sampling plan 

     

Data quality      

Sampling of commercial fisheries 

Sampling 

optimisation 

tools 

     

Common 

raising 

procedures 

     

Sampling of 

stocks (data to 

be collected)6 

     

Sampling of 

PETs 

     

Metiers and 

transversal 

     

Other sampling activities 

Surveys      

Stomach 

sampling 

     

Recreational 

fisheries 

     

Diadromous 

species 

     

Data reporting 

Submission to 

data calls and 

reporting 
obligations 

     

Prioritization 

of data needs 

     

Data gaps      

DTMT follow 

up 

     

Data release 

restrictions 

     

Data 

confidentiality 

     

Regional Database of Med & BS 

Governance      

Uploading of 
data 

     

 

 

 

6 What data to be collected (what data is needed) and what should be the objectives of data collection. Define what data stock assessment is actually 

using and/or needs. At the end user meeting, a revision of the list of stocks requested under the Med & BS data call was discussed, as  the list of 

species of the Med & BS data call was done in 2011. 
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On rules 

Rules of procedures (RoP): examine whether there is a need to revise the RoP. 

Agree on the rules of assignment of: (i) RCG Med & BS chairs; (ii) ISSG chairs. Duration of chairing.  

Drafting of reports: assignment of rapporteurs, tasks for the chairs, RCG Secretariat, deadlines. Format of 

report.   

 

Strategy in terms of DCF objectives 

Define the role of the RCG Med & BS in relation to the management of data collection. Define the actors 

that can assist in this process. 

Development of criteria on the “value” of data in order to prioritise data collection. 

Role of RCG recommendation for improving future data collection.  

How can the RCG Med & BS help with national priorities? 

How to increase visibility of the RCG Med & BS? 
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ANNEX I 

• ToR 1: End-users input. Data requirements and data transmission issues 

• ToR 2: COM input on priorities and relevant initiatives 

• ToR 3: Regional database 

• ToR 4: Cooperation with regional grants 

• ToR 5: Regional Work Plan for the Mediterranean and Black Sea 

• ToR 6: Métier issues 

• ToR 7: Scientific surveys 

• ToR 8: Regional data requirements 

• ToR 9: Diadromous species 

 

ANNEX II 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


