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Executive summary

Executive summary

The 2025 Regional Coordination Group for Large Pelagics (RCG LP) held its annual technical meeting in
Larnaca, Cyprus, from June 2nd to June 4th. The meeting brought together experts from eight Member States;
Portugal, France, Spain, Ireland, Italy, Croatia, Cyprus, and Greece, alongside representatives from the
European Commission. Hosted by the Department of Fisheries and Marine Research (DFMR) of Cyprus, the
hybrid meeting focused on aligning data collection systems, enhancing collaboration, and addressing key issues
in the regional coordination of large pelagic species activities.

The meeting covered a comprehensive range of critical areas. Updates to the Regional Work Plan (RWP) were
a central focus, with the group addressing STECF RWP evaluation findings and establishing a framework for
the revised 2028-2030 RWP using official ICCAT and IOTC data. Progress was made as regards the
investigation on the suitability of RDBES format in delivering ICCAT ST forms, with five Member States
(Portugal, Ireland, Cyprus, France, and Italy) committing to participate in RDBES case studies work.

Significant attention was given to the coordination of tropical tuna fisheries activities, including both observer
coordination for offshore operations and onshore data collection efforts. The group restructured its approach
by merging the two sub-ISSGs for Tropical Tuna into a single coordinated group with co-chairs representing
different aspects of the work. Particular emphasis was placed on increasing observer coverage and
standardising bycatch data collection, particularly in fisheries for tropical tunas. Progress was also made on the
implementation of Electronic Monitoring Systems (EMS) and collaborative projects aimed at reducing the
impact of fisheries on endangered species.

The Intersessional Sub-Group (ISSG) for Bluefin Tuna reported on several initiatives, including advances in
genetic sampling programs and the potential for Close-Kin-Mark-Recapture (CKMR) methodologies.
Discussions emphasized the need for a feasibility study on epigenetic clock development for bluefin tuna age
determination, highlighting funding challenges and the importance of coordinated EU efforts.

The bait boat and pole-and-line fisheries received dedicated attention, recognizing their importance in
European waters, particularly for Portuguese and Spanish fleets. The group acknowledged the challenges facing
these artisanal fisheries, including the cessation of Dakar operations, and changing catch patterns in the Canary
Islands and Atlantic islands.

Pan-regional coordination efforts were advanced through the ISSG Métiers and Transversal Issues, which
updated métier reference lists to include school type/FAD information and proposed new gear codes for
longline fishing with traplines. The meeting also featured updates on the RDBFIS Ill project for Mediterranean
and Black Sea data management and the SECWEB 2.0 project to enhance online tools for the RCG community.

Key policy updates were provided by the European Commission on the implementation of the revised Control
Regulation, including new VMS requirements, recreational fisheries reporting obligations, and the evaluation
of the Common Fisheries Policy. The Commission also updated participants on Data Collection Framework
developments and data transmission monitoring.

) REDNN Co-funded by
Nezz? I the European Union




Wy . P
Regional Coordination Group
Large Pelagics

RCG LP 2025 REPORT
Executive summary

As a general recollection and key takeaway, participants emphasized the importance of fostering stronger
cooperation and stressed the need for more active and sustained engagement from National Correspondents.

The 2025 RCG LP report outlines four decisions and four recommendations developed during the meeting,
providing a clear guidance for continued development of data collection systems, collaborative research
initiatives and regional coordination. The group's commitment to sustainable fisheries management, combined
with efforts to improve data reliability, standardization and transparency, establishes a foundation for enhanced
regional coordination in Large Pelagics.
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Introduction

I. Introduction

The Regional Coordination Group on Large Pelagics (RCG LP) held its 2025 Technical Meeting in Larnaca,
Cyprus, from June 2nd to 4th. Hosted by the Department of Fisheries and Marine Research (DFMR) of Cyprus,
the meeting gathered experts and National Correspondents from eight EU Member States: Portugal, France,
Spain, Ireland, Italy, Croatia, Cyprus, and Greece. Alongside representatives from the Member States,
participants from the European Commission were also in attendance, adding to the breadth and depth of the
discussions.

Portugal and Cyprus, the MS selected as Co-Chairs for this year, hosted the meeting with the Portuguese
Expert participating remotely and the Cyprus Expert participating on location.

A significant focus this year was on the potential use of RDBES and RDBFIS for Large Pelagics and on the status
of the planned pilot study to test the possibility to prepare ICCAT ST forms from RDBES format.

The meeting also featured updates from several Intersessional Subgroups (ISSGs), particularly on the
development of regional work plans (RWPs) and the ISSG dedicated to bluefin tuna (BFT). The BFT ISSG
provided updates on initiatives such as Close-Kin-Mark-Recapture (CKMR) and genetic sampling programs,
highlighting the growing role of genetic data in enhancing stock assessments. Discussions within the ISSG for
tropical tunas also underlined the complexities of managing observation programs and maintaining data
integrity across various fleets and regions.

Key discussions during the meeting covered several critical areas, including updates on the RVVP, developments
in a common database format for an eventual regional database, and efforts to improve observer coverage.
Enhancing bycatch data collection and standardizing methodologies across Member States were key topics,
with a renewed emphasis on ensuring high-quality, consistent data for stock assessments. The advancement of
Electronic Monitoring Systems (EMS), especially in tropical tuna fisheries, was also a central topic, reflecting
the increasing importance of technological solutions in fisheries management and compliance.

Moreover, the meeting underscored the need for greater coordination among the I1SSGs, which continue to
play a pivotal role in addressing specific technical and scientific challenges. Notable progress was reported in
the ISSGs for Bluefin Tuna, including advances in genetic sampling, tagging programs, and the implementation
of EMS.

The RWP remained a key area of progress, aimed at streamlining data collection at the regional level, enhancing
coordination between countries, and reducing duplication of efforts. Feedback from the Scientific, Technical,
and Economic Committee for Fisheries (STECF) has been instrumental in shaping the RWP, which continues
to evolve through collaborative efforts across multiple ISSGs.

The outcomes of the 2025 RCG LP Annual Meeting, including the recommendations and decisions made, will
guide the group’s future work. These outcomes will be further discussed and formalized at the upcoming
Liaison and Decision Meetings in Brussels later this year, ensuring the RCG LP stays aligned with the latest
scientific and policy developments.

The detailed agenda is reported in ANNEX 1.
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Terms of Reference

2. Terms of Reference

The Terms of Reference (ToRs) for the meeting were as follows:

RCG LP structure, organisation and links.

The aims of this section were to present and discuss the current structure approval of the RCG LP
and of each subgroup, make a status check on each subgroup and promote the possibility of the group
to express suggestions improvement or modifications in the structure/organisation.

Available data, data transmissions and gaps.
The section deals with RFMOs feedback and summaries of possible issues, like data transmission
failures or potential collaboration in data calls.

Regional database.

This point is related to the development of a regional database for the RCG LP. Discussions and
presentation were mainly focused on the presentation of the status of the ICES Regional Database and
Estimation System (already discussed during the previous two RCG LP annual meetings).

Sampling and regional working plans.

This last matter continues the work initiated during the last 2020 EU-ICCAT coordination meeting
and aims to provide a global overview of observer coverage by country and métier.
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3. Progress report on ToRs and work plan

3.1.Feedback from the European Commission

3.1.1. Policy Brief on the implementation of the revised Control Regulation

The European Commission (COM) updated on the implementation of the revised Control Regulation (CR)
with a focus on DCF related aspects. The drafting and negotiations of the Implementing Fisheries Control
Regulation including updating Reg 404 on fishing logbooks, VMS and data transmission is foreseen to be finalized
in July 2025 with adoption and publication Autumn 2025. Specific elements relevant to the DCF in this
regulation include new detailed rules for logbooks, including unique fishing trip ID numbers, details on sensitive

species and lost gear reporting. This is to align with the expanded information requirements in Article 14 of
the revised CR.

The new CR provides for some significant changes in the vessel positioning systems: From 2026, there will be
no more derogation from the VMS requirement for vessels 12-15m (Art 9). There are also new provisions for
fishing vessels other than catching vessels, which must be equipped with VMS and may only operate if they are
authorized (Article 7a). From 2028, there will also be requirements for fishing vessels <I12m (Art. 9.3) that
need to carry a tracking device system onboard to record and transmit vessel position data at regular intervals.
Derogations will be possible for fishing vessels <9m until the end of 2029, if they fulfil certain conditions such
as operating exclusively in the 0-6nm zone of the flag state and spend less than 24h a sea. The VMS reporting
frequency will entail harmonised rules with implementation based on a phased timeline. New rules on data
validation and cross checks aim to improve the data quality and compliance.

Other Implementing Rules to be developed for 2028 include

e REM: Segments at risk / Technical specifications;

¢ Continuous monitoring of engine power;

e Small scale fisheries tracking and catch reporting (IT system);

e Digitalisation of traceability for prepared & preserved FAPs and Algae;

» Fishing without a vessel: weighing of catches, format and submission of the catch declaration.

An overview of the current status and timetable of the CR implementation is provided in Fig. 3.1.1.1 (green
stars completed, yellow stars in progress). The significance of the new data provisions for scientific advice was
highlighted. The 2024 RCG recommendation on gear parameters and VMS frequency was provided to COM
last October, and any further input is dependent on MS national positions.
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CR: implementation calendar

4 years time
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June 2024 Jan 2026 Jan 2030

4.4) link to Ar

) e
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COM Decision gra

| Data: security, business continuity and disaster recovery plans (An 112

%hlud_\: Traceability requircments for prepared and preserved FAP (Ant.58) | mon
ﬁ Study on weighing (by EFCA) Study on conversion work
71':{ Engine power: COM guidelines {continuous monitoring and verification and certification + risk assessment (EFCA+MS)

IT tools (MARE C4/D4 and E3)
Catch reporting, and tracking IT tools for small seale and Catch reporting tool for recreational fisheries.

CR 5Y report
2020-2024

Fig. 3.1.1.1. Timetable and current status of the CR implementation (green stars completed, yellow stars in progress).

EFCA’s 5Y From Dec 2026: Annual compilation MS reports 2a
evaluation 2022-2026 control and lost pears I

For recreational fisheries, COM provided a summary of the new Implementing Regulation, which was adopted
in February 2025 and establishes the application rules of Art 55 of the Control Regulation. The regulation
contains provisions on monthly and annual submissions of recreational catch data by MS to COM (Article
55.2 and 3) and on the marking of passive gear used by recreational fisheries.

Fig. 3.1.1.2 provides a schematic overview of MS reporting obligations on recreational fisheries according to
the new implementing rules applied to article 55.2 and 3. For species, subject to Union conservation measures,
MS need to submit monthly catch quantities and weight retained and released for species under Article 55.3.
This is required at a spatial resolution of ICES statistical rectangles or equivalent GFCM geographical unit. For
the annual catch reporting in Article 55.2 of species covered by fishing opportunities, multiannual plans and/or
subject to the landing obligation, MS can apply their own methodologies, including those established under the
DCEF. Reporting is required at ICES division and subdivision or GFCM geographical subareas.

Developments for the catch reporting system are ongoing and include a modular system, as MS could opt in
to the generic EU mobile application or use their national solutions to connect to the RecFishing Central
Server (Fig. 3.1.1.3). Eleven MS decided to use the EU mobile app.

In follow up discussions, both COM and the RCG emphasized the need to build strong synergies between the
data reporting through the control regulation and the DCF. The complexities of registering persons engaging
in recreational fisheries as required under article 55 vs registration of recreational charter boats was also
discussed.
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NEW Implementing rules — recreational fisheries & RecFishing

[ ANNUAL
i D > Article 55.3

EU RecFishing
Central 15 th of Each Month
Server

Preceding Calendar Preceding Month

Caught Caught & Caught Caught&
& Retained Released &Retained Jl Released

[ e maniuss Breakdown: 1 fumsiiais [ emaronataen  Breakdown: [ R
(if relevant) ~ Species (when possible) (if relevant) A Species (when possible)
» Geographical Area « Geographical Area
« Fishing Mode « Fishing Mode
« Fishing Gear « Fishing Gear
« Lengtbh (if relevant) « Length (if relevant)

Fig. 3.1.1.2. Schematic overview of MS reporting obligations on recreational fisheries according to the new
implementing rules applied to article 55.2 and 3.

RecFishing

A modular catch reporting system to facilitate reporting at EU level

(Development ongoing)

®

Commercial Solution
(Validated to provide necessary features)
Commercial Commercial
-~ Mobile Server and ( ~
Application web platform RecFishing Central Server
Fisher Control
authorities from
(\ COM or MS
=/ Member State BYO Solution =
(Custom system interfacing with EU Server) = RecFishing Server
g " iﬁ ﬁ ﬁ
=8
e L, @
| MEE Server =
Application e
Fisher Member Commission
States DB DB
C (raw data) (submitted data)
) Generic EU Solution <
(Fisher's Mobile App offered as a Service)
Generic EU -
& é | T Generic EU Inspector
Application = Mobile
L Application
Fisher m European |
Fisheries Commission

Inspectors

Fig. 3.1.1.3. Schematic overview of the EU recreational catch reporting modules with optional MS components

' RCGs Secretariat N Co-funded by
Z the European Union

* %




~
W

NN
:“} Regional Coordination Group
- )

Large Pelagics

2
fif 4

\

N

W o7
N

RCG LP 2025 REPORT

Progress report on ToRs and work plan

3.1.2. Feedback on DCF

Objectives

Update on DCF-related activities:

Incorporation of regional into national work plans 2025-2027- Lessons learned
Update on DCF IT platform

DTMT update

Data confidentiality — summary of EU survey

Policy updates for evaluation of the CFP and the implementation of the control regulation

Achievements

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

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 RWP Large Pelagics, there were some inconsistencies on how the test studies
for CKMR were applied among Member States. COM reminded participants of the timeline for the
next cycle of regional work plans of 2028-2030 which requires submission of regional workplans by
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
DTMT with particular focus on follow up items and unsatisfactory issues marked for further action.
For IOTC there were 29 historic issues, most have been resolved, while some remain pending. One
issue of note concerns blue shark and short fin mako catches in the Longline fisheries. For ICCAT, 9
issues were recorded, most of which are resolved with few still pending. The aim is to communicate
the outcomes to MS 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 MS have
submitted the 2024 ARs 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 |13 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.

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
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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.

Evaluations are carried out in accordance with the Commission’s better regulation standards. This looks at
what has happened since last reform using the 201 | Impact Assessment as a baseline. The evaluation looks
back at roughly 10 years (2014 — 2024) of the CFP Regulation and uses 5 evaluation criteria:

e To what extent is the CFP Regulation effective for meeting its objectives and in the current context;

e To what extent is the CFP Regulation efficient, notably in terms of cost-effectiveness and
proportionality of actual costs to benefits;

e To what extent is the CFP Regulation relevant to current and emerging needs (Brexit, climate change,
pressure of fishing grounds due to new activities)

e 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

e 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 3.1.2.1 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.

Evaluation according to “Better Regulation”

» Ewvaluation will provide an evidence-
based assessment of whether the
CFP Regulation is still fit for purpose or
where lessons can be learned for
improving.

nnnnnnnnnnn

uuuuuuuuuuuuuuu

intervention?

COmmon
marist
organization
Flaherias
Managamant

» Five evaluation criteria: effectiveness;
efficiency; relevance; coherence; EU
added value.

- - |

Fig 3.1.2.1 Overview of CFP evaluation based on six central themes and five evaluation criteria.
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3.2.1SSG Regional Work Plan

3.2.1. RCG LP Regional Work Plan - State of play
Objectives

The COM presented the current state of the RCG LP RWP and highlighted issues identified during the STECF
evaluation of its first iteration. This presentation opened discussion for the group to review the existing tables,
identify necessary actions to address inefficiencies, and develop a comprehensive Regional Work Plan (RWP)
for the next cycle.

The group identified the need to restructure how species are included in corresponding tables based on
activities reported by each Member State (MS) fleet. This restructuring aims to improve both regional and
national work plan development. Specifically for Table 2.1, following extensive discussion on the types of data
required to produce necessary outputs, the group concluded that validated data from corresponding Regional
Fisheries Management Organizations (RFMOs) represents the best available information source.

To address the time delays in official data availability—one year for ICCAT repository data and two years for
IOTC data—the group proposed using the most recent nominal data submitted by DGMARE to the RFMOs
each year. This approach will minimize the time gap to the greatest extent possible.

Achievements

The group reached consensus on the data sources to be used and established a clear framework for following
a work plan that will deliver an improved Regional Work Plan by October 2026. The revised plan will take
into consideration the STECF evaluation finding and MS inputs.

Workplan for 2025 - 2026

To deliver the revised RWP by October 2026, the group will utilize the most recent official data available in
RFMO repositories in combination with the latest datasets that DGMARE will submit to the RFMOs in 2025
data calls. The group recognized that successful completion of this task requires these datasets to be made
accessible to the RCG Chairs (by DGMARE), who will subsequently distribute them to the ISSG members for
task completion.

Proposals for Recommendation and Decisions

LP_2025_DOI: Adopt official ICCAT and IOTC latest nominal catches data submitted by DGMARE as
compiled (as compiled from MSs) to be used for the formulation of RCG LP RWVP.

LP_2025_ROI: DGMARE, in agreement with MSs to yearly (starting in 2025) send the official data submitted
to ICCAT and IOTC simultaneously to the RCG Chairs for them to coordinate the work needed for
formulating current updates of the RWP.
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3.3.1SSG Tropical Tunas

3.3.1. Sub-ISSG Tropical Tuna — Observers Coordination (offshore)

Achievements

The large number of RFMO meetings held during April and May, combined with the fact that the RCG-LP
meeting was brought forward to early June, has made it impossible this year to hold the ISSG TT observer
coordination meeting before the RCG-LP technical meeting. Therefore, the meeting is scheduled to take place
on June |6—17 in Tenerife, Spain. As usual, participants will include representatives from the Spanish institutes
IEO and AZT], the French institute IRD, Electronic Monitoring System (EMS) providers, purse seine industry
representatives, and third countries involved in the sampling, such as Seychelles.
The group’s main objective is the coordination of the onboard data collection and monitoring of the tropical
purse seine fleet operating in the Atlantic and Indian Oceans, as well as the preparation of the EU data provision
to ICCAT and IOTC.
Among the points to be discussed are the following.

e Update of the 2024 achieved observer coverage by MSs and sampling plan for 2025

e Biological sampling & tagging onboard

e Update of the reference tables used by observers

e Evolution of the common observer database and data entry software (ObServe V9)

e Quality indicators and data curation protocols

e Update of the EMS programs in place, latest advances and EM adoption in RFMOs

e Data reporting & RFMO meeting preparation
e New bycatch data raisin method
e New rules for chairing

During the meeting, it was agreed that if any critical recommendations for the decision meeting are made, they
would be sent to the chairs via email for inclusion alongside the other recommendations. Therefore, at the
time of writing this report, the specific recommendations (if any) from this ISSG had not yet been finalized. In
any case, regarding the RWP, no changes are expected in relation to the current plan.

Meanwhile, the meeting report has already been released in collaboration with ISSG chairs, for further details
follow  the link https://www fisheries-rcg.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/2025 RCG-LP_ISSG-TT-
Observer_-Report.pdf

3.4.1SSG Bluefin Tuna

3.4.1. State of play — Eastern Atlantic Bluefin Tuna Genetics (Hugo Maxwell, Marine
Institute, Ireland)

Presentations and discussions were held on several topics related to ISSG Bluefin Tuna (EBFT), which sparked
extensive discussions within the group. These included the scientific role of CKMR, lessons from the Western
stock, planning progress and delays in the East, funding challenges, broader applications of genetic tools,
technical advances in tissue sampling, and the strategic implications for future management. In addition,
progress made by the ISSG on Bluefin Tuna was also presented and discussed.
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I. Scientific Context and the Role of CKMR

While Eastern Atlantic Bluefin Tuna (EBFT) stock indicators suggest positive trends, uncertainty remains
regarding absolute spawning stock biomass (SSB). Management Strategy Evaluation (MSE) frameworks require
robust, independent data inputs—such as those provided by Close-Kin Mark-Recapture (CKMR)—to reduce
uncertainty and guide sustainable harvest control rules. The SCRS has formally recommended the development
of a CKMR programme for EBFT to meet these needs.

2. Western Bluefin Tuna CKMR - A Model for the East

The Western stock has successfully integrated CKMR. Around 9,000 adult and 4,000 larval samples (from US
and Canadian fisheries and the Gulf of Mexico) yielded 56 parent-offspring matches. This resulted in a 2018
spawning biomass estimate of 21,000 tonnes, with a coefficient of variation of 0.19. More importantly, it
reduced uncertainty in population scale—critical for MSE—and provided a clearer scientific basis for harvest
strategies. This offers a practical model for implementation in the Eastern stock.

3. Eastern CKMR Planning and Delay

In 2024, the ICCAT Species Group submitted a comprehensive multi-year CKMR sampling strategy for EBFT,
targeting larvae, juveniles, and adults. Sites such as the Balearic Sea, Malta, and Croatia were prioritized. Despite
endorsement by SCRS, the ICCAT Commission did not adopt the plan at its 2024 Special Meeting in Limassol.
The plan remains unimplemented and relies on Member States and EU coordination to maintain momentum.
Without swift progress, the East risks falling behind the West in scientific capability.

4. Funding Challenges and the Role of DCF

While the EU's Data Collection Framework (DCF) supports vital surveys (Balearic larval, French aerial, GBYP
aerial), the EU voluntary contribution to ICCAT explicitly excludes funding for CKMR or MSE. Some CPCs
expressed support for CKMR-related work, but funding availability is uncertain and time-sensitive (2025
budgets must be used promptly). This funding gap represents a significant bottleneck.

5. Beyond CKMR: Broader Benefits of Genetic Sampling

Genetic tools support more than CKMR. They help define stock structure, track connectivity, and offer
emerging techniques such as age estimation through epigenetics. Strengthening genetic infrastructure is key to
broader fisheries monitoring, especially for highly migratory species like bluefin tuna.

6. Technical Recommendations — Diaz-Arce et al. (2025)

Recent work compared DNA yield from keel, finlet, and caudal tissues. Keel samples consistently
outperformed others in DNA quality and genotyping success. The results support prioritizing keel sampling—
particularly in high-volume harvest settings—and stress the need for standardized protocols and rigorous
bioinformatics filtering.
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7. Conclusion and Strategic Considerations

The Western stock has embedded CKMR in its assessment and management frameworks. The Eastern stock,
despite detailed planning, remains stalled. This risks weakening the scientific foundation of management advice.
A coordinated push from ICCAT CPCs, with renewed financial and institutional support, is essential to align
efforts and safeguard the integrity of bluefin tuna management on both sides of the Atlantic.

Summary of Feedback on CKMR and Genetic Sampling Following ISSG Bluefin Tuna Session

The session highlighted the need to renew dialogue with the European Commission on the future of CKMR
and genetic studies for Eastern Bluefin Tuna. While the epigenetic clock methodology is advancing, adminis-
trative changes have disrupted continuity. It was recalled that ICCAT has recommended genetic sampling, and
although tissue collection has previously been supported, funding for genetic analysis remains lacking.

Clarification was provided on tissue sampling methods used in the western CKMR study, where muscle tissue
was collected from individually processed fish, reducing contamination risks—a challenge in commercial farm-
ing. Concerns were raised about EU reluctance to fund genetic analyses, with suggestions that reframing the
initiative under the EU’s Data Collection Framework (DCF) could strengthen its positioning.

Participants noted that genetic sampling is already included in some National Work Programmes, stressing
that valuable adult tissues risk being lost without immediate collection. The main bottleneck lies in genotyping,
which requires further learning, logistics, and funding solutions.

The Commission noted that the proposal could not be supported in its current form.. A revised approach was
discussed, potentially reallocating resources from lower-priority activities, and exploring alternative funding
sources for such as future SAF funding opportunities. It was also emphasised that genetic sampling has value
beyond CKMR, including applications such as epigenetic ageing.

In conclusion, the group agreed on the importance of preserving adult samples, pursuing a feasibility study, and
submitting a revised proposal to the European Commission. This feedback directly informed Recommenda-
tion 04: to conduct a feasibility study on genetic sampling, identifying suitable tissue collection sites and as-
sessing their use in developing an epigenetic clock for age determination.

Proposals for Recommendation and Decisions
LP_2025_D02: For the ISSG BFT to launch a data call for collecting biological data info to submit to ICCAT.

LP_2025_RO04: For the ISSG BFT to coordinate with MSs on producing a feasibility study on epigenetic clock
for BFT based on samples from the keel.
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3.5.1ISSG Bait boat/pole and line

3.5.1. State of play ISSG since 2022 -2023 and way forward

The artisanal fisheries and the tuna bait boats specially are ones of the most important in the European
waters. This subgroup is characterized by presenting technical characteristics and problems common to
two-member states, mainly Portugal and Spain. As a summary, the most identifying technical
characteristics of this fishery are listed below:

e artisanal fishing.
e Use a live bait to fish.

The number of fishers depends on the size of the vessels and the season period, from two or three
sailors to 20 people in the biggest ones. The level of technology on board they have depends on the
vessel size and the fishing grounds they use; larger vessels are normally used. The fishing grounds are
around the islands for the smallest vessels and off shore for the bigger ones. There are different fishing
strategies depending on the size of the vessels and the species targeted.

For tropical tunas, big-eye tuna (Thunnus obesus), yellow fin tuna (Thunnus albacares), and skip jack
(Katsuwonus pelamis), fishing to "free school" is the main fishery strategy, especially in the smallest vessels.
Using the vessel like a FAD in the middle-sized vessels, fishing in groups made by two or three vessels
("pesca a manchas"), or sharing FAD between vessel groups in the Dakar area in bigger vessels (semi-
industrial fishery). For temperate tuna fishing albacore (Thunnus alalunga) and blue fin tuna (Thunnus
thynnus), fishing strategies are always free school; these species are very mobile and do not remain static
under the boat or FAD. The times of fishing trips range from one day for the small vessels to around ten
days for the biggest ones. They use ice to conserve the fish and land fresh fish normally.

Currently, in waters outside the European Union, there are three groups of bait boats that use similar
fishing strategies for tuna species. The group, known as "Dakar Bait Boat," has halted its fishing activity
after more than 40 years of activity in the territorial waters of Mauritania and Senegal. In 2024, only
three boats were awaiting a solution to their problems in the area; the rest of the fleet returned to Spain
or was sold to another country. The fishing agreement between the EU and Senegal was not renewed.
For now, they are unable to fish and are seeking other fishing grounds or moving to another ocean.
Costa Rica has expressed interest in developing a project to transfer technology and knowledge of this
fishing technique. In June 2025, these three boats remain stranded in the port of Dakar.

The group of bait boats from the Canary Islands, about 218 pole boats are still active in this area. This
fleet has five target species of tuna, capturing an annual average of about 4,500 thousand tons. These are
seasonal catches due to the biology of these migratory species, the most important of which are bigeye
tuna (T. obesus), skipjack tuna (K. pelamis) due to their volume of catches, and bluefin tuna (T. thynnus)
due to its higher selling price. In the last three years, the seasonality of catches has changed slightly, with
catches delayed by several months and considerably lower than previous years. The lack of small pelagic
species in the area is causing significant live bait problems for the fleet. Due to the existence of catch
quotas for bigeye tuna, fishing for this species is regulated by Annex ID of Council Regulation (EU)
2025/202 of 30 January 2025, which sets the quotas for 2025 and 2026. Order APA/372/2020, of 24 April
2025:
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The total quota of 7.523,98 tons allocated to the Kingdom of Spain will be distributed as follows: Specific
census of vessels authorized to fish for bigeye tuna in the Atlantic Ocean. For the Bait Boat Canary
Islands segment, the TAC is 2.175,099 t (28.9089%) of total Spanish TAC. This quota could be sufficient,
but unfortunately, fishing seasons vary greatly each year. There are favorable years, and this quota is
caught during four months of active fishing. In other years, the tuna fishes don't pass through the waters
surrounding the islands, and the fleet doesn't fill its quota. Unfortunately, this situation is occurring more
frequently than the other.

Similar to the Canary Islands, catches by the Azores and Madeira fleet have fallen to an annual average
of around 2,300 tons of this five targets species. These fleets share fishing areas to catch tuna, the Azores
boats fish in Madeira’s waters and vice versa. The most important by catch volume are bigeye tuna (T.
obesus) and skipjack tuna (K. pelamis), and bluefin tuna (T. thynnus) by market value. In 2024, there were
69 ships in Madeira and 18 in the Azores actives. Regional Secretariat for the Sea and Fisheries, which
imposes restrictions on bigeye tuna catches by fleet segment. Each vessel, regardless of its overall length,
cannot discharge more than 120 Tons per year. Restrictions apply for bigeye tuna for Azores fleet, for
each 48 hours, with the limit exception for open deck boats that as a limit for each 48 hours and per
week. Regarding the BFT, we have a small quota allocated to the BB fleet of the Portuguese islands, 37 t
caught in Madeira in 2024 and restricted to the period between January and May of each year, since the
majority of the Portuguese quota is allocated to trap fishing in the south of Portugal.

Regarding the tempered tuna, the Bait Boat fleet is of the utmost importance, with a significant presence
of fleets from north Spain and Portugal. It is noteworthy that the bait boat index is included in the
selection for the ALB  stock assessment for the North  Atlantic  stock.
The principal gears are the bait boat fleet and the troll. During the course of that fishery, other tuna
species, including bluefin, bigeye and skipjack, are frequently caught as bycatch.

Detailed information is presented in figures and tables on the Bait Boat fisheries of Spain and Portugal in
the oral presentation made for this topic at this year meeting (Annex lll).

Spain and Portugal continue to track and monitor the fishing activity of these fleets. Size sampling
programs are developed during unloading in port and also biological sampling in the laboratory, all within
the Data Collection Framework program. Over the past year, a detailed study of size distribution, fishing
method selectivity, and the development of a standardized abundance index for catches has been
conducted in the Canary Islands region. Future actions to be coordinated across these tuna fleets include
developing a combined CPUE index for each tropical tuna species. Other studies related to improving
migration studies and collecting biological data and samples are also included in the roadmap.

Other studies related to improving migration studies and the collection of biological data and samples
are also included in the roadmap.

It has been identified that this subgroup could provide technical support to the CCRUP (Advisory Council
of the Outermost Regions) on all tuna-related issues.
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3.6.1SSG Regional Database

3.6.1. State of play for test study/case proposition

As discussed during the 2024 Technical Meeting, progress on this task is highly dependent on the availability
of competent individuals to format data at the national level and maintain a pool of coding-proficient personnel
capable of transforming the RDBES format to ICCAT forms. It was reported that IRD had attempted to hire
such staff to advance this work, but the position remained unfilled. IRD confirmed their intention to proceed
with the process.

The group reaffirmed the commitment of the 5 interested Member States and proposed that representatives
from all interested parties attend the ICES WKRDBES-INTRO4 workshop to be held in September 2025. This
workshop aims to explain the RDBES format, its requirements, and completion procedures to participants.
Cyprus representatives noted that a Mediterranean Albacore longline dataset has already been formatted
according to the latest RDBES standards and will be made available to the group once the necessary expertise
is secured to attempt the transformation from RDBES to ICCAT format.

An RDBES presentation was delivered by a platform representative, which generated productive discussions.
It was clarified that while RDBES support can be arranged for dataset development and format transformation
processes, the work cannot be conducted entirely by the RDBES team.

LP_2025_RO02:For the five MSs (Portugal, Ireland, Cyprus, France, Italy) that expressed their interest
to participate in the RDBES case study to attend the ICES WKRDBES-INTRO meeting in September.

3.7.Pan regional coordination

3.7.1. ISSG Métiers and Transversal Issues

The ISSG made a presentation at the RCG LP, highlighting main achievements for the ISSG in 2024-2025
relevant to this RCG. The aim of the group is to maintain the list of DCF metiers on level 6 and level 7 that is
used for data calls in ICES and STECF and to serve as a forum to discuss harmonization of methods used for
assigning métier codes and working with transversal data (i.e., fishing activity data) in EU Member States.

One of the first task of the group is to continue following and evaluating the implementation of the métier
codes on a pan-regional level and maintaining métier codes and other reference lists and scripts. The ISSG
reviewed requests from countries and RCGs for new métiers, gears or species codes to add in the reference
lists. From the RCG LP 2024 there was a recommendation to include in the DCF level 7, as optional, an
information on the school type/FADs in the RCG LP métiers reference list.
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Following this recommendation, the ISSG discussed the way to include this new information in the metier
reference list at DCF level7 and proposed to add it as optional information after the group of species targeted,
considering the “FAD/School type” used and distinguishing three different cases where no information
provided means is unknown (in line with RFMO, IOTC).

[) “Fishing on schools associated with anchored floating objects” (“_AF’’)
Il) “Fishing on schools associated with drifting floating objects” (“_DF’’)
Il) “Fishing on free schools (un-associated with floating objects)” (‘““_FS”’)

The ISSG métier reference list at DCF level7 has been updated accordingly, see GitHub https://github.com/ices-
eg/RCGs/blob/master/Metiers/Reference_lists/RDB_ISSG_Metier_level_7_list.xlIsx. At this stage it is added
only for LP fisheries in RCG LDF area.

In addition, the ISSG received request from STECF for suggesting a new gear code for traplines which have
been increasingly used/tested in EU waters for catching swordfish. Since there is no gear code available, the
use of this gear is not recorded in logbooks and data calls, and it is therefore not possible to evaluate its
implementation or impact.

The request was presented and discussed at the RCG LP meeting, and following was concluded:
I. The RCG Large Pelagics supports the suggested codes:

* Gear code (level 4): LLT (Longline with traplines) which will be included in the “Hooks and lines”
gear’ group

e Metier level 5 code: LLT_LPF (targeting Large Pelagic Fish)

e Metier level 6 code: LLT LPF 0 0

e Metier level 7 code: LLT_LPF_0_0_SWO (targeting SWOrdfish)

2. 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.

3. Associated to the code, the percentage traplines should be indicated. This could be >0 to 100.

4. The relevant gear dimensions are number of hooks, number of traplines, perimeter (cm) of smallest
hoop of the trapline.

In the scope of the same task, the ISSG updated the manual for assigning métier codes to transversal data with
addition of the procedures and principles used by the ISSG for defining and assigning a new métier code into
the reference lists (Métier assignment procedure), and also adding information related to the Métier DCF level7
reference list. The updated manual in html and pdf formats can be found on the ISSG GitHub:
https://github.com/ices-eg/RCGs/tree/master/Metiers. The ISSG aim to ask for a DOI in order to better
reference it.

In the scope of the other tasks of the ISSG, the annual metier description reports have been updated and
multiannual reports have been developed. Furthermore, the ISSG continued the analysis of cross-validation
methods applied by MS in estimating transversal data, tested and revised the template developed to document
methods to calculate RCBES CE and CL data on national level, updated effort fecR package with disaggregation

) REDNN Co-funded by
Rezz? MCEN the European Union



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

Ve “7
XN . -
N 3\ Regional Coordination Group
W\ <A X
7 arge Pelagics
N

W=7

RCG LP 2025 REPORT
Progress report on ToRs and work plan

function and methods for SSF and discussed input for RWP 2028-2020. See also RCG NANSEA & Baltic
reports for more details on the ISSG work.

See RCG NANSEA & Baltic reports

https://www.fisheries-rcg.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/2025_RCG-NANSEA-RCG-Baltic_ Technical-
Meeting-Report_Part-l.pdf

See RCG NANSEA & Baltic reports

https://www fisheries-rcg.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/08/2025_ RCG-NANSEA-RCG-Baltic_Technical-
Meeting-Report_Part-ll.pdf

3.7.2. RDBFIS Il project — The Regional Database for the Mediterranean and Black Sea

A presentation with an overview of the development of the Regional Database for the Mediterranean and
Black Sea (RDBFIS) was provided. The implementation of the RDBFIS began in January 2021 under the grant
agreement MARE/2020/08 - SI2.839444. This first phase was successfully completed in February 2023. The
second phase commenced in April 2023, funded under CINEA/EMFAF/2021/3.1.2/03/SC04/S12.881222, and
was concluded at the end of March 2025. The final report has been accepted by CINEA/DG MARE and will
be published shortly.

The system has been populated with aggregated data, survey data, and detailed biological data. RDBFIS users
follow a streamlined process to upload their national data, which includes three main steps: validation checks,
consistency checks, and final data upload.

It was emphasized that the integration of fisheries surveys into the RDBFIS platform represents a significant

achievement. An overview of the databases and integrated components within the RDBFIS is presented in the
following schema.
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Fig 3.7.2.1 Overview of the databases and integrated components within the RDBFIS

Furthermore, the structure of the RDBES and its associated coding system has been incorporated into the
platform. This integration supports the understanding of hierarchical data concepts and facilitates the handling
of specific requests, such as those related to large pelagic species.

The RDB ISSG for LP set the basis for a common RDB format (based on RDBES standards) that can be
integrated in both RDBES & RDBFIS. This approach satisfies the term or definition of compatibility between
the two regional databases. The question is how we can go on and realize this idea.

From the beginning of the MARE 2020/08 grant, the data base structure for keeping biological information for
large pelagic has been integrated within the RDBFIS. The consortium is open for further improvements and
adjustments to fit the current requirements and needs. The Entity-Relationship Diagram (ERD) of the LP
database is presented in the following schema.
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Fig 3.7.2.2 Entity-Relationship Diagram (ERD) of the LP database

An open discussion within the consortium is how the RDBFIS can support the ICCAT data call. This point will
be discussed in the next SC of the Mes&BS RDB and the RCG Med&BS. Up to now, the structure of the data
call and the coding system have been investigated.

RDBFIS I1I-The Med&BS RDBFIS-lll project, aims to Establishment of the Regional Database for the
Mediterranean and Black Seas (duration 13.5 months started April 2025). The project focuses on maintaining,
developing, and populating RDBFIS with relevant data. Key tasks include system fine-tuning, improved
validation, cross-checks for key datasets. It also supports enhanced r-packages for quality checks and spatial
analysis tools. Ultimately, it strengthens RDBFIS as a robust platform for future data calls and reporting
obligations.

The RDBFIS team confirmed the availability to collaborate with RCG-LP.
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3.7.3.SECWEB 2.0 project — Evolving the on-line environment, tools and services of the RCGs
Secretariat for the RCGs community

Objectives

CETMAR on his 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 SecWeb2.0 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 project objectives are:

e To address the evolving needs and requests of the RCGs network by expanding the functions and
services delivered through the web.

e To enhance the effectiveness of the RCGs Stakeholders Database.

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

This project is tightly connected with the intersessional work of the RCGs Secretariat because it bases on the
RCG network needs and relies on the interaction with the network participants.

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 RCG 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, SecWeb2.0 identified the necessary tools
and improvements, defined their core functional specifications, and prioritized the corresponding IT
development tasks to ensure efficient, user-centred outcomes.

As of the RCG ECON meeting, the process is still ongoing and has engaged over 70 direct contributors from
the RCG network. The proposed solutions, prioritized accordingly, are presented below:

e Decisions and recommendations e E-library
support tool e Consultation tool
e Event registration system e Stakeholders database
e E-calendar e Website updates and improvements

Workplan for 2025 - 2026

It is foreseen that by the end of September 2025, first pilot versions of the developments will be presented
for discussion, amendment and validation. And programming work will continue until every solution is ready
for crash testing.
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It is expected that by the end of May 2026 all the solutions are ready to become full scale operational.
Q&A and Comments

Pedro Lino raised a comment regarding a request he made some time ago. Since we already have the domain
fisheries-rcg.eu, he suggests creating an email account for the chairs. This account would not be personal but
would serve as a shared mailbox for current and future chairs of the group.

The Secretariat commits to explore this possibility. Technically it is viable, but this may need some consultation
Hugo Maxwell asks about the validation process, who will do that.

Maria Pérez explains that the development process will build on the outcomes of the consultation carried out
in the last term of 2024. This consultation helped to identify experts within the network who were willing to
contribute to defining priorities and the main features of the new tools. These experts were grouped according
to the tools of their interest and met online to define the functional specifications. They will now be consulted
again to confirm that the prototypes reflect what was discussed. The working groups remain open and new
participants are welcome. Written communication will be shared as the process advances, and the next steps
are expected to be announced at the Liaison meeting.

Proposals for Recommendation and Decisions

N/A

Rapporteurs : RCGs Secretariat / Rosa M. Ferndndez Otero, Maria Pérez
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4. Any Other Business (AOB)

No additional subjects were discussed under this item.

Any Other Business (AOB)
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Next meeting and RCG chairing
5. Next meeting and RCG chairing

RCG LP will meet in June 2026 in Heraklion, Crete, Greece. Specific dates TBC

The RCG LP 2025 meeting will be followed up with a RCG Decision meeting, taking one-day meeting for the
National Correspondents and RCG chairs in Brussels. The date of the decision meeting is the 24th September
2025.

For the RCG LP 2026 the Co-Chairs are loannis Thasitis (CYP) and George Tserpes (GRC).
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List of Decisions and Recommendations
6. List of Decisions and Recommendations

Decision 01. Adopt official ICCAT and IOTC latest nominal catches data submitted by

DGMARE.

LP_2025_DOl Adopt official ICCAT and IOTC latest nominal catches data submitted by
DGMARE as compiled from MSs to be used for the formulation of RCG LP
RWVP.

Sampling and regional working plans

RCG LP considers that ICCAT and IOTC data are the most accurate to be
Justification used to fill table 2.1 in the RWP and efficiently coordinate regional sampling
program activities.

: Use the current data available for nominal catches in Task. | data from ICCAT
Follow-up actions and IOTC and the data to be provided by DGMARE (in recommendation 01)
needed for the previous years to fill Table 2.1 in the RWP

Al The RCG LP Co-chairs
for follow-up actions

Time frame To be prepared for the RWP 2028-2030 (submitted before Oct. 2026)
(Deadline)

Comments

Recommendation 01. Transmission of the official data submitted to ICCAT and IOTC
simultaneously to the RCG Chairs

LP_2025_ROI DGMARE in agreement with MSs to yearly (starting in 2025) send the official
data submitted to ICCAT and IOTC simultaneously to the RCG Chairs for
them to coordinate the work needed for formulating current updates of RWP.

Sampling and regional working plans

This is needed to reduce time gaps between data officially available in the

R gl RFMOs and the data needed to fill Table 2.1 in the RWP for LP.

DGMARE to send the Nominal Catches that are submitted to the RFMOs
(ICCAT and IOTC) to the RCGLP Co-chairs

Follow-up actions
needed

Lele e DGMARE and MSs
for follow-up actions

Time frame Yearly, starting in 2025.
(Deadline)

Comments

i “\\\\‘
;"(\{. : : \5‘.} RCGs Secretariat Co-funded by
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List of Decisions and Recommendations
Recommendation 02. MSs participation in the RDBES case study to attend the ICES
WKRDBES-INTRO
LP_2025_R02 For the five MSs (Portugal, Ireland, Cyprus, France, Italy) that expressed their
interest to participate in the RDBES case study to attend the ICES WKRDBES-
INTRO meeting in September-.

Regional database

Interested MS would get benefitted from hands on support in transforming their
Justification national data sets to RDBES format. Completing this stage will be required
before transforming the RDBES data format to ICCAT Forms.

: The 5 MSs will review the status of the Case Study Data to RDBES
Follow-up actions transformation and meet before the end of 2025 to discuss next steps to
needed complete the transformation.

Gl el Assigned experts by these MSs
for follow-up actions

Time frame September for the ICES Workshop and end of 2025 for the MSs meeting.
(Deadline)

Comments

Decision 02. For the ISSG BFT to run a data call for collecting biological data info to
submit to ICCAT.

LP_2025_D02 For the ISSG BFT to run a data call for collecting biological data info to submit
to ICCAT.

Sampling and regional working plans

Following the request from ICCAT GBYP from previous years the RCG LP
would like to provide the requested information on existing BFT samples
collected and stored by each MS. Recommendations done on the same data
request made in previous years were not answered by the MSs.

Justification

ISSG BFT to first agree on a template with the end user, then send to the data
call to all MSs

Follow-up actions
needed

Gl ISSG BFT for the data call and MSs to provide the data
for follow-up actions

Time frame Intersessionally, to launch the data call in the QI for 2026 (all to reach the
(Deadline) TM2026 for RCGLP)

Comments

i “\\\\‘
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List of Decisions and Recommendations

Recommendation 03. New code for the Longline gear using traplines

LP_2025 RO3 To the Metier code and transversal issues ISSG to add a new code for the
Longline gear using traplines

Sampling and regional working plans

The LL gear using traplines in addition to hooks is increasingly being used by
Justification the EU fleets and data is needed to assess the implications for the exploitation
of large pelagic species in particular swordfish.

ISSG Metiers and transversal issues to work intersessionaly and propose codes
(tentatively LLT) to STECF and ICCAT. RCG LP Chairs in collaboration with
SISG metiers to consult MSs for fishery specific details to make the information
available before RCG LP TM2026.

Follow-up actions
needed

Sl SSG Metiers, RCGLP chairs and MSs for the information
for follow-up actions

e T Immediate reaction by ISSG Metier on the tentative code and Intersessionally
(Deadline) before RCGLP TM2026 for the MSs information.

Comments

Note: To this end RCG LP ISSGs functioning should be prioritized so as to perform the working with the corresponding 27
data sets and reflect their views and specificities in the RCG LP RWP. RWP work should be mandated in ISSGs agendas.
The Chairs of RCG LP will participate and represent the RCG to ISSG Pan-regional RWP (note to be taken to the report
part on RWP)

Recommendation 04. Coordination of feasibility study on BFT epigenetic clock

LP_2025_R04 For the ISSG BFT to coordinate with MSs for a feasibility study on epigenetic
clock for BFT based on samples from the keel.

Sampling and regional working plans

We need the EU to have its own way of aging fish and there’s been long-term

Justification problems with fish aging (man power)

Follow-up actions ‘ The ISSG BFT will draft the feasibility study in collaboration with MSs
needed

Gl The ISSG BFT chair with MSs experts
for follow-up actions

Time frame Intersessionaly (draft before TM2026)

(Deadline)

Comments

-

4’:; “\\n\.
"(\(. : : \5‘.} RCGs Secretariat Co-funded by
Wezz?' the European Union




e

NWA
NN
‘r\\ ‘}.} Regional Coordination Group
"\ \\ - //L, Large Pelagics

RCG LP 2025 REPORT

Treatment.
LP 2025 D03

Justification

Follow-up actions
needed

Responsible persons
for follow-up actions
Time frame
(Deadline)

Comments

List of Decisions and Recommendations

Decision 03. Merge the two sub-ISSGs Tropical Tuna Observers and Tropical Tuna

Merge sub-ISSGs Tropical Tuna Observers and Tropical Tuna Treatment into
a single group at a joint single meeting (ISSG Tropical Tuna), led by two co-
chairs

RCG LP structure, organisation and links

Each co-chair will represent a different topic (port and onboard sampling) and
come from a different country (Spain and France). The chairing term will last
two years, after which the vice-chair will rotate into the chair role. This
structure aims to ensure balanced representation and continuity in leadership.
Antoine Duparc (IRD-France) and Jon Ruiz (AZTI -Spain) were selected as co-
chairs for the period 2025-2026, while Phillipe Sabarros (IRD-France) and Pedro
Pascual (IEO — Spain) were elected as vice-chairs.

Update documentation and Website

ISSG Tropical Tuna, MS representatives and Secretariat

Intersessionaly
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Pedro Lino

CY loannis Thasitis
FR Antoine Duparc
Cy Charis Charilaou
HR Dalibor Jelavic
IE David Currie
GR George Tserpes

IE Hugo Maxwell
HR IVANA VUKOV
EU Joana Patricio

ES Jon Ruiz

ES Jose Carlos Baez

DK Josefine Egekvist
HR Josip Males

ES Juana Poza Poza
MT Kelly Camilleri
EU Leonie O'Dowd
IE Linda O'Hea

IT Luigi Pappalardo

ES Maria Pérez Rodriguez
GR Michael Chatziefstathiou

CcY Myrto loannou
MT Nolan Attard
ES Pablo Quelle Eijo

ES Pedro José Pascual Alayon
IT Pietro Gentiloni

ES Rosa Maria Fernandez

FR Sebastien Demanache

MT Sina Kroebel

plino@ipma.pt
IThasitis@dfmr.moa.gov.cy
antoine.duparc@ird.fr
ccharilaou@dfmr.moa.gov.cy
jelavic@izor.hr
david.currie@marine.ie
gtserpes@hcmr.gr
hugo.maxwell@marine.ie
ivana.vukov@mps.hr
joana.patricio@ec.europa.eu
jruiz@azti.es

josecarlos.baez@ieo.csic.es
jsv@aqua.dtu.dk

josip-males@hotmail.com
jpoza@mapa.es
kelly.camilleri.| @gov.mt
leonie.o'dowd@ec.europa.eu
linda.ohea@marine.ie
luigi.pappalardo@feampa.eu
mperez@cetmar.org
mchatzief@minagric.gr
mioannou@dfmr.moa.gov.cy
nolan.attard@gov.mt
pablo.quelle@ieo.csic.es
pedro.pascual@ieo.csic.es
gentiloni.p@cirspe.it

rfernandez@cetmar.org

Sebastien.Demaneche@ifremer.fr

sina.kroebel@gov.mt

RCG chair

RCG co-chair

ISSG chair

RCG expert

RCG expert

RCG expert

RCG expert

RCG expert

National correspondent
DG MARE

ISSG chair

RCG expert

ISSG chair (Metier and
tranversal issues)

RCG expert

National correspondent
RCG expert

DG MARE

National correspondent
RCG expert

RCGs Secretariat

RCG expert

National correspondent
RCG expert

RCG expert

ISSG chair

RCG expert

RCGs Secretariat

ISSG chair (Metier and
tranversal issues)

RCG expert

HR Stefanos Kavadas stefanos@hcmr.gr RDBFIS consortium
ES Susana Naranjo Fernandez snaranjo@mapa.es RCG expert
ES Teodoro Patrocinio Ibarrola | teo.ibarrola@ieo.csic.es RCG expert
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FR Tristan Rouyer tristan.rouyer@ifremer-.fr ISSG chair

Venetia. KOSTOPOULOU@ec.eur
opa.eu
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Annex II: Agenda
Annex Il: Agenda

Date First day 02/07/2025

Time Duration Subject Presenter(s)
09:30 30 Testing
10:00 30 Welcome and introduction RCG-LP Co-Chairs
10:30 60 RWP DG-MARE, Leonie O’'Dowd
11:30 15 Coffee break
| 1:45 60 RWP Continued
12:45 60 Lunch
13:45 15 SECWEB RCGs Secretariat, Maria Pérez
15 Discussion in plenary
14:15 30 ISSG Tropical Tunas Jon Ruiz
30 Discussion in plenary
I5:15 15 Coffee break
15:30 30 ISSG Tropical Tunas Antoine Duparc
30 Discussion in plenary
16:30 End of the day

[p -1 Second day 03/07/2025

Time Duration Subject Presenter(s)
09:00 I5 ISSG Bluefin Tuna Hugo Maxwell
I5 Discussion in plenary
09:30 30 DTMT Tool End Users DG-MARE, Leonie O’Dowd
I5 Discussion in plenary
10:15 15 ISSG Baitboat/pole and line Pedro Pascual
15 Discussion in plenary
10:45 I5 Coffee break
11:00 30 ISSG RDB RDBFIS consortium
30 Discussion in plenary
12:00 90 Lunch
13:30 I5 RDBFIS Stefanos Kavadas/Irida Maina
I5 Discussion in plenary
14:00 5 Commission update on control regulations & |DG-MARE, Leonie O’Dowd
feedback on DCF and Venetia Kostopoulou
I5 Discussion in plenary DG-MARE Joana Patricio
14:30 I5 Coffee break
14:45 15 Evaluation follow-up of 2024 Recommendations Pedro Lino
30 Discussion in plenary
15:30 30 Recreational Fisheries
I5 Discussion in plenary

K I Rees Secretariat R Co-funded by
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16:15 End of the day
Date Third day 04/07/2025
Time |Duration Subject Presenter(s)
09:00 20 RDBFIS State of play and further maintenance ﬁ:{::os Kavadas and lIrina
30 Discussion in plenary
09:50 70 Refinement of the recommendations and decisions | Group
11:00 15 Coffee break
I11:15 15 ISSG Metiers and Transversal Issues joseﬁn'e Egelevist and
Sebastien Demaneche
I5 Discussion in plenary
I1:45 15 RCG LP 2026, venue and chairs Group
12:00 60 Lunch
13:00 60 Report Inputs/.Contrlbutlons for RCG Report 2025 RCG chairs
Recommendations
14:00 I5 Coffee break
14:15 60 AOB
15:30 End of the meeting
32
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Annex lll: ISSG Baitbote, pole and line presentation

P e
i NN
Y EA N . I
. r\.\ J;\ Regional Coordination Group
+ W, - 4 1
.‘\&.\ e Large Pelagics
= FE

Co-funded by
the European Union

ISSG BAITBOAT/POLE AND LINE

PASCUAL- ALAYON! P, LIDIA FERREIRA DE GOUVEIA 2, DALIA REIS*, PABLO

QUELLE

£57 7%
A W ) o
N -_.} Regional Coordination Group
! \.‘;\i“ - :{} Large Pelagics

i

TABLE OF CONTENTS

2™ TO 4™ OF JUNE 2025

Co-funded by
the European Union

STATE OF PLAY
TROPICAL TUNNAS (T. obesus, K. pelamis AND T. albacares)
EUROPEAN BAIT BOAT

.- BB MADEIRA

.-BBAZORES

.- BB CANARIAS

THE PROBLEM FOR THIS FLEET CONTINUE)
.- REGULATION (EU) LEGISLATION
.- FUTURE COORDINATION ACTIONS

.- BB DAKAR. (NO FISHING AGREEMENT BETWEEN UE-SENEGAL,

Temperate Tunnas (T. thynnus and T. alalunga)

European BAIT BOAT

Spain - BB Cantabria sea
Spain.- BB South Spain.

Spain.- BB Canary Islands
Portugal.- BB Madeira Islands
Portugal.- BB Azores Islands

.- REGULATION (EU) Legislation

New chair of this group
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How is the Fishing with pole and line at the moment in Atlantic Ocean.
Summary Characteristics.-

They use a live bait to fish.

The number of sailors it is variable and depend of the size vessels and season
period. Two or three sailors in smallest size vessels to 20 people in the biggest
ones.

The level of technology on board they have depend of the vessel size and the
fishing ground they used. It is bigger in the big ones vessels normally.

It is Mainly around the islands for smallest vessels and off shore fishing ground
for bigger ones vessels.

There are different fishing strategy depend of the size vessels and species target.

For tropical tunas, fishing to "free school" it is the main fishery strategy
especially in the smallest ones vessels. Using the vessel like a FAD in the middle
size vessels, fishing in groups made by two or three vessel ("pesca a manchas")

Albacore tuna (T. alalunga) is fished with a moving boat and on open schools.
The most common method s called trolling.

Bluefin tuna (T. thynnus)are caught with a hand line because they are very large
specimens, and catches are always made from open schools. The small ones are
fishing with live bait in the poles.

The times of fishing trip are from one day for the small ones vessels to around
ten days for the biggest ones.

They use ice to conserve the fish and landing fresh fish normally.

. Co-funded by

LT e—————

Mad_Fleet Azor_Fleet Fishing days

= oo
70 - Gear 2020 2021 2022
56 Bait Boat 1,844 3,026
= - Trol 7,001 6,767 8,597 5,840 5,986
2014 54 2
2015 68 23 Total Days 9,048 8,611 11,623 8,783 8,642
2016 65 23
2017 64 7 Number of boats
2018 62 2 Gear 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024
) ® e R ) " Bait Boat 74 45 60 54 52
2020 & v Trol 187 405 396 376 328
Total Boats 261 0 450 456 430 380
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REGULATION (EU)
OF 22 NOVEMBER 2023
AMENDING COUNCIL REGULATION (EC) NO 1

842 OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL

09, AND AMENDING COUNCIL REGULATIONS (EC) NO 1967/2006 AND (EC) NO 1005/2008 AND REGULATIONS (EU) 2016/1139, (EU) 2017/2403 AND (EU) 2019/473 OF THE

EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL AS REGARDS FISHERIES CONTROL

Spain

Annex ID to Council Regulation (EU)
2025/202 of 30 January 2025 fixing the quotas
for 2025 and 2026.

Orden APA/372/2020, de 24 de abril

2025:

_The quota of 7,523.98 tonnes allocated to the
Kingdom of Spain will be distributed as follows:
Specific Census of Vessels Authorized to Fish for
Bigeye Tuna in the Atlantic Ocean (CEPA).
—3,796.382 t (50.4571%) for fleet a) of CEPA
=2,175.099 t (28.9089%) for fleet b) of
CEPA.

—406.159 t (5.3982%) for fleet c) of the CEPA.
—220.663 t (2.9328%) for fleet d) of the CEPA.
— 698,112 t (9.2785%) for fleet e) of the CEPA.
— 227,562 t (3.0245%) for fleet f) of the CEPA.

e

A
) Regional Coordination Group
Large Pelagics

Annex ID del Reglamento (UE) 2025/202.

Real Decreto 46/2019, de 8 de febrero:

The bluefin tuna quota (stock BFT/AE45WM) for the

Kingdom of Spain during 2025 is 6,783.67 tonnes:

The tonnage quota assigned to the Kingdom of Spain will

be allocated as follows:

—27.13 £ (0.4%) to cover cases where the quota is

exceeded and for catches made by fleets not included in

the Specific Census lists.

—49.341(0.7273%) to cover by-catch by the surface

longline and trolling fleets for northern albacore and

recreational fishing.

—5,911.98 t (87.1501%) allocated to vessels and

almadrabas included in lists a), b), ¢), d), and e) of the

Specific Census. An additional 1.41 t (0.0231%) is

allocated for the almadraba of small tuna in the

Mediterranean.

—793.66 t (11.6995%) destined for vessels included in

lists f), g), and h) of the Specific Census, The total
tches of all vessels included in this list f) may not

exceed the 537.69 tons allocated for the 2025

campaign.

Co-funded by
the European Union
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REGULATION (EU) 2023/2842 OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL
OF 22 NOVEMBER 2023
N (EC) NO 1224/2009, AND AMENDING COUNCIL REGULATIONS (EC) NO 1967/2006 AND (EC) NO 1005/2008 AND REGULATIONS (EU) 2016/1139, (EU) 2017/2403 AND (EU) 2019/473 OF THE
EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL AS REGARDS FISHERIES CONTR(¢

AMENDING COUN

Portugal

COUNCIL REGULATION (EU) 2025/202 of 30 January 2025 fixing for 2025 and 2026 the fishing opportunities for certain fish stocks, applicable in Union
‘waters and, for Union fishing vessels, in certain non-Union waters, and amending Regulation (EU) 2024/257 as regards fishing opportunities for 2025.
Espécie: atum-patudo Zona: Oceano Atlantico
Thunnus obesus (BET/ATLANT)
Portugal 2856.45t
Portaria n.2 78/2025
de 10 de janciro, SRAPA
«the quota of 2 856.45 tonnes allocated to Portugal will be distributed throughout the year as follows: Vessels Authorized to Fish for Bigeye Tuna in
the Atlantic Ocean.
*1 - The capture, retention on board, transhipment and landing of specimens of the bigeye tuna species (Thunnus obesus) is limited to one trip every 48
hours and, depending on the overall length (CFF) of the vessels, in the months of January, February and March, to the following maximum quantities:
*For vessels with an CFF equal to or greater than 25 meters, up to 3t;
*For vessels with an CFF equal to or greater than 20 meters and less than 25 meters, up to 3 t;
*For vessels with an CFF equal to or greater than 14 meters and less than 20 meters, up to 3 t;
« For vessels with an CFF equal to or greater than 12 meters and less than 14 meters, up to 3t;
*For vessels with an CFF equal to or greater than 10 meters or equal to and less than 12 meters, up to 3t;
*For vessels with a CFF smaller than 10 meters, upto 2t;
*For open-beam vessels, regardless of their CFF, up to 1 ton, with a maximum weekly limit of up to 3.
2-The capture, retention on board, transhipment and landing of specimens of the bigeye tuna species (Thunnus obesus) s limited to one trip every 48 hours
and, depending on the overall length (CFF) of the vessels, from April onwards, to the following maximum quantities:
*For vessels with an CFF equal to or greater than 25 meters, up to 16 t;
*For vessels with an CFF equal to or greater than 20 meters and less than 25 meters, up to 12t;
*For vessels with an CFF equal to or greater than 14 meters and less than 20 meters, up to 9.6;
*For vessels with an CFF equal to or greater than 12 meters and less than 14 meters, up to 8 ;
« For vessels with an CFF equal to or greater than 10 meters or equal to and less than 12 meters, up to 4.8t;
*For vessels with a CFF smaller than 10 meters, upto3.2t;
*For open-beam vessels, regardless of their CFF, up to 1 ton, with a maximum weekly limit of up to 3t.

6 - A maximum annual catch limit is hereby established, per vessel regardless of its overall length (CFF), of up to 110 t, without prejudice to the following
number.

7-1n addition to the limits established per vessel in the previous paragraph, maximum monthly catch limits are also established for the following months:
*January, up to 80 t;

*February, up to 120t;

*March, up to 140 t. L e,

™

9~ As s00n as 50% and 75% of the bigeye tuna (Thunnus obesus) quota allocated to the Autonomous Regions s reached, res

with competence in fisheries matters, on the proposal of the service responsible for the respective matter.

Ny
ctively, the liRigkenai Coordination Group
paragraphs 1 and 2 oftis rticlewill b revisd, aplying 3 25% ct 0 them, by means of an exccutiveorder from the mermber o fhe Regiafs] Gavemmentzics

Madeira_BFT

Regarding the BFT, we have a small quota
allocated to the BB fleet of the Portuguese
islands, 37 t caught in Madeira in 2024
and restricted to the period between
January and May of each year, since the
majority of the Portuguese quota is
allocated to trap fishing in the south of
Portugal.
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FUTURE COORDINATION ACTIONS

Meansiz (em) bigeye tuna 2018-2023

= Coordination actions in BB-Pole and Line group SORS/2025050. BSTIMATES OF BIGENE TUNA (THUNNLS
SURFACE FISHERY IN THE NORTHEAST ATLANTIC: FROM
2018 TO 2023. P. Quelle, M. Jaranay', P.J. Pascual-Alayon?, S. Déniz?

= Sampling protocol between MS:

- Length distribution

. Take Samples to age stu dieS SCRS/2025/075. ANALYSIS OF FISHING SELECTIVITY OF BIGTEVVIS TUNA

(Thunnus obesus, Lowe 1839) CATCHES ACCORDING TO
FISHING STRATEGIES OF CANARY ISLANDS BAITBOAT FLEET (2011-

2023). Data preparatory meeting of Bigeye tuna (BET), 2Ith to
© C PU ES by B B-ﬂeet and Zonhe. 25th april of 2025. . P.J Pascual-Alayén !, Déniz S, F. J. Abascal' and

V. Ramos'

* Improve migration studies (tagging Project

» Improve biological studies

+ CCRUP (Advisory Council of the Outermost Regions) SCRS/2025/076. STANDARDIZATION OF ATLANTIC BIGEVE v ] 8 .

(Thunnus obesus, Lowe 1869) TUNA CPUE INDEX OF CANARY ¢
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Trend in maximum, average and minimum monthly size fork SCRS/2025/075. ANALYSIS OF FISHING SELECTIVITY OF BIGEYE TUNA (Thunnus obesus, Lowe 1839) CATCHES ACCORDING
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le“gth Values TO TWO FISHING STRATEGIES OF CANARY ISLANDS BAITBOAT FLEET (2011-2023). Data preparatory meeting of
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Conclusion

L] The Tuna BET fishery in Canary Islands has evolved from an
artisanal costal fishery with small vessels to another artisanal
oceanic fishery with bigger vessels.

. The relative % of bigeye, in the total catch, has been very important
in the total landing in Canary Islands a long all history.

= The fishing ground has changed to bigger one area and sometimes
huge change between years.

. In the Canary Islands, there are two different fishing mode, “en
Mancha” and “free school” to fish bigeye.

= The size catch of BET, by this two fishing mode are significant
differences (D = 0.23822, p-value < 2.2e-16) .

. Both groups of vessels use the same fishing gear; the size of the
hooks, lines, and rods is the same.

= Larger BET sizes are more common in areas close to the island
: slope. Furthermore, the behavior of larger BET sizes is less faithful
diks ‘\/v_/\ to the vessel and they spend less time under vessel “a mancha”.

W Both factors could explain the different BET size classes caught in
each fishing strategy.
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ISSG BAITBOAT/POLE AND LINE

N
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Annex llI: ISSG Baitbote, pole and line presentation

Ly
:‘." Regional Coordination Group

Thanks you for your Atention

iAny questions?

Co-funded by
the European Union

37

N\ NN
\ o
:,‘A RCGs Secretariat
i

RN Co-funded by
L the European Union



