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Executive summary 

The 2026 RCG LDF meeting was held in a hybrid format in Rome, Italy, from 7 to 10 July. A specific session 

was dedicated to all the EU's outermost regions. DG MARE provided feedback on the CFP evaluation and the 

SMEFF application process. They also provided feedback on the outcome of the annual SPRFMO meeting 

regarding EMS usage and the ongoing negotiations for the new SFPA protocol in Mauritania. 

The group reviewed the progress in regional coordination since 2025, the outcomes of the 22nd Liaison 

Meeting, and recommendations from the end users. The group also reviewed the long-distance fisheries 

activities in the CECAF, SPRFMO and NAFO regions, as well as in other fishing areas. The group used updated 

2025 data uploaded by the MS to the Regional Database & Estimation System (RDBES), which is hosted by the 

ICES to support of the RCG's work. 

The group made two recommendations: a continued recommendation to Member States (MSs) to improve 

the quality of submitted data and a recommendation to the ICES RDBES Team to revise the list of countries 

assigned to the RCG LDF for data extraction from RDBES. Member States are requested to avoid using the 

'MIS_MIS' métier code, except for a specific fishery in the Canary Islands, and to always fill in the names of 

fishing grounds in the 'Area of Jurisdiction' field. ICES has been asked to suggest how to extract all data from 

the RDBES for LDF interests in all FAO areas, excluding areas 27 and 37, since the current system is based on 

country assignment. 

Using the data submitted to the RDBES, the Tables 2.1 and 2.5 of the draft Regional Work Plan (RWP) for 

Long Distance Fisheries (LDF) were prepared and presented at the technical meeting. The final draft of the 

LDF RWP was finalised during a dedicated session. The final draft will be put forward to the relevant NCs at 

the Decision Meeting in September 2026. It is planned that the data in Tables 2.1 and 2.5 will be updated in 

2027 using the most recent reference period. 

The group has decided to extend the temporary suspension of the joint EU programme for collecting fisheries 

data on small pelagics in the CECAF region until the organisational and administrative issues relating to the 

deployment of EU observers on EU vessels are resolved, as negotiations between the EU and Mauritania are 

ongoing and a new protocol has not yet been agreed. 

As the existing multilateral agreements expire on 31 December 2027 and pending the development of the new 

EU Multiannual Financial Framework starting in 2028, renewed agreements are required to ensure that 

obligations are supported by the appropriate financial resources. The MSs involved in the agreements plan to 

review and update them during a dedicated meeting under the ISSG SPRFMO-OP in Q2 2027. The renewed 

agreements will be incorporated into the RWP LDF for the period 2028–2030. 

As part of the SPRFMO area's accreditation requirements, the standard observer training workshop must be 

repeated every three years. The first workshop took place in November 2024. The group has decided to 

organise the next workshop in the fourth quarter of 2026. The intention is to invite observers from other 

relevant regions (e.g. CECAF) to further strengthen cooperation. 

The next RCG LDF meeting is planned for late June or early July 2026. Poland has kindly offered to host the 

meeting in Gdansk or Gdynia. Maksims Kovšars (Latvia) will chair the meeting. 
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1 Introduction 

1.1 General 

Drawing on their experience of online and hybrid meetings held between 2020 and 2022, the group decided 

that participation in the annual technical meetings should be in person from 2022 onwards. However, hybrid 

sessions can be organised to discuss relevant topics at the request of participants who are unable to attend 

the meeting in person. 

The 2026 RCG LDF technical meeting took place in Rome, Italy, from 7 to 10 July and was held in a hybrid 

format. It was held in the historic building of the Ministry of Agriculture, Food Sovereignty and Forestry. All 

participants were impressed by the hospitality of the hosts and the excellent technical facilities. 

The group addressed all the terms of reference set for the 2026 meeting and reviewed the EU long distance 

fisheries from the previous years, assessing the extent of regional coordination required for data collection. A 

comprehensive overview of fisheries in all EU outermost regions was provided. 

The RCGs Secretariat provided invaluable organisational support before, during and after the meeting, which 

made the group's work much easier. 

1.2 Legal requirements 

1.2.1 Background of RCG LDF 

The EU Data Collection Framework (DCF) establishes a framework for the collection of economic, biological 

and transversal data by Member States (MS). This programme provides the basic data needed to evaluate the 

state of fishery resources and the fisheries sector. 

Prior to the current Regulation, the RCG LDF (at that time RCM) stemmed from the Data Collection 

Framework (EC Regulation no. 199/2008), establishing a community framework for the collection, 

management and use of the data in fisheries sector for scientific advice regarding the Common Fisheries Policy 

(CFP). According to this regulation and without prejudice to their current data collection obligations under 

Community law, Member States (MS) were obliged to collect primary biological, technical, environmental and 

socio-economic data within the framework of a multi-annual national programme drawn up in accordance with 

the Community programme. 

According to EC Regulation 665/2008, laying down detailed rules for the application of Council Regulation 

(EC) 199/2008, and its technical Decision 2010/93/EU specifying practical aspects for data collection, actions 

planned by MS in their national programme should be presented according to the predefined regions. 

The coordination of the data collection was recommended at regional level, and specific meetings were in 

charge of facilitating this, and these meetings aimed to identify areas for standardisation, collaboration and task 

sharing between MS. RCMs were held annually with participants from each MS involved in fishing activities in 

the respective region. Being an end-user, RCM LDF might launch data calls to gather the information needed 

to complete its tasks. 

From mid-2017 onwards, regulation 199/2008 was repealed and replaced by a new regulation. As a basic 

principle, the new Regulation (REGULATION (EU) 2017/1004) stipulates that “...Member States shall coordinate 

their data collection activities with other Member States in the same marine region and shall make every effort to 

coordinate their actions with third countries having sovereignty or jurisdiction over waters in the same marine region.” 
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Apart from the requirement to establish Regional Coordination Groups (see following section), the Regulation 

also foresees the participation and contribution by the relevant MS as well as their respective National 

Correspondents. The EU data collection requirements were further detailed in the Commission Implementing 

Decision (EU) 2016/1251 (EU-MAP).  

In 2019, this Decision was administratively transformed into two different decisions without any modifications 

to the actual obligations: 

• Commission Implementing Decision (EU) 2019/909 establishing the list of mandatory research surveys 

and thresholds for the purposes of the multiannual Union programme for the collection and 

management of data in the fisheries and aquaculture sectors. Such decisions can be decided by the 

Commission directly; they do not need scrutiny by the European Parliament and the Council. 

• Commission Delegated Decision (EU) 2019/910 establishing the multiannual Union programme for 

the collection and management of biological, environmental, technical and socioeconomic data in the 

fisheries and aquaculture sectors. A delegated decision must follow the normal procedure, i.e. it needs 

scrutiny by the European Parliament and the Council. 

The difference between the Delegated and Implementing decisions is of a legal nature. Delegated acts are 

legally binding acts that enable the Commission to supplement or amend non‑essential parts of EU legislative 

acts, for example, to define detailed measures. The Commission adopts the delegated act and if Parliament and 

Council have no objections, it enters into force. Implementing acts are legally binding acts that enable the 

Commission – under the supervision of committees consisting of EU countries’ representatives – to set 

conditions that ensure that EU laws are applied uniformly. 

1.2.2 Establishment of RCG LDF 

In 2017 the RCG LDF held two meetings and during the 2nd meeting, the requirement for formal establishment 

of the RCG was discussed and concluded upon by all parties present at the meeting. This conclusion led to 

the following statement regarding the establishment of RCG LDF: 

Having regard Article 9.2 of REGULATION (EU) 2017/1004, stipulating that regional coordination groups shall be 

established by the relevant Member States for each marine region, and, having considered all regions outside EU waters 

as a marine region and in continuation of the previous definition of the RCM marine regions and having relevant 

Member States present at a meeting succeeding the RCM LDF 2016, the Regional Coordination Group for Long 

Distance Fisheries has been established upon opening of the 2nd RCG LDF meeting on November 22, 2017 in 

Copenhagen, Denmark. 

1.3 Terms of Reference 

The following terms of reference were set for RCG LDF 2026: 

ToR 1: Review progress since 2025 following up the 22nd Liaison Meeting report 

ToR 2: Review feedback and recommendations from data end users 

• CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC 

• Other input received 

ToR 3: Analyse data from 2026 RCG LDF data call 
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• Data compilation, providing overviews of fisheries  

• Consider inclusion of emerging fisheries 

• Comments on experience RDBES upload 

ToR 4: Regional data collection, analysis and storage 

• State of play of sampling in CECAF, SPRFMO, NAFO and NPFC areas in 2025 

• Data collection requirements for the NPFC area 

• Status of fisheries in the EU's outermost regions (Canaries, Guadeloupe, Guiana, La Réunion, 

Madeira, Martinique and Mayotte) 

• Changes in the RWP LDF for the 2028-2030 

• SMEFF fisheries in the high seas 

ToR 5: Future data collection set up in CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC 

• Feedback from ISSG CECAF-OP on the Observer Programme of small pelagics 

• Feedback from ISSG SPRFMO-OP on the EU Observer Programme accreditation procedure 

adopted by the SPRFMO 

• Feedback from ISSG NAFO-SP on the harmonization protocols for on-board sampling 

• NPFC current and future data needs 

ToR 6: AOB 

• Feedback from other end users or stakeholders 

• Discuss relevant upcoming calls for tender, studies 

• Changes of the RCG LDF Rules of Procedure 

• Place and date of the next RCG LDF 

1.4 Structure of the report 

ToR addressed by the 2026 RCG LDF meeting are referred to in the following sections of the report.  

ToR 1 - in section 4  

ToR 2 - in section 5  

ToR 3 - in section 2  

ToR 4 - in section 6  

ToR 5 - in section 7  

ToR 6 - in section 8  

Recommendations/Decisions stemming from this group are summarised in section 9. 

1.5 Participants and agenda 

The agenda of the meeting is included in Annex I and list of participants is provided in Annex II. 
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2 2026 RCG LDF data call (ToR 3)  

2.1 Response to 2026 data call 

Before the 2026 annual RCG LDF meeting, a data call was launched to collect landings and effort data. In 2022, 

the RCG LDF stated the following: “As a baseline, from 2023 onwards, only the MS contributing to the relevant 

areas under the remit of the RCG LDF (based on the 2022 response) will be asked yearly, while the data call 

will be expanded to all non-landlocked MS once every three years. The 2026 data call covered all active MS. 

The 2027 call will also be directed only to the active MS, while the 2028 call will again request data from all 

non-landlocked MS. 

In 2023, the RCG LDF concluded that it would also request historical data and data from the outermost 

regions. The latter ensures a comprehensive overview in line with the DCF requirements. However, a more 

in-depth analysis of the impact of such a request flagged the need to include non-EU countries and MS that are 

currently inactive in the relevant regions. As the historical data is irrelevant for coordination purposes and 

non-EU countries are currently not present in the group, it was decided to postpone the request for outermost 

regions to 2025, and historical data was not requested. The request was continued in 2026 as default.  

The RCG Secretariat sent the 2026 data call to all relevant National Correspondents. The call requested that 

the data be uploaded to the Regional Database in use: RDBES, which is hosted and maintained by ICES in 

Copenhagen. The call was launched on May 5, setting the deadline for submission on June 8.  

The following list provides a general overview of the responses received by the RCG LDF. This overview 

doesn’t discriminate between the various types of response received. MS are reminded that they can update 

their data throughout the year and are encouraged to do so where applicable. Some MSs may still update 

historic data. All data was provided on time for analysis, though some was delivered late.  

MSs were requested separately to provide the input log files for the analysis at the RCG. No significant issues 

surfaced. 

Table 2.1.1 Overview of 2026 data call response 

MS Response (Y/N) Activity last year (Y/N) Data provide (Y/N) 

Belgium NA   

Bulgaria NA   

Croatia NA   

Cyprus NA   

Denmark Yes Yes Yes 

Estonia Yes Yes Yes 

Finland NA   

France Yes Yes Yes 

Germany Yes Yes Yes 

Greece NA   

Ireland NA   

Italy Yes No NA 

Latvia Yes Yes Yes 

Lithuania Yes Yes Yes 

Malta NA   

Netherlands Yes Yes Yes 
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Poland Yes Yes Yes 

Portugal Yes Yes Yes 

Romania NA   

Slovenia NA   

Spain Yes Yes Yes 

Sweden NA   

United Kingdom NA   

 

In the former database, the geographical resolution of the requested data was determined by the so-called 

sub-polygon. In the current RDBES, this variable has been updated to ‘area of jurisdiction’. Technically, the 

field is optional in the RDBES; however, the data is essential for RCG LDF to discriminate between the various 

subareas. Also, not all MS complied with the request to submit data at métier level 6, resulting in a substantial 

increase in the share of this métier in the métier ranking. RCG LDF 2023 concluded that, for the Canary 

Islands, the métier code MIS_MIS was acceptable given the characteristics of the fisheries, though for other 

areas the use of MIS_MIS should be avoided whenever possible as the use of this code dominates the overviews 

in some areas, thus blurring the findings and preventing a more in-depth analysis and possibly coordination.  

As a result, the data reflecting the actual situation is blurred by this increase. As this effect hampers the RCG 

LDF's work, RCG LDF recommends that MS adhere to the requested métier level and geographical scale. 

Recommendation 01. Improvement of the quality of data provided 

LDF_2026_R01  
Ongoing recommendation: The RCG LDF recommends that Member States 

adhere strictly to the data specifications outlined in the data call. 

TOR 3  Analyse data from 2026 RCG LDF data call 

Justification  

This is particularly important with regard to the requested Métier level 

(MIS_MIS should be avoided, except for the Canary Islands) and geographical 

scope (fishing ground names should be provided in the 'Area of Jurisdiction' 

field). This applies even if certain fields are considered optional within the 

database format 

Follow-up actions needed  Approved by all RCG LDF NCs 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  

The RCG LDF NCs ensure that the recommendation is followed up during 

future data calls 

Time frame (Deadline)  Decision meeting 2026 

Comments  

 

2.2 Sampling obligations facilitating future multi-annual work plan, including emerging 

fisheries  

By analysing the data uploaded by the MSs to the RDBES, the group can identify significant changes in fishing 

patterns or landing volumes for stocks not currently subject to data collection. Cross-checking this data against 
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DCF obligations allows the group to establish whether emerging fisheries should be incorporated into future 

data collection programmes. 

Analysis of the 2025 data revealed no changes in fishing areas or new fisheries. 

An exploratory fishery by one EU vessel is planned for 2026 in the North Pacific Fisheries Commission (NPFC) 

area, where the total allowable catch (TAC) of chub mackerel is allocated to the EU fleet. Biological 

information is planned to be collected from this fishery under the Multilateral Agreement for biological data 

collection of pelagic fisheries in the NPFC area. 

2.3 Data compilation, providing overviews of fisheries 

In 2026, all MSs were requested to submit their data to the RDBES database. It was mandatory to submit 

commercial landings and effort data from 2025 and optionally from 2021-2024 in case of updates or first-time 

uploads. 

One issue related to the extraction of the data from RDBES have been identified. It appears that data is 

downloaded from the database based on the assignment of countries to the RCG LDF. Consequently, if a 

country has never been assigned to an RCG LDF but has submitted data from LDF areas, it is omitted from 

the extraction. It is suggested that ICES RDBES Team investigate if this is the case and propose a solution to 

this issue. 

Recommendation 02. Revise the countries assigned to the RCG LDF for data extraction from 

RDBES 

LDF_2026_R02 
The RCG LDF recommends that data extraction from RDBES cover all FAO 

areas except 27 and 37 

TOR 3  Analyse data from 2026 RCG LDF data call 

Justification  

Currently, data is downloaded from the RDBES based on countries' 

assignment to the RCG LDF. If a country has not been assigned to an RCG 

LDF, but has submitted data from LDF areas, it is omitted from the extraction 

process. LDF interests cover all FAO areas except 27 and 37 

Follow-up actions needed  Investigate this case and propose a solution for full data extraction 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  
ICES RDBES Team 

Time frame (Deadline)  RCG LDF 2027 data call 

Comments  

 

Fisheries overviews reports have been produced for the RCG LDF for the last couple of years. Until 2024 

they have been prepared basing on the old RDB FishFrame data format. The RDB FishFrame system has been 

phased out and fully replaced by RDBES. Since 2024 commercial landings and effort data have been submitted 

to RDBES. Scripts for the preparation of fisheries overviews basing on RDBES format originated from the RCG 

NASEA and Baltic. Therefore, they had to be modified to meet the requirements of RCG LDF. During the 
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2025 Technical Meeting the modified scripts basing on RDBES format were used for the first time to prepare 

fisheries overviews for LDF regions. However, the process of generating the reports proved to be very time-

consuming and did not leave enough time for their analysis. 

After the 2025 Technical Meeting the work has been initiated to improve the fisheries overviews scripts. The 

main aim was to make them more structured as well as easier to maintain and develop further. The scripts 

have been successfully reorganised and aligned with the recent developments implemented in the RCG 

NANSEA and Baltic. Additionally, source code for the overviews has been uploaded to the ICES GitHub 

repository, which makes it easier to develop and track changes.  

Draft version of fisheries overviews containing data submitted in 2026 has been prepared already before the 

2026 Technical Meeting. This allowed RCG members to analyse them at the meeting and raise any issues 

found. Few minor issues and suggestions for improvements have been identified and were resolved during the 

meeting. Revised version of overviews and tables for the report have been successfully generated at the 

meeting. 

To ensure that the process of generating fisheries overviews continues to work efficiently, it is important that 

the deadline for future submissions is not extended, which will allow sufficient time for the scripts to be 

adjusted and launched. 

2.4 Comments on experience with RDB upload 

ICES identified an issue with data uploaded to the RDBES. Due to a missing check in the RDBES, MSs were 

able to upload commas as a separator for CL/CE encrypted vessel IDs. This resulted in the information being 

pushed into multiple columns, which is outside the standard data extraction view. MSs were therefore asked 

to resubmit the data without using commas as a separator. Resubmission was completed before the meeting 

without any issues. 

2.4.1 Spain 

As agreed in previous years, responsibility for submitting the data requested under the RCG-LDF data call lies 

with the General Secretariat for Fisheries (SGP). 

Access to the RDBES 

The Spanish National Correspondent continues to encounter access issues when using the shared mailbox 

account (bzn-pndbsgprotec@mapa.es) initially registered with ICES for RDBES access. To ensure timely 

submission of the data call, the National Correspondent used a personal account to access RDBES and 

successfully uploaded the required data. Spain would appreciate ICES' support in resolving the access problems 

affecting the shared mailbox account, which is used by several team members involved in data submissions. 

The UploadLog was successfully sent to the Sieto Verver via email on 9 June. 

2.5 Feedback to WGRDBESGOV 

As in previous years, during the RCG LDF data call, MSs communicating with ICES updated references to 

missing species, ports and métiers in the RDBES, which hindered complete uploads. 

As a user, the RCG LDF is involved in RDBES developments and governance. The RCG LDF is therefore 

represented in the RDB Governance Group (WGRDBESGOV). Proposals to improve the quality of the upload 

logs are planned for the next WGRDBESGOV meeting (see section 2.6, 'Process'). 

mailto:bzn-pndbsgprotec@mapa.es
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2.6 Preparation of 2027 data call 

Deadline 

Experience from previous and current data calls shows that future deadlines should align with the dates of the 

RCG LDF in 2027 and the provisions of the current DCF, which allow for a one-month response time. 

As announced in previous years, ideally the deadline for data submission is one month before the meeting, 

which will also allow ICES to contribute to data extraction if needed and leave sufficient time to prepare data 

and tables before the meeting. During the 2024 meeting, some MSs indicated that an earlier deadline could 

cause problems as they are awaiting LDF data from vessels in the mid-second quarter. At the 2026 RCG LDF 

meeting, the option of including the LDF data call in the RCG NANSEA-BALTIC data call was briefly discussed. 

However, given the issues raised by some MSs and the fact that not all relevant MSs are included in this call, 

the RCG LDF concluded that it would continue with the current setup. 

Member States and timeframe 

The 2027 data call will be addressed to active MSs requesting data from 2025-2026. As usual, the call will be 

sent to the NCs of the respective countries. In addition, the 2026 RCG LDF participants will be informed, and 

the call will be published on the RCG secretariat website. 

As decided at the RCG LDF 2025, from 2027 onwards, the data call will request data from the previous 3 

years, as the RDBES is also available for three years. As in previous years, MSs are continuously encouraged 

to upload data (and update when needed) before the RCG data call. This will allow for a less stressful upload, 

and once done, only last year’s data needs to be uploaded, which should be a routine job by then. 

The 2027 call will also include a request to provide data for the outermost regions, as this has become standard 

starting in 2025. 

Once the RDB is phased out (not foreseen before 2027), the RCG LDF will store a complete data extraction 

to secure future data availability. 

Process 

The RCG LDF members involved in the data call and data processing will meet, together with an ICES 

representative, early Q2 2027 to prepare the data call and to advance the quality of the upload logs, e.g. by 

refining the area specification in the logs. Prior to this meeting, a brief review of the Eurostat database will be 

conducted to identify potential new areas to emphasise in the call. The RCG secretariat will send out and 

monitor the data call. 
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3 Review of EU Long Distance Fisheries activities 

3.1 CECAF area 

The three fishing grounds considered for CECAF are: 

Fishing ground Area FAO divisions 

Madeira 
EU waters (OMR) 34.1.2 

Canary Islands 

West Africa Non-EU waters 34.1.1, 34.1.3, 34.3.1, 34.3.3, 34.3.5, 34.3.6, 47* 

* Note that the fishing ground where the EU is operating in Angola (FAO 47.1.1, 47.1.2 and part of 47.1.3) is 

considered in CECAF area of competence, as de facto situation. 

In Madeira and the Canaries, only Portuguese and Spanish vessels, respectively, operate and the 

fisheries/métiers are already included in the respective National Work Plans.  Therefore, coordination 

between MS for data collection purposes is not required. 

Fishery data are presented separately for the three fishing grounds: “West Africa", “Madeira” and “Canary 

Islands”. 

3.1.1 Fishing ground “West Africa” 

The information below provides an overview of the general types of fisheries in the relevant West African 

CECAF areas by MS (2025), as well as an overview of the CECAF fisheries carried out by EU fleets. Some 

fisheries cover very large areas along the West African shelf. As non-EU countries also conduct fisheries in 

this area, the catches taken by vessels of EU MS constitute only a part of the total catches. 

Demersal fishing is mainly carried out by the Spanish fleet, with limited activity from other countries such as 

Italy, Portugal and Greece. Spain and Portugal are the only MS reporting demersal fishing activity in 2025. 

Other EU MS (The Netherlands, Poland, Germany, Latvia and Lithuania) operate pelagic trawlers in a small 

pelagics fishery, developed in waters off Morocco (until the end of the SFPA) and Mauritania. In addition, there 

was a fleet of Spanish purse seiners targeting small pelagics in northern Morocco until 2022. Lithuania, Latvia 

and The Netherlands reported small pelagic fishing activity in Mauritania in 2025.  

An overview of the fish species caught by EU MSs in the CECAF area (West Africa) in 2025 can be found in 

Annex III. 

EU fisheries in this area are usually conducted under Sustainable Fisheries Partnership Agreements (SFPAs) 

between the EU and coastal states. However, other fisheries are conducted in the CECAF area under direct 

authorisations (SMEFF regulation), independently of these SFPAs. An example of this is the demersal fisheries 

carried out by Spanish vessels in Guinea, Congo, Angola and Sierra Leone (and previously in The Gambia), 

which were reported for the first time in the RCG 2019. Italian fishing has also been reported in Guinea and 

Sierra Leone under the direct authorisation regime. In 2025, fisheries in Mauritania and Guinea-Bissau were 

conducted under SFPAs, while those in Angola were carried out under direct authorisations. 

  



 

RCG LDF 2026 REPORT  

 

 
 

 

16 

Table 3.1.1.1 General types of fisheries in relevant CECAF areas by MS (2025 data) 

Fishing 

Grounds 
Fishery Area Countries 

West Africa 

Small pelagic Mauritania 
Lithuania, Latvia, The 

Netherlands  

Demersal fish Mauritania Spain 

Crustaceans Angola*, ** Spain 

Crustaceans Guinea-Bissau Spain 

Crustaceans Mauritania Spain 

Cephalopods-finfish Guinea-Bissau Spain 

 

Madeira 

 

Deep-water species 

Madeira Portugal 
Small pelagic 

Demersal fish 

Molluscs (cephalopods & limpets) 

Canary 
Small pelagic 

Canary Islands Spain 
Demersal species 

* Fisheries developed with direct authorization. 

** Angola (FAO 47) is considered in CECAF area of competence, as de facto situation. 

The responsibility for coordination of research activities in the area, stock assessments and providing scientific 

advice for stock management lies with the Fishery Committee for the Eastern Central Atlantic (CECAF). In 

addition, the Joint Scientific Committees (JSCs) or Joint Meetings of the SFPAs between the EU and the partner 

countries (Mauritania and Guinea-Bissau, in 2025) play an important role in setting an independent scientific 

cooperation framework between the EU and the coastal States. 

The situation of the SFPAs, by country, is described in the following sections: 

Morocco1 

The last SFPA (2019-2023) expired in July 2023. The SFPA is currently dormant. 

Mauritania2 

The last SFPA between the EU and Mauritania and its implementing Protocol was signed in December 2021, 

allowing some métiers included in the EU Data Collection Framework to fish in Mauritanian waters for a 

period of six years. 

Senegal3 

 

1 https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/fisheries/international-agreements/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-

agreements-sfpas/morocco_en 
2 https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/international/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-agreements-

sfpas/mauritania_en 
3 https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/fisheries/international-agreements/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-

agreements-sfpas/senegal_en 

https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/fisheries/international-agreements/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-agreements-sfpas/morocco_en
https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/fisheries/international-agreements/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-agreements-sfpas/morocco_en
https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/international/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-agreements-sfpas/mauritania_en
https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/international/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-agreements-sfpas/mauritania_en
https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/fisheries/international-agreements/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-agreements-sfpas/senegal_en
https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/fisheries/international-agreements/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-agreements-sfpas/senegal_en
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The last Protocol in the framework of the relevant SFPA between the EU and Senegal including fishing 

possibilities for trawlers targeting black hake, is no longer in force, as of November 2024. The SFPA EU-Senegal 

is currently dormant. 

The Gambia4  

A new SFPA between the EU and The Gambia was signed in July 2019 with included fishing opportunities for 

black hake trawlers. The most recent protocol ended on 30 July 2025 and the SFPA EU-The Gambia is 

currently dormant. 

Guinea-Bissau5 

The last Protocol of the SFPA between the EU and Guinea-Bissau was published in October 2024 for the 

period 2024-2029. It grants fishing opportunities for both shrimp and cephalopod-finfish demersal fisheries 

while the activity of small-pelagic trawlers is not allowed. 

Gabon6 

The most recent Protocol (2021-2026) of the SFPA between the EU and Gabon allowed an exploratory fishery 

of a maximum of 4 trawlers for deep sea crustaceans with a duration of 6 months. This opportunity was used 

by two Spanish vessels for 2 months in 2023 and another two vessels for 4 months between October 2024 

and February 2025. The most recent protocol expired in June 2026, and the SFPA EU-Gabon is currently 

dormant. 

 

The following tables, which are based on the data provided to the RCG LDF by MSs, show the main fishing 

activities aggregated over the entire CECAF North and South fishing areas, i.e. including both SFPAs and SMEFF 

activities. Table 3.1.1.2 shows the total fishing effort (from 2021 to 2025). Tables under 3.1.1.3 show the total 

landings for each year from 2021 to 2025. Métiers identified by the group as being incorrectly allocated to 

West Africa or belonging to another RCG were excluded from the tables. This applies to the métier 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 reported by PT and ES, which corresponds to large pelagic fisheries, as well as to the métiers 

PS_SPF_10-31_0_0 and MIS_MIS_0_0_0 reported by ES. Although submitted under a West African FAO area, 

these latter métiers actually correspond to fishing activities in the Canary Islands. 

Table 3.1.1.2 Effort (fishing days) by country and métiers from 2021 to 2025 (Fishing ground: “West Africa”).  

Métier _lvl6  Country 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 
ES 893 937 469 465 301** 

PT   79 97 27 

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 ES 336 446 140   

OTB_CRU_>0_0_0* PT    1 1 

OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0 ES 7012 7637 8348 8373 8160 

 

4 https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/fisheries/international-agreements/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-

agreements-sfpas/gambia_en 
5 https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:L_202402589 
6 https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:22021A0708(01) 

 

https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/fisheries/international-agreements/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-agreements-sfpas/gambia_en
https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/fisheries/international-agreements/sustainable-fisheries-partnership-agreements-sfpas/gambia_en
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=OJ:L_202402589
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:22021A0708(01)
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OTB_DEF_70-119_0_0 
ES 2177 1465 1660 1083 1146 

IT    2  

OTB_MCF_70-119_0_0 ES 1010 712 635 465 273 

OTM_SPF_32-69_0_0 

DE 101 72    

LT    406 554 

LV 525 580 542 589 735 

NL 379 353 281 336 363 

PL  6  81  

PS_SPF_>0_0_0 ES 222 31    

* Potentially the same métier than OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0 

** Potential mix-up with fishing activity in Mauritania (FAO 34) and in SEAFO (FAO Area 47). 

 

Table 3.1.1.3 Landings (tons) by country and métiers from 2021 to 2025 (Fishing ground: “West Africa”). 

Métier 2021 DE ES LV NL PT 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0  1484   33 

MIS_DEF_0_0_0  188    

OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0  5194    

OTB_DEF_70-119_0_0  14275    

OTB_MCF_70-119_0_0  4704    

OTM_SPF_32-69_0_0 12063  36529 32098  

PS_SPF_>0_0_0  430    

 

Métier 2022 DE ES LV NL PL PT 

LLD_DWF_0_0_0      1 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0  1312    81 

MIS_DEF_0_0_0  219     

OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0  6161     

OTB_DEF_70-119_0_0  8071     

OTB_MCF_70-119_0_0  3268     

OTM_SPF_32-69_0_0 9282  38063 30204 265  

PS_SPF_>0_0_0  90     

 

Métier 2023 ES LV NL PT 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 728   33 

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 95    

OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0 6686    

OTB_DEF_70-119_0_0 8022    
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Métier 2023 ES LV NL PT 

OTB_MCF_70-119_0_0 3575    

OTM_SPF_32-69_0_0  38138 22787  

 

Métier 2024 ES IT LT LV NL PL PT 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 1057      40 

OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0 6670       

OTB_DEF_70-119_0_0 5258 140      

OTB_MCF_70-119_0_0 2218       

OTM_SPF_32-69_0_0   22734 47857 21383 2980  

 

Métier 2025 ES IT LT LV NL PL PT 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 417*      18 

OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0 6978       

OTB_DEF_70-119_0_0 5274       

OTB_MCF_70-119_0_0 1364       

OTM_SPF_32-69_0_0   33824 45455 11761   

*Potential mix-up with fishing activity in Mauritania (FAO 34) and in SEAFO (FAO Area 47). 

For the period 2014-2025, for those Spanish métiers for which considerable differences were noted (RCG 

LDF, 2023), we observe that the métier OTB_DEF_70-119_0_0 experienced a sharp decrease in landings 

after 2018. Values dropped from over 25 000 tonnes in 2018 to around 5 250 tonnes in 2024 and 2025. This 

represents a sustained decline over six consecutive years, with the last two years showing similarly low levels. 

The landings for OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0, which represents shrimper trawlers, progressively increased from 

around 4 000 tonnes in 2016 to a maximum of 6 933 tonnes in 2025.  

Landings for OTB_MCF_70-119_0_0, representing cephalopod-finfish trawlers, show a sharp peak in 2016 

(33 514 tonnes), followed by a general declining trend. After 2020 (7 099 tonnes), landings fell to 1 364 tonnes 

in 2025, the lowest value recorded for this métier, confirming the decreasing trend observed in recent years. 

For the artisanal longline fishery in Morocco (until 2023) and Mauritania (LLS_DEF_0_0_0), there is a marked 

decrease from 3 069 tonnes in 2019 to 417 tonnes in 2025, despite a possible mix-up with fishing activity in 

other areas (SEAFO, FAO Area 47) in 2025.  

The artisanal purse seine fishery (PS_SPF_>0_0_0), corresponding to a Spanish fleet operating in North 

Morocco, shows no recorded activity from 2023 to 2025 as the SFPA with Morocco expired in 2023.  

For pelagic trawlers represented by the métier OTM_SPF_32-69_0_0, the landings have decreased steadily 

since 2019 to value below 80 000 tonnes in 2023, increasing to values above 91 000 tonnes in 2024 and 2025.  

Overall landings in West African waters of the CECAF area from 2014 to 2025 show a significant decrease in 

2015, followed by an increase in 2016. However, there is a continuous downward trend in landings from 2016 

to 2023, followed by a slight increase above 100 000 tonnes in 2024-2025. These changes can be attributed to 
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variations in the catches of small pelagics in certain countries and to the impact of the SFPAs or of the SMEFF 

regulation, which have led to periods of inactivity for EU or MS vessels in certain years and/or to increasingly 

restrictive conditions for certain fisheries. 

Table 3.1.1.4 Total EU landings (tons) in the West African waters of the CECAF area from 2014 to 2025. Data 

provided through the RDB (2014-2020) and RDBES (2021-2025). 

Year Total EU landings (tonnes) 

2014 312276 

2015 167269 

2016 265697 

2017 216592 

2018 171911 

2019 180454 

2020 169494 

2021 119449 

2022 107851 

2023 88697 

2024 114974 

2025 108812 

 

Tables 3.1.1.5 and 3.1.1.6 show the results of métier ranking for effort and landings criteria respectively for 

EU fishing activity in the CECAF area. Although under the new DCF, effort is no longer a criterion for sampling 

obligations, effort distributions over the different métiers provide insights into possible shifts in fishing 

activities. Métiers identified by the group as being incorrectly allocated to the West African region were 

excluded from the analysis. 

Table 3.1.1.5 Percentage of average effort of the different métiers of EU fleets operating in the CECAF area (West 

Africa) (period 2023-2025). Calculation based on fishing days. Métiers are comparable to previous reports. Métiers 

included in the 90% threshold are marked in bold. 

Métier FishingDays EffortPerc 

OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0 7906.18 65.51% 

OTB_DEF_70-119_0_0 1504.81 12.47% 

OTM_SPF_32-69_0_0 1180.52 9.78% 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 673.3 5.58% 

OTB_MCF_70-119_0_0 618.99 5.13% 

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 184.4 1.53% 
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Table 3.1.1.6 Percentage of average landings (period 2023-2025) of different métiers operating in the CECAF area 

(West Africa). Métiers are comparable to previous reports. Métiers included in the 90% threshold are marked in bold. 

Métier LandingWeight_ton LandingsPerc 

OTM_SPF_32-69_0_0 81085.03 81.16% 

OTB_DEF_70-119_0_0 8208.22 8.22% 

OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0 6338.3 6.34% 

OTB_MCF_70-119_0_0 3025.7 3.03% 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 1040.72 1.04% 

PS_SPF_>0_0_0 104.04 0.1% 

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 100.46 0.1% 

 

According to the métier ranking, no major changes were observed for 2025 compared to previous years within 

the same métiers (Tables 3.1.1.5 & 3.1.1.6).  

In the case of métier ranking for effort (Table 3.1.1.5), four métiers were selected for sampling like in previous 

year, including three demersal métiers targeting crustaceans and demersal fish and one métier targeting small 

pelagics. The order of the three most important métiers has not changed from 2024 to 2025. The effort of 

métier OTB_DEF_>=70_0_0 increased by 0.5% whereas the métier OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0 decreased by 

0.1% and the effort of the métier OTM_SPF_>=40_0_0 increased by approximately 0.6%. The threshold value 

of 90% is exceeded by the addition of the métier LLS_DEF_0_0_0 targeting demersal fish.   

Regarding métier ranking for landings (Table 3.1.1.6), the métier OTM_SPF_>=40_0_0, targeting small 

pelagics, has decreased by 0.1%. The métier OTB_DEF_70-119_0_0, targeting demersal fish, increased by 

0.7%. Both métiers together constitute almost 90% of the landings. Together with the métier OTB_CRU_32-

69_0_0, targeting crustaceans, the threshold of 90% is exceeded and these three métiers are selected for 

sampling. 

In order to know the sampling obligation of the different Member States (MS) for demersal stocks according 

to their share in the total EU catches, the average landings of the last three years for those stocks that are 

jointly fished by different MS and selected for sampling should be estimated and their shares in the total EU 

landings calculated. However, only the landings by species and by country for the last year were available at 

the RCG meeting and the proportions were estimated based on the 2025 data. Following the 10% criterion 

(EU MAP), only Spain should sample the demersal species established by the DCF. 

3.1.2 Fishing ground “Canary” 

The criteria for métier allocation of landings and effort from artisanal fleets have been improved and 

standardized since 2023 by the IEO team. The difficulty relied on the high polyvalence of the fleet involved, 

which uses a large set of traditional fishing gears (multi-gear) and targets a high variety of species (multispecies). 

The Canary fleet mostly operates under the minor-gear license, which allows fishermen to use several gears 

in the same fishing trip, so that the three métiers (small pelagics, demersal and tuna) can even be carried out 

in a single fishing trip. 

Landing and effort data are provided for 2021-2025 (Tables 3.1.2.1 and 3.1.2.2).  An overview of the fish species 

caught in the Canary Islands in 2025 can be found in Annex III. 
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The fishing effort from the small pelagic fleet (PS_SPF_10-31_0_0) showed a peak in 2023 and oscillating values 

around an average of 2 000 tonnes across the data series, whereas a constant decrease is observed over the 

whole series for the demersal fleet (MIS_MIS_0_0_0). The landings of both the demersal and small pelagics 

métiers show a similar trend than effort data. It should be noted that the effort unit used for these small-scale 

fisheries is the positive landing day, therefore the fishing days with no landings cannot be accounted for with 

the available source of information. 

The landings of small pelagics in the Canary Islands are considered incomplete since there are significant catches 

of the target small pelagic species used as bait (mostly as life bait by the tuna fleet) that are underreported. It 

is recommended to improve the reporting of these catches, with reliable catch data by species. 

Table 3.1.2.1 Effort (fishing days) by métiers for the Canary Islands, 2021-2025. 

Country Métier 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

ES 
MIS_MIS_0_0_0 33476 32296 31709 30803 28757 

PS_SPF_10-31_0_0 2198 1976 2444 1599 2077 

 

Table 3.1.2.2 Landings (tons) by métiers for the Canary Islands, 2021-2025. 

Country Métier 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

ES 
MIS_MIS_0_0_0 1816 1738 1689 1702 1485 

PS_SPF_10-31_0_0 1258 1241 1343 735 901 

 

3.1.3 Fishing ground “Madeira” 

The Madeira Archipelago is characterized by a narrow insular shelf, oligotrophic oceanic waters, and steep 

continental slope. These biogeographical conditions have historically constrained fishing opportunities, 

resulting in comparatively low biomass of exploitable resources, particularly within the neritic zone (up to 200 

m depth). Consequently, the Madeiran fishing fleet is primarily oriented towards offshore fisheries within the 

archipelago’s Exclusive Economic Zone (CECAF Division 34.1.2), focusing on deep-water resources and highly 

migratory pelagic species. 

In 2025, the deep-water longline fishery (LLD_DWF_0_0_0) accounted for approximately 41.1% of the total 

fishing effort recorded in Madeira, maintaining its position as the dominant fishery in the region (Table 3.1.3.1). 

The demersal set longline fishery (LLS_DEF_0_0_0) represented 28.6% of the total effort, reflecting its 

continued importance for the exploitation of coastal and slope-associated finfish resources. Handline fisheries 

targeting demersal species (LHP_DEF_0_0_0) contributed 5.5% of the total effort, while purse seine 

operations directed at small pelagic species (PS_SPF_>0_0_0) accounted for 1.4%. Collectively, these métiers 

represented approximately 76.6% of the fishing effort deployed by the Madeiran fleet during 2025. 

Table 3.1.3.1 Effort (fishing days) by métiers for Madeira, 2021-2025. 

Country Métier 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 * 

PT 
LLD_DWF_0_0_0 2113 2342 2060 2534 2355 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0 278 231 235 323 165 
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LHP_DEF_0_0_0 492 310 306 143 314 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 1210 1265 1223 2254 1638 

LHP_MOL_0_0_0 27 68 4 0 65 

LLS_MOL_0_0_0 7 0 0 0 0 

MIS_MOL_0_0_0 517 491 423 215 0 

LHP_SPF_0_0_0 6 0 0 0 0 

LLS_SPF_0_0_0 28 0 0 0 0 

PS_SPF_>0_0_0 247 223 228 201 79 

* The data were provided directly by the Regional Directorate for Fisheries of Madeira (DRP – Madeira) and have not 

been uploaded to the RDBES database. 

 

In 2025, the métier LLD_DWF_0_0_0, targeting black scabbardfish (Aphanopus carbo) and intermediate 

scabbardfish (Aphanopus intermedius), accounted for approximately 55.7% of total landings (Table 3.1.3.2). Tuna 

fisheries contributed 38.8% of total catches, while small pelagic species, mainly Trachurus picturatus and Scomber 

colias, represented 1.7%. Although demersal fisheries (LLS_DEF_0_0_0 and LHP_DEF_0_0_0) accounted for 

only 2.3% of total landings, they remain among the most valuable fisheries in Madeira due to the high market 

prices of their target species and their importance to the local economy. 

The limpet harvesting (MIS_MOL_0_0_0) remained closed throughout 2025 under a precautionary 

management measure enacted by the Regional Government to support the recovery of limpet stocks. As a 

result, no fishing effort was deployed and landings from this métier accounted for 0% of total landings during 

the reporting year. 

An overview of the fish species caught in Madeira in 2025 can be found in Annex III. 

Table 3.1.3.2 Landings (tons) by métiers for Madeira, 2021-2025. 

Country Métier 2021* 2022 2023 2024 2025 

PT 

LLD_DWF_0_0_0 1882 2269 2144 2319 2197 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0 8 5 3 4 1 

LHP_DEF_0_0_0 25 13 20 4 15 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 92 76 71 132 75 

LHP_MOL_0_0_0 1 3 <1 0 1 

LLS_MOL_0_0_0 <1 0 0 0 0 

MIS_MOL_0_0_0 82 80 64 25 0 

LHP_SPF_0_0_0 <1 0 0 0 0 

LLS_SPF_0_0_0 1 0 0 0 0 

PS_SPF_>0_0_0 283 334 338 163 69 

* The 2021 data were provided directly by the Regional Directorate for Fisheries of Madeira (DRP – Madeira) and 

have not been uploaded to the RDBES database.  

 

In 2025, landings of deep-water species decreased by 5.3% compared with 2024, reflecting a reduction in fishing 

effort. A similar pattern was observed for the small pelagic fishery, where landings declined by 57.7% relative 

to the previous year. Demersal fisheries (LHP_DEF_0_0_0 and LLS_DEF_0_0_0) also recorded a substantial 
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decrease, with landings falling by 33.8% compared with 2024. The observed declines across all fisheries were 

largely associated with lower fishing effort during the reporting year. 

 

 

3.2 SPRFMO area 

EU fleet activities in the SPRFMO area have been reported since 2012. In 2013, only one vessel under the 

Lithuanian flag was active with a negligible landings volume. In 2014, two EU vessels (one under DEU and one 

under NLD flag) were fishing in the SPRFMO area. In 2015, Dutch and Lithuanian fisheries were reported (and 

sampled under the sampling agreement between Poland, Lithuania, Germany and The Netherlands) in the 

SPRFMO area. Two fishing vessels were engaged in this area in 2016 (under DEU and POL flags) and in 2017 

(under NLD and LTU flags). Only one fishing vessel was actively fishing in this area both in 2018 (LTU flag) and 

in 2019 (POL flag). In 2020, the entire EU quota was transferred to Chile. For this reason, no activities of EU 

vessels took place in the SPRFMO area in 2020. Three EU vessels (under DEU, LTU and POL flags) were active 

in this area in 2021. In 2022, only two EU vessels (POL and LTU flags) were fishing in this area. In 2023 four 

EU vessels (POL, LTU and DEU flags) were active in the SPRFMO area. In 2024, two EU trawlers (POL and 

LTU flags) were active in the SPRFMO area. In 2025, three EU trawlers (POL and LTU flags) were active in 

the SPRFMO area. 

Until 2018, the effort (in fishing days) and landing data from the SPRFMO area were provided by MS to the 

RCG LDF in Excel files. For the 2019 RCG LDF meeting, data were provided in a mixed form, some in Excel 

files and some were uploaded to the RDB. In reply to the 2022 and 2023 data calls regarding fishing activity, 

data related to the fishery in the SPRFMO area were uploaded to the RDB. In 2024 and 2025 data were 

uploaded to the RDBES. 

Table 3.2.1 SPRFMO small pelagic fishery effort (fishing days) by country from 2021 to 2025. 

Country 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

DE 181  136   

PL 152 180 257 225 273 

LT    239 197 

 

Table 3.2.2 SPRFMO small pelagic fishery total landings (tons) by country from 2021 to 2025. 

Country 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

DE 17041  18196   

PL 29274 31851 34785 10699 18672 

LT    12634 14453 

 

An overview of the fish species caught in SPRFMO area in 2025 can be found in Annex III. 

3.3 NAFO area 

Following a recommendation from the RCG NANSEA, a decision was taken in 2021 to move the NAFO area 

under the realm of the RCG LDF.  NAFO has implemented a commercial fishing vessel monitoring observer 

programme In the NAFO Regulatory Area, observer coverage requirements and the responsibilities of vessel 

masters are established in the NAFO Conservation and Enforcement Measures (CEM) adopted by the NAFO 

Commission. In general, between 25 and 100% of fishing trips must carry an independent on-board observer 
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for control purposes. However, the information collected as part of this on-board observer programme is 

very limited and includes only total catch by species and fishing effort. In the case of these data, there is a 

protocol for sending data to the NAFO Secretariat, which compile and stores them. But NAFO observer 

programme does not include the collection of fundamental stock assessment data that would inform on catch 

characteristics, such as length distributions, biological and ecological information (e.g. age, length, weight, 

maturity, stomach contents).  In general, all Contracting Parties (CP) have scientific on-board sampling of the 

main commercial species caught, but the collection of these samples is not standardised. Therefore, within 

NAFO, the procedure for collecting and submitting the data necessary for the assessment of the different 

stocks has not evolved and remains the same as it has been for some decades. 

CPs or Members States (MS) send all their available information to the Secretariat/Scientific Council in the 

form of a document called National Report, published in the NAFO Scientific Council Summary (SCS) 

documents series. Currently NAFO did not identify major issues with EU data that need coordination nor that 

there is a lack of data from EU side needed for the stock assessment.  

Since NAFO does not maintain a database of all raw biological data, the RDBES is certainly one of the best 

solutions for storing this information and, at least for members of the NAFO Scientific Council, enabling access 

to it in the future. The use of the RDBES has already eliminated the issue of overlapping fishing activities 

(métiers) and made the data clearer.  

Table 3.3.1. Landing data in tonnes from FAO Area 21, presented by country and assessed stock. The combined landings 

from non-EU countries and the EU's share of the total landings are also presented. The EU's share of the 2025 landings 

is calculated based on NAFO STATLANT 21A using the NAFO Data Extraction Tool on 15 July 2026. Source: RCG LDF 

2026 

Species Stock DE DK EE ES PT 
Non-

EU 

EU 

share 

Cod 

Gadus morhua Div. 2J3KL    103 591 28524 2% 

Gadus morhua Div. 3M    2368 4199 7336 68% 

Gadus morhua Div. 3NO    147 101 245 63% 

Witch 

flounder 

Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 

Div. 3NO 
   27 164 214 79% 

American 

plaice 

Hippoglossoides 

platessoides Div. 3LNO 
   175 183 370 66% 

Hippoglossoides 

platessoides Div. 3M 
   73 233 273 88% 

Northern 

shortfin squid 
Illex illecebrosus SA 3 + 4    10  95718 2% 

Roughhead 

grenadier 
Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3    247 8 132 66% 

Capelin Mallotus villosus Div. 3NO    7  0 100% 

Northern 

prawn 

Pandalus borealis Subarea 1 

and Div. 0A 
 1949 356   95718 2% 

Greenland 

halibut 

Reinhardtius 

hippoglossoides SA 0 and 1 

(offshore) 

1632 27    7655 22% 
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Reinhardtius 

hippoglossoides SA 2 + Div. 

3KLMNO 

   4866 1781 5947 61% 

Redfish  

Sebastes Div. 3LN    843 538 2700 39% 

Sebastes Div. 3M    1958 3491 4537 84% 

Sebastes Div. 3O    2134 64 734 77% 

White hake 
Urophycis tenuis Div. 3NO 

Subdiv. 3PS 
   369 60 383 53% 

 

3.4 French Outermost Regions 

Tables 3.4.1 and 3.4.2 show the number of fishing days (CEscientificFishingDays) and the total amount of landings, 

as reported by France in response to the 2026 RCG LDF data call. 

Table 3.4.1 Effort (fishing days) from French OMRs in 2024-2025 

Jurisdiction CEmetier6 2024 2025 

Guadeloupe 

DIV_CEP_0_0_0  13 

DIV_CRU_0_0_0  97 

DIV_DEF_0_0_0  182 

DIV_MOL_0_0_0 551 246 

FPO_CRU_>0_0_0 797 509 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0  6679 

FPO_FIF_>0_0_0 6350  

GNC_DEF_>0_0_0  379 

GNC_SPF_>0_0_0  1171 

GNS_CRU_>0_0_0  194 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0  3016 

GNS_MOL_>0_0_0  1188 

GTR_CRU_>0_0_0  2854 

GTR_DEF_>0_0_0  166 

GTR_MOL_>0_0_0  233 

LHM_DEF_0_0_0  437 

LHM_FIF_0_0_0 3  

LHP_DEF_0_0_0 56 907 

LHP_FIF_0_0_0 1040  

LHP_LPF_0_0_0 348 32 

LHP_SPF_0_0_0 1 4 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 1359.5 894 

LTL_LPF_0_0_0 9311.5 850 

LX_LPF_0_0_0  7159 

MIS_CEP_0_0_0 12  
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MIS_CRU_0_0_0 2057  

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 6954 40 

MIS_LPF_0_0_0  184 

MIS_MIS_0_0_0  152 

MIS_MOL_0_0_0 606  

MIS_SPF_0_0_0 864  

PS_DEF_>0_0_0  800 

Guiana 

GND_DEF_>0_0_0  10537 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0  382 

LHP_DEF_0_0_0  153 

LHP_FIF_0_0_0 160  

MIS_CRU_0_0_0 353.85  

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 12321  

OTB_CRU_>0_0_0  451.01 

La Reunion 

FPO_CRU_>0_0_0 80 111.44 

LHM_DEF_0_0_0  3123.23 

LHM_FIF_0_0_0 0.74  

LHP_DEF_0_0_0  789.23 

LHP_FIF_0_0_0 3156.17  

LHP_LPF_0_0_0 4172 5208.33 

LHP_MOL_0_0_0 16  

LHP_SPF_0_0_0 354 72 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 3714.26 3890.85 

LN_CRU_0_0_0  5 

LTL_LPF_0_0_0 4460.27 6035.98 

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 199 0.03 

SB_DEF_>0_0_0  571 

Martinique 

DIV_CEP_0_0_0  30 

DIV_CRU_0_0_0  134 

DIV_DEF_0_0_0  367 

DIV_MOL_0_0_0 28 77 

FPO_CRU_>0_0_0 2213 2798 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0  6884 

FPO_FIF_>0_0_0 6370  

GNC_DEF_>0_0_0  44 

GNC_SPF_>0_0_0  530 

GNS_CRU_>0_0_0  944 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0  2239 

GNS_MOL_>0_0_0  507 

LHM_DEF_0_0_0  40 
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LHP_DEF_0_0_0 489 8 

LHP_FIF_0_0_0 196  

LHP_LPF_0_0_0 653 970 

LHP_MOL_0_0_0 14  

LHP_SPF_0_0_0 17  

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 39 42 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 432 544.5 

LTL_DEF_0_0_0  455 

LTL_LPF_0_0_0 7895 3466.5 

LX_LPF_0_0_0  5148 

MIS_CEP_0_0_0 16  

MIS_CRU_0_0_0 884  

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 3821 424 

MIS_MOL_0_0_0 432  

MIS_SPF_0_0_0 866 36 

SB_DEF_>0_0_0  1051 

SB_SPF_>0_0_0  356 

SV_DEF_>0_0_0  34 

SV_SPF_>0_0_0  108 

Mayotte 

GNC_SPF_>0_0_0  162 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0  260 

LHM_DEF_0_0_0  16 

LHP_DEF_0_0_0  1913 

LHP_FIF_0_0_0 1824  

LHP_LPF_0_0_0 1012 1221 

LHP_SPF_0_0_0 841 830 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 69  

LTL_LPF_0_0_0 573 1312 

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 163  

MIS_SPF_0_0_0 371  

 

Table 3.4.2 Landings (tons) from French OMRs in 2024-2025 

Jurisdiction CLmetier6 2024 2025 

Guadeloupe 

DIV_CEP_0_0_0  0.4 

DIV_CRU_0_0_0  2.2 

DIV_DEF_0_0_0  5.2 

DIV_MOL_0_0_0 178.4 52.3 

FPO_CRU_>0_0_0 19.6 15.6 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0  228.3 
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FPO_FIF_>0_0_0 191.9  

GNC_DEF_>0_0_0  48.6 

GNC_SPF_>0_0_0  93.8 

GNS_CRU_>0_0_0  4.8 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0  136.4 

GNS_MOL_>0_0_0  475.0 

GTR_CRU_>0_0_0  68.9 

GTR_DEF_>0_0_0  13.6 

GTR_MOL_>0_0_0  77.3 

LHM_DEF_0_0_0  12.4 

LHM_FIF_0_0_0 0.5  

LHP_DEF_0_0_0 6.5 31.7 

LHP_FIF_0_0_0 46.3  

LHP_LPF_0_0_0 21.9 0.9 

LHP_SPF_0_0_0 0.0 0.1 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 34.5 30.2 

LTL_LPF_0_0_0 902.8 28.6 

LX_LPF_0_0_0  875.0 

MIS_CEP_0_0_0 0.3  

MIS_CRU_0_0_0 52.2  

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 409.7 1.9 

MIS_LPF_0_0_0  9.0 

MIS_MIS_0_0_0  7.2 

MIS_MOL_0_0_0 164.0  

MIS_SPF_0_0_0 53.2  

PS_DEF_>0_0_0  43.4 

Guiana 

GND_DEF_>0_0_0  1539.9 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0  110.5 

LHP_DEF_0_0_0  83.2 

LHP_FIF_0_0_0 52.6  

MIS_CRU_0_0_0 86.8  

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 1838.5  

OTB_CRU_>0_0_0  116.6 

La Reunion 

FPO_CRU_>0_0_0 29.7 57.9 

LHM_DEF_0_0_0  69.4 

LHM_FIF_0_0_0 0.6  

LHP_DEF_0_0_0  13.4 

LHP_FIF_0_0_0 58.5  

LHP_LPF_0_0_0 144.7 312.7 

LHP_MOL_0_0_0 0.2  
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LHP_SPF_0_0_0 1.7 6.0 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 2607.0 2509.6 

LN_CRU_0_0_0  0.6 

LTL_LPF_0_0_0 124.0 146.5 

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 19.3 0.0 

SB_DEF_>0_0_0  343.3 

Martinique 

DIV_CEP_0_0_0  0.9 

DIV_CRU_0_0_0  3.9 

DIV_DEF_0_0_0  7.3 

DIV_MOL_0_0_0 0.5 3.7 

FPO_CRU_>0_0_0 47.1 71.8 

FPO_DEF_>0_0_0  184.5 

FPO_FIF_>0_0_0 155.3  

GNC_DEF_>0_0_0  2.3 

GNC_SPF_>0_0_0  11.3 

GNS_CRU_>0_0_0  32.6 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0  74.6 

GNS_MOL_>0_0_0  102.9 

LHM_DEF_0_0_0  2.5 

LHP_DEF_0_0_0 66.0 0.6 

LHP_FIF_0_0_0 4.3  

LHP_LPF_0_0_0 72.7 99.2 

LHP_MOL_0_0_0 0.3  

LHP_SPF_0_0_0 0.5  

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 3.7 4.3 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0 32.3 45.5 

LTL_DEF_0_0_0  21.4 

LTL_LPF_0_0_0 752.8 179.1 

LX_LPF_0_0_0  570.8 

MIS_CEP_0_0_0 0.3  

MIS_CRU_0_0_0 23.8  

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 419.2 49.4 

MIS_MOL_0_0_0 131.8  

MIS_SPF_0_0_0 125.5 2.0 

SB_DEF_>0_0_0  542.9 

SB_SPF_>0_0_0  89.5 

SV_DEF_>0_0_0  8.5 

SV_SPF_>0_0_0  27.1 

Mayotte 
GNC_SPF_>0_0_0  7.5 

GNS_DEF_>0_0_0  18.1 
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LHM_DEF_0_0_0  3.1 

LHP_DEF_0_0_0  156.2 

LHP_FIF_0_0_0 188.3  

LHP_LPF_0_0_0 42.7 48.6 

LHP_SPF_0_0_0 34.4 14.6 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 36.5  

LTL_LPF_0_0_0 40.5 39.3 

MIS_DEF_0_0_0 13.4  

MIS_SPF_0_0_0 22.7  

 

The target assemblages in the French OMRs vary from year to year. LPF is the dominant assemblage in La 

Réunion, while DEF is dominant in Guiana. The target assemblages in the other OMRs may change rapidly 

from year to year. 

Table 3.4.3 Share of landings by target assemblage from French OMRs in 2024-2025 

Jurisdiction Target 2024 2025 

Guadeloupe 

SPF 2.6% 42.8% 

MOL 16.4% 26.7% 

DEF 21.6% 24.4% 

CRU 3.4% 4.0% 

LPF 44.4% 1.7% 

MIS <0.1% 0.3% 

CEP <0.1% <0.1% 

FIF 11.5% <0.1% 

Guiana 

DEF 93.0% 93.7% 

CRU 4.4% 6.3% 

FIF 2.7% <0.1% 

La Reunion 

LPF 96.3% 85.8% 

DEF 0.6% 12.3% 

CRU 1.0% 1.7% 

SPF 0.1% 0.2% 

MOL <0.1% <0.1% 

FIF 2.0% <0.1% 

Martinique 

DEF 28.2% 43.9% 

SPF 6.9% 32.8% 

LPF 45.2% 13.2% 

CRU 3.9% 5.1% 

MOL 7.2% 5.0% 

CEP <0.1% <0.1% 

FIF 8.7% <0.1% 
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Mayotte 

DEF 3.5% 61.7% 

LPF 31.6% 30.6% 

SPF 15.1% 7.7% 

FIF 49.7% <0.1% 

 

An overview of the fish species caught in the French OMRs in 2025 can be found in Annex III. 

3.5 Other areas 

Based on the responses to the 2026 RCG LDF data call, the following overview of fishing activities in areas 

other than CECAF, SPRFMO or NAFO was made. 

Table 3.5.1 Effort (fishing days) from other regions by country from 2021 to 2025 

Area Country Métier_level_6 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

41 

ES 
MIS_MIS_0_0_0 4732 6031 5024 878 1466 

OTB_MCF_>0_0_0    4491 3867 

PT 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 418 480 393 321 177 

LLS_FIF_0_0_0  1    

OTB_MDD_>0_0_0     139 

OTB_DEF_>=120_0_0   126 121 43 

OTM_DEF_70-119_0_0    3 72 

48 ES 
LLS_DEF_0_0_0  53 44 49 58 

MIS_MIS_0_0_0 46 14 13 14 2 

51 
ES 

LLS_DEF_0_0_0  147 153 110 121 

MIS_MIS_0_0_0 205 103 60 37 63 

PT LLD_LPF_0_0_0 556 496 548 303 286 

 

Table 3.5.2 Landings (tons) from other regions by country from 2021 to 2025 

Area Country Métier_level_6 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

41 

ES 

MIS_MIS_0_0_0 121743 138425 122507 4806  

OTB_MCF_>0_0_0    144984 143673 

OTB_MDD_>120_0_0     <1 

PT 

LLD_LPF_0_0_0 3522 4592 3252 3045 3194 

LLS_FIF_0_0_0  8    

MIS_MIS_0_0_0 9     

OTB_DEF_>=120_0_0    2465  

OTB_MDD_>0_0_0     3468 

OTB_MDD_>=120_0_0   1587 48  

OTM_DEF_70-119_0_0    41 547 

48 ES 
LLS_DEF_0_0_0  287 211 244 176 

MIS_MIS_0_0_0 177     
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Area Country Métier_level_6 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

51 ES 
LLS_DEF_0_0_0  1472 1050 793 1303 

MIS_MIS_0_0_0 1416 168  <1  

 

Based on these overviews, RCG LDF concluded that, for the time being, there is no need for regional 

coordination in the aforementioned ”other areas”. However, this does not exempt MS from their 

responsibilities to carry out sampling programmes where and when required under the regulations applicable 

to each respective area. 
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4 Review progress in regional co-ordination since the 2025 RCG (Tor 1)  

4.1 Follow-up of the 22nd Liaison Meeting 

The RCG LDF reviewed the report 22nd Liaison Meeting. As described in the report, the role of the LM is to 

assist the Commission on data collection issues. This role aligns with EU Reg 2017/1004 article 9 (6) “Regional 

coordination groups shall coordinate with each other and with the Commission, where issues affect several 

marine regions”. LM mainly streamlines the recommendations from the various RCGs and provides additional 

support where and when needed. 

The RCG LDF 2025 made two recommendations, which were presented at the LM: 

• LDF_2025_R01: Improvement of the quality of data provided. 

• LDF_2025_R02: Address the organisational and administrative issues relating to the deployment of 

EU observers on EU vessels targeting small pelagic fish within the CECAF area. 

Two decisions were presented at the LM following the 2024 RCG LDF: 

• LDF_2025_D01: To suspend coordination activities relating to the collection of fisheries data in the 

NPFC area in 2025. 

• LDF_2025_D02: Temporarily suspend the joint EU programme for collecting pelagic trawlers fisheries 

data in the CECAF region. 

No specific comments were received regarding the decisions or recommendations. 

4.2 Presentation on the SecWeb 2.0 project progress 

During the meeting, the Secretariat presented the key activities involved in realising the SecWeb 2.0 project. 

The following topics were covered: 

• Background information: 

o Period running the SecWeb2.0 and the RCG Secretariat activities. 

o Differences between both. 

o General overview of progress of the RCG Secretariat activities. 

▪ Governance aspects regarding prioritisation of RCGs meetings for in person 

attendance. 

▪ Reporting process committed once before the DM every year. 

o General overview of progress of the SecWeb 2.0 which is about to finalise. 

o Improvements on the website as a one-stop-shop for the RCGs including access to the 

Members’ Area. 

o Request to the LDF RCG to reflect and provide missing information on the ISSGs for this 

group. 

o Decisions and recommendations tool as a standardised platform to record and enable follow 

up of all the decisions and recommendations in any status for all the RCGs (even each RCG 

has its own restricted section). 

o Consultations and automatization of reminders. 

o Intersessional Workspace presented as a supplementary tool to ICES SharePoint. The one 

by the secretariat thought for the ISSGs work.  

https://fisheries-rcg.eu/wp-content/uploads/2026/01/2025_RCGs_Decision-Meeting_Report.pdf
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5 Feedback from end users and 2025 state-of-play (Tor2) 

5.1 CECAF AND JSCs of SFPAs 

5.1.1 CECAF 

The CECAF Scientific Subcommittee (SSC) met last time in Mindelo, Cabo Verde, 29 September–2 October 

2025, with the attendance of Spain and the EU. The SSC adopted the recommendations of the following four 

assessment Working Groups (WGs), carried out between 2023 and 2025: 

• Demersal Species Working Group – North, held in Agadir, Morocco, from 4 to 12 June 2024. Spain 

is the only EU MS participating in this WG. 

• Small Pelagic Working Group – North, held in Nouakchott, Mauritania, from 20 to 28 May 2025. Spain 

and The Netherlands are the only MS participating in this WG. 

• Demersal species Working Group – South that met Kribi, Cameroon from 3 to 12 September 2024. 

Spain is the only EU MS participating in this WG. 

• Small Pelagic Working Group – South, held in Lomé, Togo from 1–10 November 2023. No EU 

Member State participates in this WG. 

The report of the CECAF-SSC (2025) has not been published yet. 

Since the 2025 SSC, only one CECAF Working Group has been carried out: 

• Small Pelagic Working Group – North, 2026, held Agadir (Morocco) from 8 to 17 June 2026, with the 

participation of Spain and The Netherlands.  

The EU MS that are CECAF members and participate in these WGs should provide fishery and biological 

information from their fisheries in the area. The data calls are directly sent by the WG chairpersons to the 

participants. Spain provided fishery and biological information (length frequency distributions, maturity, length-

weight relationship, sex-ratio, etc.) for most small pelagic and demersal stocks required. Due to the difficulties 

of embarking scientific observers on pelagic trawlers since 2020 and still ongoing in 2026, no biological 

information on small pelagic stocks exploited by this fleet has been provided to the small pelagics WG-North 

during these past years. 

The reports of the most recent CECAF WG meetings (2023-2026) are not yet available. Nevertheless, 

summary reports have been published for the Small Pelagic WG-North (20237, 20248 and 20259) and the 

Demersal WGs (North10 and South11). Only the Small Pelagic WG summary reports contain data and research 

recommendations, whereas the Demersal WGs summary reports are limited to management 

recommendations. 

In the absence of the latest WG and SSC reports, the research recommendations relevant to EU fisheries data 

collection and biological sampling have been derived from the most recent available complete reports and 

 

7 https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/402e8343-87d0-471a-b288-4397f5e7af32/content 
8 https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/17b960e7-5980-417f-8a45-021b1503d6cc/content 
9 https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/48572e26-38ef-40b9-8f89-9cbf92efc545/content 
10 https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/44603112-4f6e-43c6-891c-a21dcbcab924/content 
11 https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/5b43dace-24aa-4faa-b8b9-7aa35bdeaa80/content 

https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/402e8343-87d0-471a-b288-4397f5e7af32/content
https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/17b960e7-5980-417f-8a45-021b1503d6cc/content
https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/48572e26-38ef-40b9-8f89-9cbf92efc545/content
https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/44603112-4f6e-43c6-891c-a21dcbcab924/content
https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/5b43dace-24aa-4faa-b8b9-7aa35bdeaa80/content
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summary reports containing scientific advice. These recommendations are summarised below, together with 

an updated response from the RCG-LDF. 

FAO Working Group on the assessment of small pelagic fish off northwest Africa, 2025 (FAO, 

202512) 

After the expiry of the last protocol under the SFPA EU-Morocco, general recommendations from the 2025 

WG might only affect stocks exploited by the EU in Mauritania (pelagic trawlers) and in the Canary Islands. 

More detailed recommendations by species might be available in the 2023-2026 annual WG reports, which 

have not yet been published. The general recommendations currently available from the 2025 summary report 

are: 

• Increase the intensity of biological sampling, particularly for size frequencies of sardinella, anchovy and 

bonga. 

• Develop comprehensive documentation on the processes of data collection, data preparation and 

standardization of abundance indices. 

• Encourage scientific collaboration to enhance the value of data collected in the sub-region and their 

use to improve understanding of population dynamics. 

RCG 2026 response: Spain remains in compliance with the requirements for the sampling of small pelagics 

in the Canary Islands. For the pelagic trawlers in northwest Africa, the main recommendations have been 

noted and taken into account since the end of 2018, when the new programme of observers onboard this 

fleet, coordinated first by Poland and since 2025 by The Netherlands, was implemented. However, as per RCG 

LDF decision in 2025, sampling of small pelagics on board the trawler fleet was suspended due to the lack of 

options to place observers on board.   

FAO/CECAF WG on the assessment of demersal resources – subgroup north, 2019 (FAO, 

2020b13)  

Some recommendations affecting the data collection of stocks exploited by the EU were: 

Black hake (Merluccius polli and Merluccius senegalensis) 

The recommendations on Merluccius spp. affecting the EU black hake fishery are:  

• Provide more detailed information on the lengths discarded and the estimated discards in order to 

incorporate them in the assessments. 

• Improve the monitoring of catch, effort and length for black hake as a target and bycatch species for 

all Spanish fleets operating in Mauritania and Senegal. 

• Coordination between IEO (Spain) and IMROP (Mauritania), CRODT (Senegal) and FD (The Gambia) 

to develop and implement the proposed harmonised scientific observers methodology. 

RCG 2026 response: Spain continues to meet the requirements in relation to monitoring of catch, effort of 

black hake in Mauritania, which is the only fishing ground where the fleet was active in 2025. Length sampling 

from landings in the Spanish port of Cadiz is carried out under the DCF, through the IEO Information and 

 

12 https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/48572e26-38ef-40b9-8f89-9cbf92efc545/content 
13 FAO. 2020b. Report of the FAO/CECAF Working Group on the Assessment of Demersal Resources – Subgroup 

North. Nouakchott, Mauritania, 2–10 December 2019. CECAF/ECAF 20/83. Rome. https://doi.org/10.4060/cb1539b 

https://openknowledge.fao.org/server/api/core/bitstreams/48572e26-38ef-40b9-8f89-9cbf92efc545/content
https://doi.org/10.4060/cb1539b
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Sampling Network. However, providing detailed information on discards has been hampered by decreased 

level of the observers coverage due to a number of reasons, including the shipowners’ reluctance of embarking 

observers and the lack of availability of observers willing to embark in the hard working and living conditions 

on these vessels. 

Demersal fish 

Pagellus bellottii, P. acarne, Pagellus spp., Dentex macrophthalmus, Pagrus caeruleostictus, Sparus spp., Arius spp., 

Pseudotholitus spp., Plectorhynchus mediterraneus and Epinephelus aeneus – some of these species are fished as 

bycatch by the EU demersal fleets. 

• Strengthen the collection and provision of bio-ecological data of main stocks (length frequencies, sex-

ratio, age, zone and period of reproduction). 

RCG 2026 response: Spain continues to meet the requirements in relation to length sampling of Pagellus 

bellottii and Dentex macrophthalmus, as retained bycatch species of the black hake operative demersal fleet in 

West African fishing grounds. This is achieved through concurrent samplings of landings from this fleet 

performed in the Port of Cádiz through the IEO Information and Sampling Network. However, no more 

complete information on the biology of these species could be obtained because of the limited observers 

sampling performed in 2025 due to the above-mentioned issues. 

Shrimps (Parapenaeus longirostris and Penaeus notialis) 

These recommendations affect the EU shrimper fisheries carried out in Mauritania. 

Deep water rose shrimp (Parapenaeus longirostris) 

• Continue and extend the biological sampling programme of catches to the main landing ports and 

onboard shrimp trawlers. 

• Regularly update the biological parameters of this species. 

Southern pink shrimp (Penaeus notialis) 

• Improve knowledge of the biology of this species. 

• Continue the biological sampling programme for Mauritanian catches. 

RCG 2026 response: Spain continues to meet the sampling requirements, through the Programme of 

Observers onboard the shrimper fleet in CECAF. The Spanish shrimper fleet is sampled in alternate years in 

the coastal states with SFPA and possibilities for this fishery. This means, one year in Mauritania and one in 

Guinea-Bissau. As in 2025 observations were made in Guinea-Bissau, no new information could be obtained 

for Mauritania. 

FAO/CECAF WG on the assessment of demersal resources – subgroup south, 2017 (FAO, 

201914)  

General recommendations: 

 

14 FAO. 2019. Report of the FAO/CECAF Working Group on the Assessment of Demersal Resources – Subgroup South. 

Libreville, Gabon, 6–15 September 2017. CECAF/ECAF series no.18/79. Rome. Licence: CC BY-NC-SA 3.0 IGO. 
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• To improve data collection and analysis for priority species or species groups. 

• To improve species identification and the system of data collection by species, carry out sampling so 

that the species can be better separated in catches and catch statistics in order to improve knowledge 

on the species composition of species groups (Sparidae, Dentex spp., Pseudotholithus spp., coastal 

shrimps, etc.). 

The specific recommendations affecting the data collection of stocks exploited by the EU were: 

Demersal fish south, Subgroup 1: Pseudotolithus elongatus, Pseudotolithus spp., Galeoides 

decadactylus, Pomadasys spp., Arius spp., Cynoglossus spp. and Sparidae - Guinea-Bissau, Guinea, 

Cape Verde, Sierra Leone, and Liberia. 

Some of these species are fished as bycatch of the EU demersal fleet in Guinea-Bissau and other fleets from 

EU MS that might fish in other countries under direct authorizations. 

The work carried out revealed important gaps in current knowledge about the stocks in these areas. In order 

to address these, CECAF recommended to: 

• Resume the collection of biological data by sampling on board the demersal industrial fisheries vessels, 

giving priority to the main species, to obtain a complete catalogue of the basic biological parameters. 

• Intensify sampling for length frequencies and species composition of catches including bycatch in all 

the main fisheries. 

RCG 2026 response: Some of the above-mentioned demersal fish are by-catch species of the Spanish 

cephalopod-finfish fleet operating in Guinea-Bissau and used to be sampled by the IEO onboard observer 

program. There are temporal gaps of the information in 2025 as only 1 of the 4 planned observed fishing trips 

was achieved. Problems with the availability of observers for Spanish fleets in West African fishing grounds are 

hampering the compliance of the requirements of the DCF and therefore, CECAF recommendations. 

Shrimp South - Southern pink shrimp (Penaeus notialis) and Deepwater rose shrimp 

(Parapenaeus longirostris) - Guinea-Bissau, Guinea, Sierra Leone, Liberia, Cote d’Ivoire, Ghana, 

Benin, Nigeria, Cameroon, Equatorial Guinea, Sao Tome and Principe, Gabon, Congo, 

Democratic Republic of the Congo and Angola. 

These recommendations affect EU shrimper fleets operating in Guinea-Bissau through SFPAs and Spanish 

shrimpers fishing in waters off Guinea, Congo and Angola through direct authorizations (SMEFF fisheries). 

• For Angola, monthly size and biological sampling of this species on board vessels are recommended. 

• Sampling of biological parameters should be initiated for the countries where this is not done. 

RCG 2025 response: The Spanish shrimper fleet is sampled in alternate years in the coastal states with SFPA 

and possibilities for this fishery.  There are temporal gaps of the information in 2025 as only 2 of the 4 planned 

observed fishing trips were achieved. Problems with the availability of observers for Spanish fleets in West 

African fishing grounds are hampering the compliance of the requirements of the DCF and therefore, CECAF 

recommendations. 

Spain initiated in 2018 an annual Programme of scientific observers onboard shrimper trawlers in Angola. In 

2025, none of the four planned fishing trips could be sampled. Problems of availability of scientific observers 

mentioned above limited the possibility of data collection in this fishing ground. 
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Cephalopods - Octopus (Octopus vulgaris), cuttlefish (mainly Sepia hierredda) and squid (Loligo 

vulgaris) - Guinea-Bissau, Guinea, Sierra Leone, Liberia, C. Ivoire, Ghana, Benin, Nigeria, 

Cameroon, Equatorial Guinea, Sao Tome and Principe, Gabon, Congo, Democratic Republic of 

the Congo and Angola. 

These recommendations affect EU cephalopods-finfish trawlers operating in Guinea-Bissau through SFPAs or 

in others coastal States through direct authorizations and other EU demersal trawlers catching these species 

as bycatch. 

• To conduct biological studies on cuttlefish throughout the subregion. Specifically, information is 

needed on monthly mean weight in catches, biometric relationships (length–weight, mantle length–

total length), monthly maturity indices and length at first maturity. 

RCG 2026 response: Length and biological sampling of commercially important cephalopod species in 

Guinea-Bissau can only be carried out by onboard observers. In 2025, Spain's ability to conduct this sampling 

was limited, as only one of the four planned observed fishing trips was completed onboard the cephalopod-

finfish fleet in Guinea-Bissau. This was due to the lack of available observers for Spanish fleets operating in 

West African fishing grounds, as described above. 

5.1.2 JSCs of SFPAs 

The Joint Scientific Committees (JSCs) of mixed Sustainable Fisheries Partnership Agreements (SFPA) between 

the EU and West African countries are relevant end users of the information collected under the DCF on the 

EU fisheries developed in some CECAF countries. Only the UE-Mauritania and UE-Guinea Bissau mixed SFPAs 

were active in 2025.  

The information to the JSCs is generally provided through data calls launched by the EC (DG MARE) to the 

MS with fishing activity in these West African countries. 

JSC EU-Mauritania 

The EU-Mauritania JSC has continued its collaboration under the current SFPA. The most recent JSC meeting 

was held in Nouakchott, Mauritania from 16 to 20 June 202515. 

Relevant recommendations involving DCF samplings and coordination are: 

General recommendations:  

A general recommendation was made to both parties (the EU and Mauritania) to address the shortage of 

onboard scientific observations on EU fishing fleets. In this regard, it was recommended to identify solutions 

for increasing the remuneration of scientific observers so that it adequately reflects the demanding nature of 

their work and the challenging conditions under which they operate at sea.  

Additionally, specific recommendations related to the data collection were made for Category 3 and Category 

6, involving Mauritania and fishing MS: 

Category 3 (demersal fisheries except for black hake): 

 

15 https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/publications/report-2025-meeting-joint-scientific-committee-eu-mauritania-

sustainable-fisheries-partnership_en 

https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/publications/report-2025-meeting-joint-scientific-committee-eu-mauritania-sustainable-fisheries-partnership_en
https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/publications/report-2025-meeting-joint-scientific-committee-eu-mauritania-sustainable-fisheries-partnership_en
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• Carry out close monitoring of Brama brama catches by all pelagic fleets, in order to improve the 

estimate of total catches of this species. 

• Harmonise length sampling protocols (total length and fork length) in the IMROP and IEO scientific 

sampling programmes. 

• Collecting data on target species and associated demersal species through onboard observer 

programmes, to study the catch composition of Category 3 fisheries and the biology of certain 

demersal species.  

• Expand data collection through onboard observer programmes to cover all target species, in addition 

to associated demersal species. 

Category 6 (Pelagic freezer trawlers): 

Strengthen the scientific observer programme by mobilising the resources necessary for the recruitment and 

training of observers and by establishing a coordination body responsible for overseeing the programme. Such 

a body should ensure compliance with operators’ obligations regarding the embarkation, training, and 

deployment of observers, as well as the management of observer placements on board fishing vessels.  

RCG 2026 response: 

General for all fishing categories:  

Difficulties of embarking observers onboard pelagic and demersal trawlers should be resolved by the relevant 

EU and Mauritanian authorities asap; RCG LDF underlines the absolute necessity to gather more scientific data 

from all the catches (target and bycatch) of small pelagic and demersal fleets, because biological information is 

crucial to improve the quality of stock assessments in the CECAF area. 

For Category 3:  

• The need of sampling Brama brama by all pelagic fleets was noted by the RCG and the species was 

included in the sampling protocols (see Section 7.1). 

• No progress has been made in harmonizing the length sampling protocols (total length vs. fork length) 

between IMROP and IEO. It should be noted that the IEO does not deploy scientific observers on 

board this fleet. Instead, catch and length samplings are usually conducted at the landing port in Vigo, 

Spain. However, in 2025 only catch samplings were performed due to the reluctance of the shipowners 

to facilitate length sampling. 

For Category 6:  

• The JSC recognized the efforts made during 2024 and 2025 to strength the collaboration among 

scientists from both the EU and IMROP to ensure adequate sampling coverage of EU trawlers in 

accordance with EU regulations. Two intersessional subgroups on the scientific observer programme 

in the CECAF area (ISSG-CECAF-OP) were held in 2024 and 2025 under the framework of the RCG-

LDF, with the objective to improve and optimise the sampling carried out by European observers on 

the pelagic fleet operating in the CECAF area, in coordination with IMROP activities. These meetings 

aimed to improve and optimise sampling activities in relation to IMROP programmes, identify 

procedural challenges and develop appropriate solutions. In addition, two IMROP observers 

participated in the training course for the EU observer team (EU pelagic fishery), organised in Gdynia, 

Poland, from 20 to 22 November 2024, focused on harmonising the working methodology of scientific 

observers deployed on board EU distant-water fishing vessels targeting small pelagic species.  
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• Regarding the 2024 recommendation to provide a species-level breakdown of by-catches reported 

under the “other pelagic species” category in the logbooks of Category 6 vessels, the 2025 JSC report 

presents such a breakdown based on three different data sources: IMROP observer data, self-sampling 

data collected by fishers from the Pelagic Freezer-trawler Association (PFA), and species-specific by-

catch declarations reported by EU vessels. 

JSC EU-Guinea-Bissau 

The eleventh meeting of the JSC EU and Guinea-Bissau was held in Tenerife, Guinea-Bissau, from 6 to 10 

October 202516. Some recommendations involving DCF samplings were reiterated from previous years: 

• Increasing the EU DCF observer coverage to a monthly basis, considering that the current levels do 

not meet the needs required by the JSC. 

• Promoting coordination on data collection system with a view to future sharing of data from scientific 

observers from the EU and from Guinea-Bissau. 

• Promoting to carry out a workshop to explore and analyse data from both programmes of scientific 

observers, including updating biological parameters. 

• Promoting the collection of catch data from EU vessels at haul level. 

RCG 2026 response: As previously explained, the IEO Programme of Observers onboard Spanish fleets in 

West Africa is facing serious problems related to observers’ reluctance to embark. Only one observation 

onboard the cephalopod-finfish fleet was carried out after 2021 while the coverage of the shrimper fleet does 

not reach the minimum required by the DCF. The recommendation of increasing the observer coverage is 

noted and will be considered in the Spanish Annual Work Plans. However, this will not ensure the availability 

of having observers willing to embark.  

Some joint analysis of biological data from both Guinea-Bissauan and DCF observers were performed during 

the 2024 JSC meeting. 

Catch data from Spanish demersal vessels are currently provided by the Spanish Secretary of Fisheries from 

the e-logbooks, on a daily basis. 

5.2 SPRFMO 

The SPRFMO SC recognised the EU's self-sampling programme for jack mackerel as a valuable addition to the 

scientific observer programme. Since its establishment in 2015, the programme has offered greater spatial and 

temporal coverage than observer sampling alone and has generated representative length-frequency data. The 

Committee noted that self-sampling data are comparable to observer data, confirming their reliability. The 

Committee also recognised the programme's contribution to improving the biological sampling of the fishery. 

The SPRFMO SC agreed that EU self-sampling data could be incorporated into the stock assessment in periods 

where observer coverage was unavailable. This demonstrates the Committee's confidence in the quality of the 

EU data and establishes the programme as an important source of scientific information in support of the 

assessment and management of the jack mackerel stock.  

 

16 https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/circabc-ewpp/d/d/workspace/SpacesStore/a9b1d3f6-74e1-49b6-91bd-

28ba887fe923/download 

https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/circabc-ewpp/d/d/workspace/SpacesStore/a9b1d3f6-74e1-49b6-91bd-28ba887fe923/download
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/circabc-ewpp/d/d/workspace/SpacesStore/a9b1d3f6-74e1-49b6-91bd-28ba887fe923/download
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5.3 NAFO 

A review of the latest 2025 NAFO Scientific Council Report and associated documentation revealed that no 

formal recommendations had been made regarding the EU's scientific data collection or sampling programmes. 

As part of its scientific work, the Scientific Council received and made use of the Spanish and Portuguese 

research reports for 2024. These national reports provide the survey and biological data required for stock 

assessments, thereby demonstrating that the EU continues to supply NAFO with the necessary scientific 

information. 

EU survey data, particularly that collected by Spanish research vessels, plays a significant role in several NAFO 

stock assessments. Spain's surveys (the Flemish Cap, Grand Bank and Flemish Pass surveys) are supported 

through the DCF and constitute some of the longest continuous fishery-independent datasets in the NAFO 

area. The surveys follow standardised sampling protocols, cover fixed depth strata and use a consistent survey 

design. They provide abundance, biomass, length and age composition data for numerous commercial species. 

This consistency means the surveys provide reliable time series for detecting long-term changes in stock 

abundance. 
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6 Regional data collection analysis and storage (ToR 4)  

6.1 State-of-play 2025 data collection 

6.1.1 SPRFMO 

In 2025, three EU vessels were active in the SPRFMO area (under POL and LTU flags). One observer was 

placed onboard on a LTU vessel beginning July till mid-August. After 46 days at sea, the observer disembarked 

the vessel. One observer was placed onboard on a POL vessel mid-September and disembarked the vessel 

mid-October after 34 days at sea. One observer was placed onboard on a LTU vessel beginning November 

and disembarked the vessel mid-December after 40 days at sea. The SPRFMO requirement to have a minimum 

10% observer coverage in terms of fishing trips was achieved and exceeded by having three fishing trips 

observed out of total of 9 fishing trips executed by EU vessels in 2025 (33% observer coverage). 

After processing the SPRFMO data into a combined ALK, RCG LDF was unofficially informed by contacts in 

the SPRFMO Scientific Committee that the coverage and basis for the ALK appear to be thin. However, 

current sampling protocols are fixed, and observer coverage exceeds the required minimum. Based on a 

discussion in RCG LDF, it was decided to await a formal end-user request from SPRFMO and, only after that 

request, to discuss various solutions and decide on future steps. 

6.1.2 CECAF 

Canary Islands 

For the métier PS_SPF_10-31_0_0 (artisanal fleet targeting small pelagics), one fishing trip per month is 

planned to be sampled at sea in Tenerife Island, together with stock-specific sampling for the target species 

(Scomber colias, Trachurus spp., Sardinella aurita and Sardina pilchardus) carried out at the main landing sites by 

the IEO sampling network. In addition, monthly biological samplings of the main target species are conducted 

in the lab. 

Regarding the métier MIS_MIS_0_0_0 (artisanal fleet targeting demersal species), five fishing trips per month 

are planned for at-sea sampling around the island of Tenerife. In addition, monthly stock-specific sampling of 

the main landed species is carried out at the principal landing sites throughout the archipelago through the 

IEO sampling network.  

In both métiers, catch composition, concurrent length sampling of retained and discarded catches and 

additional data for each fishing operation are collected on board to characterize the fishery.  

Moreover, monthly biological sampling of the main target species, Sparisoma cretense, has been conducted in 

the laboratory since 2022. 

Species landings are very variable, a fact that caused deviations in both directions: more individuals than planned 

were sampled for Sparisoma cretense and less for small pelagic species. For some biological variables of small 

pelagics (e.g. Sardina pilchardus), difficulties in obtaining market samples due to low catches led to fewer 

individuals being sampled than planned. 

It should be noted that routine acoustic research surveys have been implemented in the DCF since 2025.  

Madeira  
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The sampling objectives defined in the 2025 Portuguese Data Collection Plan for CECAF 34.1.2. were achieved 

for both deep-water and small pelagic species. For deep-water species, primarily targeting Aphanopus spp. 

(LLD_DWF_0_0_0), stock-specific landing sampling covered 42 fishing trips and 6,386 individuals. In addition, 

9 at-sea sampling trips were conducted, during which 800 Aphanopus spp. individuals were sampled. Regarding 

the purse-seine fishery targeting small pelagic species (PS_SPF_>0_0_0), primarily Trachurus picturatus and 

Scomber colias, sampling encompassed 22 landing trips and 2,578 individuals. Furthermore, 14 at-sea sampling 

trips were carried out, resulting in the sampling of 1,400 individuals of both species. 

No sampling was carried out for the limpet harvesting targeting Patella aspera and Patella ordinaria during the 

reporting period, as the harvesting remained closed. Consequently, no landings were recorded, and no samples 

were available for collection. 

West Africa   

In relation to demersal fisheries, the Spanish demersal metiers operating in West Africa should be sampled by 

the IEO at-sea observers’ programs. Sampling actions have been hindered by different issues, mainly by the 

lack of observers available for embarking, due to hard working and living conditions with low incentives.  

Small pelagics 

Due to various reasons, RCG LDF 2025 proposed suspending the biological sampling on board EU pelagic 

trawlers in the CECAF area. As per decision in September 2025, no sampling was executed in 2026. (see RCG 

LDF 2025). Due to ongoing issues, the same decision was proposed by RCG LDF 2026. See section 9. 

 

6.1.3 NPFC 

In 2025, no EU vessels were active in the NPFC area. Therefore, no data is collected in 2025. It was decided 

by the RCG LDF member states that the EU data collection observer programme in NPFC is suspended for 

2025.  

In 2026, 1 EU vessel (POL) is active in the NPFC convention area. The vessel is expected to start fishing 

activities in July/August. The EU data collection programme in NPFC is resumed in 2026 to fulfil the obligations 

according the DCF guidelines. The EU data collection programme in NPFC will be carried out according to 

the same data collection standards established in the EU observer data collection programme in SPRFMO. 

The EU observer data collection programme aims to place one observer on board for one trip of 6 weeks in 

the NPFC convention area in 2026. 

6.1.4 French Outermost Regions 

Fisheries in the French outermost regions (OR) are characterized by: 

• Predominantly small-scale coastal fisheries, with a large number of vessels (mostly under 12m), 

operating on a daily trip basis. 

• Multi-species and multi-gear fisheries, which are highly seasonal and influenced by local socio-economic 

and environmental factors. 

• Geographic isolation and logistical challenges, such as the absence of auction systems, numerous 

landing points, and dispersed data. 
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• Significant recreational fishing also plays a major role in certain territories and must also be taken into 

account. 

This structure contrasts sharply with the typical industrial fleets covered by the RCG LDF, which involve fewer 

vessels operating on longer fishing trips, often with a limited number of métiers and target species. 

France has implemented tailored data collection strategies in its ORs to reflect their specific contexts: 

• A sampling-based system is used, often relying on declarative sources and field surveys rather than 

exhaustive datasets. 

• Data collection faces operational challenges due to species diversity and logistical constraints. 

• Specific biological sampling programs are helping to support data-limited stock assessment approaches. 

• Data formats are compatible with LDF standards, particularly in terms of resolution and structure, and 

adapted to the RDBES format. 

Discussions from the national GTOM (national working group on OR fisheries) have been used to describe 

the characteristics of OR fisheries and the data collected. Session presentations include: 

• Key indicators and typologies of OR fleets. 

• Data collection approaches in the different ORs. 

• Initial results from data-limited stock assessment methods (e.g., SPiCT, length-based models). 

Since 2023, and as there are no stock assessments produced by any end-users as of now, France has developed 

63 assessments of local stocks, mostly demersal. They can be found at this link: 

https://archimer.ifremer.fr/doc/01007/111871/. Additionally, the process of developing stock assessments using 

LBI methods (WKLIFE) is ongoing, as these methods are less data-demanding, faster, and easier to explain to 

fishermen for local fisheries management. 

In 2025 and 2026, a new method aiming at quantifying catches and effort of small-scale vessels is being 

developed. Since the impact of these new estimations on stock assessments and other socio-economic 

indicators has not been assessed, the results will not be used for next year’s data calls. 

6.2 Data collection requirements for the NPFC area 

Collecting biological data in the NPFC Convention Area helps to assess and manage key small pelagic fish 

stocks, such as chub mackerel (Scomber japonicus), Japanese sardines (Sardinops melanostictus) and blue mackerel 

(Scomber australasicus). The NPFC SC and its Technical Working Groups use this information to estimate the 

age structure, growth, maturity and spawning stock biomass of these populations. This information is essential 

for stock assessments and management advice. 

Table 6.2.1 Main biological sampling requirements for priority pelagic species in the NPFC 

Species Fork length 
Otoliths 

(age) 
Weight-at-

age 
Maturity 

stage 

Species 
identification / 

genetics 

Chub mackerel 
(Scomber japonicus) 

Required Required Required Required 

Required (visual); 
genetics used 

only for specific 
research or 
validation 

https://archimer.ifremer.fr/doc/01007/111871/
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Japanese sardine 
(Sardinops 

melanostictus) 
Required Required Required Required 

Not routinely 
required; 

genetics only for 
stock structure 

studies 

Blue mackerel 
(Scomber 

australasicus) 
Required 

Required 
where age 
data are 
collected 

Required Required 

Required (visual); 
genetics used 

only for specific 
research or 
validation 

 

Comprehensive biological sampling is routinely required for chub mackerel and Japanese sardines. Data on 

length, age (primarily determined using otoliths), weight-at-age and maturity are collected to develop age-

length keys and estimate stock demographics. While species identification is generally straightforward, visual 

verification is recommended for chub mackerel due to its overlap with blue mackerel in certain areas. 

The requirements for the biological sampling of blue mackerel are less extensive than for the two primary 

assessment species but are still important. Where the species contributes to fishery or stock assessment, 

information on length, age, weight and maturity is collected. Accurate species identification is also essential, as 

catches may contain a mixture of blue and chub mackerel. Although genetic analyses are not routinely required, 

they may be undertaken as part of specific studies on stock structure or to validate species identification. 

6.3 Changes in the RWP LDF for the 2028-2030  

During the RCG LDF TM, the final draft of the Regional Work Plan (RWP) for 2028–2030 was prepared, 

incorporating the comments proposed by the STECF EWG 24–15. Prior to the meeting, an R script was 

developed to generate Table 2.1 and Table 2.5 of the RWP by using data submitted to the RDBES by MSs. This 

means that, before submitting the RWP to the IT Platform next year, Table 2.1 and Table 2.5 will be updated 

to include a more recent reference period using data from 2026. The RWP was aligned with all relevant 

recommendations and definitions. 

The following five Member States are involved in preparing the RWP: Germany, Lithuania, Latvia, the 

Netherlands and Poland. When submitting their National Work Plans, these countries are encouraged to use 

the relevant information from the RWP's tables and text files. 

Decision 01. Agreement on the Regional Work Plan for Long Distance Fisheries 2028-2030 

LDF_2026_D01  
The RCG LDF decide to establish and agree on a Regional Work Plan for 

Long Distance Fisheries for the period 2028-2030 

TOR 4 Regional data collection analysis and storage 

Justification  

Before submitting the RWP to the IT Platform next year, Table 2.1 and Table 

2.5 will be updated to include a more recent reference period using data from 

2026 

Follow-up actions needed  Approval by all relevant NCs 
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Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  
NCs of DEU, LTU, LVA, NLD, POL 

Time frame (Deadline)  Decision meeting 2026 

Comments  

 

6.4 Feedback from ISSG SMEFF-FAO41 

No meetings of the ISSG took place during the working season. The ISSG's work is currently on hold while 

the RCG LDF looks for a new chair. 

6.5 Time frame for RCG LDF actions 

Based on the Rules of Procedures currently relevant for the RCG LDF, the following general milestones are 

considered current for organizing the RCG work, including the data call and organizational aspects. In practice, 

due to day-to-day issues and practicalities, not all deadlines can be met. However, given the nature of the 

work, participants (heavily) being involved in other groups, and shifting timelines due to external factors, some 

flexibility is required to be able to organize this meeting. 

When What (incl. reference to RoP Article) Who 

t – 2 months (at the 
latest) 

Formal request if an independent organisation or 
individual seeks to attend an RCG meeting as an 
observer (11.2). Note that SPRFMO and CECAF have 
a standing invitation to the RCG LDF 

Any organisation or 
individual 

t – 2 months (at the 
latest) 

Inspect EUROSTAT data to identify new areas of 
relevance.  

RDBES call to all MS (including outermost regions) 
active in relevant regions (based on previous 
contributions) to upload or update if necessary data 
from 2021 onwards 

Chair (or delegated data 
coordinator) 

t - 2 months 
Provide details of accommodation, travel and other 
organizational information relevant for the meeting 
(9.4). 

Host Member State 

t – 6 weeks Consult members regarding observers (11.2) Chair 

t - 1 month Provide details on participants to the chair NC’s of participating MS 

t - 1 month Provide draft agenda to participants Chair 

t – 4 weeks Inform observers whether or not invited Chair 

t Annual technical meeting All participants 
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t + 2 weeks (at the latest 
2 months before the 
decision meeting) 

Circulate proposed decisions to the relevant MS for 
consideration prior to the decision meeting (if any). 

Circulate draft regional workplan (if any) for decision 
to NCs (7.3) 

Chair 

  



 

RCG LDF 2026 REPORT  

 

 
 

 

49 

7 Future data collection set up in CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC (ToR 5) 

7.1 Data collection of small pelagics in CECAF area 

Multilateral agreement 

The multilateral agreement among Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, and the Netherlands on sampling small 

pelagics in CECAF waters was signed by the relevant National Correspondents at the Decision Meeting in 

September 2024 (https://fisheries-rcg.eu/documents/) with a validity until 31 December 2027. Pending the 

development of the new EU Multiannual Financial Framework starting in 2028, a renewed agreement needs to 

be developed to align obligations, agreements and the correct financial support. The MS involved in the 

agreement plan to review and update the agreement during a dedicated meeting; see section 7.2 for the 

recommendation.  

Observer placement 

RCG LDF was informed by the Commission of the ongoing negotiations for a new protocol in Mauritanian 

waters and the difficulties encountered with the placement of scientific observers on board, e.g., due to strict 

regulations, were part of the negotiation procedures. Pending the progress of the negotiations, the situation 

regarding observer placement has not changed to date (see the RCG LDF report 2025 for further details). 

Therefore, in 2026, like in 2025, RCG LDF proposes suspending sampling in CECAF waters until conditions 

improve and the deployment of scientific observers becomes possible. 

Decision 02. Temporarily suspend the joint EU programme for collecting fisheries data on 

small pelagics in the CECAF region 

LDF_2026_D02 

The RCG LDF decide to temporarily suspend the joint EU programme for 

collecting fisheries data in the CECAF region until the organizational and 

administrative issues relating to the deployment of EU observers on EU 

vessels are resolved 

TOR 5 Future data collection set up in CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC 

Justification  

As negotiations between the EU and Mauritania are ongoing and a new 

protocol has not yet been agreed, the challenges associated with deploying 

EU observers on EU vessels remain unchanged from the previous year 

Follow-up actions needed  Approval by all relevant NCs 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  
NCs of DEU, LTU, LVA, NLD, POL 

Time frame (Deadline)  Decision meeting 2026 

Comments  

 

7.2 Feedback from the ISSG CECAF-OP 

https://fisheries-rcg.eu/documents/
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No meetings of the ISSG took place during the working season. The ISSG's work is currently on hold while 

the EU and Mauritania are in negotiations. This will resume after the new protocol has been accepted and 

published. The new protocol's requirements will be discussed to confirm that organisational and administrative 

issues relating to the deployment of EU observers on EU vessels have been resolved. 

7.3 Data collection of small pelagics in SPRFMO area 

Multilateral agreement 

The multilateral agreement between Germany, Lithuania, Poland and the Netherlands for sampling small 

pelagics in SPRFMO waters was formally approved by the relevant National Correspondents during the 

Decision Meeting in September 2024 (https://fisheries-rcg.eu/documents/) with a validity until 31 December 

2027. Pending the development of the new EU Multiannual Financial Framework starting in 2028, a renewed 

agreement needs to be developed to align obligations, agreements and the correct financial support. The MS 

involved in the agreement plan to review and update the agreement during a dedicated meeting under the 

ISSG SPRFMO-OP, to be organised in 2027 at the initiative of the Netherlands. The date and venue will likely 

be determined in the 2nd quarter of 2027. 

Recommendation 03. Set up a meeting to renew the multilateral agreements on sampling 

small pelagics in the waters of the CECAF, SPRFMO and NPFC from 2028 onwards 

LDF_2026_R03 

The RCG LDF recommend setting up a meeting under the ISSG SPRFMO-OP 

to review, update and prepare multilateral agreements on sampling small 

pelagics in CECAF, SPRFMO and NPFC waters from 2028 onwards 

TOR 5 Future data collection set up in CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC 

Justification  

As the existing multilateral agreements expire on 31 December 2027 and 

pending the development of the new EU Multiannual Financial Framework 

starting in 2028, renewed agreements are required to ensure that obligations 

are supported by the appropriate financial resources 

Follow-up actions needed  Approval by all relevant NCs for the Netherlands NC to set up the meeting 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  
NC of the Netherlands 

Time frame (Deadline)  Decision meeting 2026 

Comments  

 

7.4 Data collection of small pelagics in NPFC area 

Multilateral agreement 

The multilateral agreement between Germany, Lithuania, Poland and the Netherlands for sampling small 

pelagics in NPFC waters was formally approved by the relevant National Correspondents during the Decision 

Meeting in September 2024 (https://fisheries-rcg.eu/documents/) with a validity until 31 December 2027. 

Pending the development of the new EU Multiannual Financial Framework starting in 2028, a renewed 

https://fisheries-rcg.eu/documents/
https://fisheries-rcg.eu/documents/
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agreement needs to be developed to align obligations, agreements and the correct financial support. The MS 

involved in the agreement plan to review and update the agreement during a dedicated meeting; see section 

7.2 for the recommendation. 

7.5 Feedback from ISSG SPRFMO-OP 

Observer training 

As part of the accreditation requirements, the standard observer training workshop must be repeated every 

3 years. The initial training workshop was held in November 2024. Since this workshop, some accredited 

observers have resigned for various reasons; thus, in addition to the requirements, replacement staff need to 

be trained and accredited. All MS involved in the multilateral agreement for the SPRFMO area shall ensure the 

participation of their accredited observers and any observer they may want to introduce to the work and 

make available for deployment in the SPRFMO area. As with the initial workshop, the intention is to invite 

observers from other relevant areas (e.g. CECAF) in an attempt to further strengthen the cooperation 

between the areas.  

The workshop will be organised by the Netherlands, responsible for the accreditation process. The date and 

venue will be determined in the 4th quarter of 2026. 

Recommendation 04. Set up the mandatory observer training workshop for SPRFMO 

observer accreditation 

LDF_2026_R04 

The RCG LDF recommend setting up the mandatory observer training 

workshop for SPRFMO observer accreditation as they must be repeated 

every 3 years 

TOR 5 Future data collection set up in CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC 

Justification  
The intention is to invite observers from other relevant regions (e.g. CECAF) 

to further strengthen cooperation 

Follow-up actions needed  Approval by all relevant NCs for the Netherlands NC to set up the meeting 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  
NC of the Netherlands 

Time frame (Deadline)  Decision meeting 2026 

Comments  

 

7.6 Feedback from the ISSG NAFO–SP 

Work to refine the document reviewed at the previous meeting continued via email; no NAFO-SP ISSG 

meetings took place in 2026. 

By the time of the RCG LDF meeting, a joint manual had been drafted with input from Spain and Portugal, and 

it underwent further linguistic review during the meeting. This document draws upon observer manuals from 

Portugal and Spain, as well as sampling guidelines for industrial fishing from Germany and Estonia. The primary 
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obstacle to establishing common sampling criteria lies in the sampling plans derived from Member States' work 

plans, which are largely based on varying levels of fishing effort. 

Consequently, the number of samples and the sampling frequency remain at the discretion of the onboard 

observer; however, since RDBES currently offers the best solution for uploading and storing biological data 

(as NAFO lacks its own equivalent system), it is sensible to adopt that database's standards - for instance, 

when defining length rounding, maturity stages, or stomach content.  
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8 Any other business (ToR 6)  

8.1 Rules of procedures for future RCG work 

The RCG LDF Rules of Procedure were established on 9 July 2018 by the MSs coordinating their data 

collection activities for Long Distance Fisheries: Germany, Italy, Latvia, Lithuania, the Netherlands, Spain and 

Poland. Portugal became a member of the RCG LDF in September 2020, after the RoP were adopted. 

In 2023, the RCG LDF concluded that aligning its RoP with those of the RCG NANSEA and RCG Baltic would 

not cause any conflicts for the member states. 

Since 2022, the RCG LDF has been responsible for governing data collection in the NAFO area. As a result of 

this change, Estonia became a new member of the RCG LDF.  

From 2025 onwards, the RCG LDF has been assigned the role of designated body for data requirements and 

collection in outermost regions. Consequently, France also became a member of the RCG LDF. 

While awaiting the revision of the current RoP and pending the approval of Estonia and France, the RCG LDF 

considers Estonia and France to be full members of the group. 

8.2 Surveys, studies and pilot projects 

The RCG LDF did not propose new surveys, nor studies or pilot projects.  

8.3 Call for tenders for studies in support of the CFP 

The RCG LDF was informed about the progress of the Project “Provide Advice for a sustainable fisheries 

Management Based on suitable stock Assessment modelS” (PAMBAS), funded under the EMFAF-2025-PIA-

FisheriesScientificAdvice call (Improving scientific knowledge to strengthen the science-basis of management 

decisions under the CFP). PAMBAS aims to strengthen the scientific basis for fisheries management under the 

CFP by improving knowledge of deep-sea shrimp stocks exploited by the EU fleet in West African waters, 

under both SFPAs and the SMEFF framework. Thus, the project focused on the deep-water rose shrimp 

(Parapenaeus longirostris) and the striped red shrimp (Aristeus varidens) in the fishing grounds of Mauritania, 

Senegal, Guinea-Bissau, Guinea and Angola. The main objectives are to: 

• improve biological and fishery knowledge through enhanced data collection;  

• refine stock identification to ensure the definition of biologically meaningful stock units;  

• develop standardized CPUE indices that better reflect stock abundance; 

• apply advanced stock assessment models to support robust management advice; 

• provide scientific advice to CECAF, the SFPAs-JSCs and the administrations of EU MS with fishing 

interests in the EEZs of the participating coastal States.  

Activities are being implemented by the Institut Agro Rennes-Angers (France) and the Spanish Institute of 

Oceanography (IEO-CSIC), counting with the Spanish National Association of Freezer Shrimp Trawlers 

(ANAMAR) as an associated partner and working in close collaboration with the national research institutes: 

IMROP (Mauritania), CRODT (Senegal), CNSHB (Guinea), and INIPM (Angola).  

PAMBAS has a duration of 30 months and started in November 2025. The kick-off meeting, which included a 

training course for scientific observers, was held in Dakar from 23 to 27 February 2026 with the participation 

of all project partners and stakeholders. Data collection activities commenced in May 2026 with the 
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deployment of scientific observers from the participating African research institutes on board Spanish freezer 

shrimp trawlers operating in Mauritania and Guinea-Bissau. In parallel, Senegalese observers were deployed 

on Senegalese vessels targeting the same deep-sea shrimp resources. Additional information on the project is 

available at: https://pambas.eu/ 

8.4 Feedback from DG MARE 

8.4.1 Feedback on SMEFF 

Catherine Chapoux provided feedback on the SMEFF regulation. Implementation of the regulation has been 

ongoing since 2018. Since then, the COM has been receiving and assessing requests for authorisations relating 

to external fisheries. Some difficulties have been encountered during this period. The COM contracted an 

evaluation of the SMEFF regulation, which is still ongoing, and a report on the outcome is expected by the end 

of the year. The evaluation criteria for this study contract are effectiveness, efficiency, added value and 

relevance. Some RCG experts may be or have been contacted by the contractor company to answer questions 

for the assessment study, and the COM has invited everyone to contribute. 

During the discussion, it was noted that the group had set up the ISSG for SMEFF in FAO 41the previous year. 

However, due to a lack of available expertise, there was no one who could act as chair. The aim was to 

streamline the process of preparing an SMEFF application. The group hopes that the outcome of the evaluation 

of the SMEFF regulation will provide additional information on how to proceed. 

An additional question was related to the consideration of including the SMEFF fisheries in the DCF, which 

would enable MSs to collect data. It was emphasised that the SMEFF regulation is an administrative tool 

designed to streamline the authorisation process rather than an evaluation tool. While the SMEFF regulation 

facilitates access to fishing grounds, the DCF regulation outlines the necessary data collection procedures. 

8.4.2 Feedback on CFP 

Venetia Kostopoulou provided feedback on the evaluation of the CFP regulation17. This evaluation provided an 

update and analysis of the regulation's positive and negative aspects, explaining the reasons behind each one. 

The report and executive summary18 links were shared with the group, and everyone was encouraged to 

familiarise themselves with them. 

The evaluation criteria were based on effectiveness, coherence, and EU added value. Overall, the CFP has 

made significant progress in reducing overfishing, primarily through DCF activities. However, despite a 

decrease in fishing mortality, the biomass of selected species has not increased, suggesting that other external 

factors are affecting their abundance. Although the ecosystem-based approach is considered very important, 

the work carried out so far is insufficient in light of the pace of global change. 

The report also highlights many economic issues in the fishing sector, including the low profitability of certain 

areas and the long-term stagnation of aquaculture production. The profession has become unattractive due to 

poor working conditions and ageing vessels, threatening the renewal of the workforce. 

 

17 https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/documents-register/api/files/SWD(2026)120_0/090166e52cea971b  
18 https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/documents-register/api/files/SWD(2026)121?ersIds=090166e52cea9399 

https://pambas.eu/
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/documents-register/api/files/SWD(2026)120_0/090166e52cea971b
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/documents-register/api/files/SWD(2026)121?ersIds=090166e52cea9399
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In terms of governance, there has been a clear improvement, with regional coordination proving to be a major 

success. Significant progress has been made in regional work plans. 

DCF data is increasingly being used for purposes other than fisheries management and assessments, such as 

research and various projects. MSs are facing challenges in terms of both data submission and the growing 

demand for data. 

During the discussion, it was emphasised that DCF data is collected to support the CFP and that it should be 

used for different purposes with great caution, given that the data was not originally collected for other 

purposes. The regulation sets out the provisions for the use of DCF data as public data. It is important to 

strike the right balance between making the data available and ensuring it is used correctly. 

8.4.3 Feedback on SFPA Mauritania 

Alena de Chevilly provided feedback on the ongoing negotiations for the new SFPA protocol EU-Mauritania. 

The current protocol expires in November 2026. While most technical discussions have concluded, fishing 

opportunities and provisions concerning bycatch, observers and minimum sizes for mackerel and horse 

mackerel are still under consideration. Attention has now mainly shifted to the financial component. 

The mandatory ex ante evaluation found low utilisation: During the relevant period, EU vessels utilised only 

30% of the available fishing opportunities. Shrimp and hake performed relatively well, while small pelagic catches 

remained significantly below the available quota. The evaluation therefore recommended reducing both the 

fishing quotas and the financial contribution, which is currently shared between the EU (85%) and vessel owners 

(15%). The proposed quotas are based on recent CECAF data and the five-year average of catches, with 

reductions of up to 50% for certain species. 

Proposed conservation measures include spatio-temporal closures for black hake and small pelagics. 

Monitoring would be strengthened through revised scientific observer arrangements. However, creating a 

Mauritanian observer pool remains challenging due to an ageing workforce and unattractive employment 

conditions. To encourage fleet participation, the parties have considered introducing simpler procedures, 

designating new fishing zones, providing clearer notice periods for biological closures and securing EU support 

for port infrastructure. Final political agreement is expected by the end of July. 

During the discussions, the question of the RCG LDF 2025 recommendation to reduce the percentage of local 

crew from 60% was raised. It was explained that this issue was fundamental and beyond the scope of discussion 

for the Mauritanian side. However, they showed a little more flexibility in the way the calculation is done, 

distinguishing between production staff and observers. Nevertheless, the issue of EU observers being 

embarked on EU pelagic trawlers will persist. Section 7.1 describes the decision to temporarily suspend the 

joint EU programme for collecting fisheries data on small pelagics in the CECAF region. 

The proposed protection of VME, particularly the restrictions on bottom trawling, is not being addressed 

directly in the negotiations on the Mauritania protocol. Any measures that apply only to the EU would be 

ineffective and could put EU operators at a disadvantage. Therefore, establishing marine protected areas would 

require a broader, multilateral agreement. The EU is therefore encouraging Mauritania to take such measures. 

Concerns were also raised regarding octopus closures and the coordinates of fishing zones. Current scientific 

recommendations refer to a depth limit of 200 metres, although a possible reduction to 100 metres, reflecting 

evidence on octopus reproduction, could be considered by the next JSC. Experts are reviewing the 

bathymetric coordinates after discovering that some of the proposed areas extend to depths of between 700 
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and 1,000 metres. Octopus remains prohibited as bycatch for vessels without a quota, and infringements are 

subject to fines. 

Regarding Morocco, the EU has a negotiating mandate, but a start date has yet to be agreed. Progress depends 

partly on the European Parliament approving trade agreement tariffs and is further complicated by sensitive 

legal and political issues, including the status of Western Sahara and Morocco’s September elections. 

Therefore, negotiations are unlikely in the coming months. 

8.4.4 Feedback on SPRFMO 

Benoît Marcoux provided feedback on the outcome of the annual SPRFMO meeting, held in Panama in March. 

Following several years of technical work, the SPRFMO adopted electronic monitoring system (EMS) standards. 

The EMS will cover at least 10% of the squid-jigging fleet, in addition to the mandatory human observer 

coverage of 2%. The EMS will collect general observer data, while onboard observers will continue to gather 

biological information. These requirements do not currently affect the EU, as it has no squid fishery in the 

area. 

Members using electronic monitoring will require accreditation comparable to that for existing human 

observer programmes. Implementation and data collection are expected to begin in 2029. Further work is 

required to define the accreditation process and ensure that EMS programmes meet agreed data quality 

standards without creating shortcuts or weakening current requirements. 

Next, SPRFMO will develop electronic monitoring standards for other types of fishing gear, particularly 

trawlers. This will make the work relevant to EU fleets. Therefore, it will be important to align with existing 

EU and international practices, as well as seeking input from EU stakeholders, including administrations, 

scientists, and operators. 

Work also continues on management procedures for chub mackerel and jack mackerel. The completion of 

the jack mackerel procedure has been postponed until 2027. Recent difficulties experienced by Chile's fleet, 

the main harvester of these species, have increased uncertainty about stock conditions. These developments 

will be monitored to inform reliable scientific advice and future catch-limit decisions. 

During the discussion, the question was raised of which EMS tools are planned for use. These tools may include 

onboard cameras, geolocation systems to measure fishing effort and wing sensors to estimate catch and 

bycatch. As some technologies are only suitable for particular vessel types, more general tools are required 

for other vessels in order to collect the necessary data. 

8.5 Cooperation between the RCGs (LDF, NANSEA & Baltic) on the EU Marine Action Plan 

At the request of the RCG LDF Chair, the RCG Baltic Chair delivered a presentation on the key findings of 

the EU Marine Action Plan, following the fourth meeting of the Joint Special Group on the Marine Action Plan 

on 30 June 2026. 

The EU Marine Action Plan, adopted three years ago, aims to align fisheries and environmental policies, support 

sustainable fisheries and restore marine ecosystems. Its main priorities include: 

• The effective management of marine protected areas.  

• Reducing seabed impacts (including the phasing out of bottom trawling in MPAs).  

• Minimising the bycatch of protected, endangered and threatened species. 

• Improving selectivity and protecting spawning areas.  
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• Strengthening monitoring, data collection and research. 

• Supporting collaboration and sectoral transition. 

Attention is given to vulnerable species, such as the Baltic harbour porpoise, the Mediterranean Sea turtle, the 

monk seal, sharks and seabirds. 

During the meeting in Brussels, discussions were held about the following topics:  

• The Marine Strategy Framework Directive (MSFD). 

• The Natura 2000 network. 

• The Ocean Pact. 

• The future MFF. 

• The implementation of the Nature Restoration Regulation. 

A key concern was the future of fisheries funding after 2027. The main outcome was that discussions are still 

ongoing. 

Although the DCF was viewed positively, existing data cannot yet fully meet the emerging need for ecosystem 

data because it was primarily designed for fisheries assessment and biological sampling. The RCGs proposed 

closer collaboration with fishers and advisory bodies, including annual exchanges and presentations of RCG 

surveys, studies, and results. The group's principal concern remains future funding, as reflected in a joint letter 

signed by NCs and a similar initiative from ICES. 

8.6 Chairmanship, timing and venue of the RCG LDF meeting in 2027 

The current chair of the RCG LDF, Maksims Kovšars (LVA), will continue in his role for next year. 

The 2027 RCG LDF meeting is expected to be held in early July. Most likely, the dates will fall during the week 

29 June – 2 July or alternatively 6-9 July. 

In terms of venue, Poland has invited the group to Gdansk or Gdynia for the next RCG LDF meeting. 

The following table provides an overview of the venues and chairmanship of this RCG. 

Year Venue Chair 

2026 Rome, Italy Maksims Kovsars (Latvia) 

2025 Tallin, Estonia Maksims Kovsars (Latvia) 

2024 Cadiz, Spain Maksims Kovsars (Latvia) 

2023 Palanga, Lithuania  Irek Wójcik (Poland) 

2022 Funchal, Madeira (Hybrid meeting) Irek Wójcik (Poland) 

2021 Online WebEx meeting Irek Wójcik (Poland) 

2020 Online WebEx meeting Irek Wójcik (Poland) 

2019 Santa Cruz de Tenerife, Spain Sieto Verver (The Netherlands) 

2018 Riga, Latvia Sieto Verver (The Netherlands) 

2017 
Copenhagen, Denmark 

Hamburg, Germany 
Sieto Verver (The Netherlands) 

2016 Vilnius, Lithuania Sieto Verver (The Netherlands) 

2015 
Hamburg, Germany 

Cádiz, Spain 
Irek Wójcik (Poland) 

2014 IJmuiden, The Netherlands Irek Wójcik (Poland) 
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2013 Constanza, Romania Irek Wójcik (Poland) 

2012 Madrid, Spain Irek Wójcik (Poland) 

2011 Ljubljana, Slovenia 
Maria Teresa Garcia (Spain) and 

Dirk-Jan van der Stelt (The Netherlands) 

2010 Madrid, Spain 
Maria Teresa Garcia (Spain) and 

Jaime Mejuto (Spain 

 

8.7 Draft ToR 2027 

Terms of Reference – RCG LDF 2027 

ToR1: Review progress since 2026 following up the 23rd Liaison Meeting report 

ToR2: Review feedback and recommendations from data end users 

• CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC 

• Other input received 

ToR3: Analyse data from 2027 RCG LDF data call 

• Data compilation, providing overviews of fisheries  

• Consider inclusion of emerging fisheries 

• Comments on experience RDBES upload 

ToR4: Regional data collection, analysis and storage 

• State of play of sampling in CECAF, SPRFMO, NAFO and NPFC areas in 2026 

• State of play of sampling in the EU's outermost regions (Canaries, Guadeloupe, Guiana, La Réunion, 

Madeira, Martinique and Mayotte) 

• Changes in the RWP LDF for the 2028-2030 

• SMEFF fisheries in the high seas 

ToR5: Future data collection set up in CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC 

• Feedback from ISSG CECAF-OP on the Observer Programme of small pelagics 

• Feedback from ISSG SPRFMO-OP on the EU Observer Programme accreditation procedure adopted 

by the SPRFMO 

• Feedback from ISSG NAFO-SP on the harmonization protocols for on-board sampling 

• CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC current and future data needs 

ToR6: AOB 

• Feedback from other end users or stakeholders 

• Discuss relevant upcoming calls for tender, studies 

• Changes of the RCG LDF Rules of Procedure 

• Election of the new RCG LDF chair 

• Place and date of the next RCG LDF 

 

  

  



 

RCG LDF 2026 REPORT  

 

 
 

 

59 

9 Recommendations / Decisions  

RCG LDF 2026 proposed 4 recommendations to be put forward to the NCs. 

Recommendation 01. Improvement of the quality of data provided 

LDF_2026_R01  
Ongoing recommendation: The RCG LDF recommends that Member States 

adhere strictly to the data specifications outlined in the data call. 

TOR 3  Analyse data from 2026 RCG LDF data call 

Justification  

This is particularly important with regard to the requested Métier level 

(MIS_MIS should be avoided, except for the Canary Islands) and geographical 

scope (fishing ground names should be provided in the 'Area of Jurisdiction' 

field). This applies even if certain fields are considered optional within the 

database format 

Follow-up actions needed  Approved by all RCG LDF NCs 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  

The RCG LDF NCs ensure that the recommendation is followed up during 

future data calls 

Time frame (Deadline)  Decision meeting 2026 

Comments  

 

Recommendation 02. Revise the countries assigned to the RCG LDF for data extraction from 

RDBES 

LDF_2026_R02 
The RCG LDF recommends that data extraction from RDBES cover all FAO 

areas except 27 and 37 

TOR 3  Analyse data from 2026 RCG LDF data call 

Justification  

Currently, data is downloaded from the RDBES based on countries' 

assignment to the RCG LDF. If a country has not been assigned to an RCG 

LDF, but has submitted data from LDF areas, it is omitted from the extraction 

process. LDF interests cover all FAO areas except 27 and 37 

Follow-up actions needed  Investigate this case and propose a solution for full data extraction 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  
ICES RDBES Team 

Time frame (Deadline)  RCG LDF 2027 data call 

Comments  
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Recommendation 03. Set up a meeting to renew the multilateral agreements on sampling 

small pelagics in the waters of the CECAF, SPRFMO and NPFC from 2028 onwards 

LDF_2026_R03 

The RCG LDF recommend setting up a meeting under the ISSG SPRFMO-OP 

to review, update and prepare multilateral agreements on sampling small 

pelagics in CECAF, SPRFMO and NPFC waters from 2028 onwards 

TOR 5 Future data collection set up in CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC 

Justification  

As the existing multilateral agreements expire on 31 December 2027 and 

pending the development of the new EU Multiannual Financial Framework 

starting in 2028, renewed agreements are required to ensure that obligations 

are supported by the appropriate financial resources 

Follow-up actions needed  Approval by all relevant NCs for the Netherlands NC to set up the meeting 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  
NC of the Netherlands 

Time frame (Deadline)  Decision meeting 2026 

Comments  

 

Recommendation 04. Set up the mandatory observer training workshop for SPRFMO 

observer accreditation 

LDF_2026_R04 

The RCG LDF recommend setting up the mandatory observer training 

workshop for SPRFMO observer accreditation as they must be repeated 

every 3 years 

TOR 5 Future data collection set up in CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC 

Justification  
The intention is to invite observers from other relevant regions (e.g. CECAF) 

to further strengthen cooperation 

Follow-up actions needed  Approval by all relevant NCs for the Netherlands NC to set up the meeting 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  
NC of the Netherlands 

Time frame (Deadline)  Decision meeting 2026 

Comments  
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RCG LDF 2026 proposed 2 decisions to be approved by the NCs. 

Decision 01. Agreement on the Regional Work Plan for Long Distance Fisheries 2028-2030 

LDF_2026_D01  
The RCG LDF decide to establish and agree on a Regional Work Plan for 

Long Distance Fisheries for the period 2028-2030 

TOR 4 Regional data collection analysis and storage 

Justification  

Before submitting the RWP to the IT Platform next year, Table 2.1 and Table 

2.5 will be updated to include a more recent reference period using data from 

2026 

Follow-up actions needed  Approval by all relevant NCs 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  
NCs of DEU, LTU, LVA, NLD, POL 

Time frame (Deadline)  Decision meeting 2026 

Comments  

 

Decision 02. Temporarily suspend the joint EU programme for collecting fisheries data on 

small pelagics in the CECAF region 

LDF_2026_D02 

The RCG LDF decide to temporarily suspend the joint EU programme for 

collecting fisheries data in the CECAF region until the organizational and 

administrative issues relating to the deployment of EU observers on EU 

vessels are resolved 

TOR 5 Future data collection set up in CECAF/SPRFMO/NAFO/NPFC 

Justification  

As negotiations between the EU and Mauritania are ongoing and a new 

protocol has not yet been agreed, the challenges associated with deploying 

EU observers on EU vessels remain unchanged from the previous year 

Follow-up actions needed  Approval by all relevant NCs 

Responsible persons for 

follow-up actions  
NCs of DEU, LTU, LVA, NLD, POL 

Time frame (Deadline)  Decision meeting 2026 

Comments  
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Annex  

Annex I: Agenda for LDF 2026 

Regional Coordination Group for the Long Distance Fisheries 

(RCG LDF 2026) 

Rome, Italy 

7 - 10 July 2026 

 

Agenda 

 

Tuesday:  

13:00 seat-in, connect and set up 

13:30 - 17:30 meeting time 

Friday: 

9:00 - 13:00 - meeting time 

(end time pending the progress made) 

 

Wednesday - Thursday: 

9:00 - 17:00 meeting time 
General 

Coffee-break 11:00 & 15:00 

Lunch 13:00 – 14:00 

 

Work Plan 

 

Tuesday, 7 July 2026 

13:00 – 13:30: Seat-in, set up connections etc. 

13:30 – 17:30: Plenary session 

▪ Welcome, introduction, organization (task sharing) & “house” rules 

▪ Discuss ToRs, adopt agenda, appoint rapporteurs 

 

ToR 1: Review progress since 2025 following up the 22nd Liaison Meeting report 

▪ Follow-up of recommendations/output RCG LDF 2025 

▪ Review of the outputs of the 22nd Liaison Meeting 

▪ RCG Secretariat presentation on the SecWeb 2.0 project progress 

 

ToR 3: Analyse data from 2026 RCG LDF data call  

▪ Feedback on responses on data call 

▪ Data compilation 
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▪ Share and comment on experiences related to RDBES upload 

 

CECAF related ToRs and discussions  

▪ ToR 1: Review progress since 2025 following up the 22nd Liaison Meeting report 

▪ ToR 2: Review feedback and recommendations from data end users  

o Discuss feedback from CECAF groups  

o State of play of sampling in CECAF area in 2025 

▪ ToR 5: Current and future data collection set up in CECAF 

 

ToR 6: AOB 

▪ Feedback from other end users or stakeholders 

 

Wednesday, 8 July 2026 

9:00 – 17:00: “subgroup” session/Plenary session (depending on the progress and needs) 

10:00 – 12:00 (Hybrid session) ToR6: Feedback from MARE (SMEFF, CFP) 

▪ 10:00 - SMEFF - CHAPOUX Catherine (MARE) 

▪ 10:20 - CFP - KOSTOPOULOU Venetia (MARE) 

 

ToR4 (Hybrid session): Regional data collection, analysis and storage 

 

▪ Status of fisheries in the EU's outermost regions (Canaries, Guadeloupe, Guiana, La Réunion, Madeira, 

Martinique and Mayotte) 

 

ToR 3: Analyse data from 2026 RCG LDF data call  

▪ Data compilation 

▪ Provide overviews of fisheries 

▪ Consider future inclusion of emerging fisheries 

▪ Identify sampling obligations facilitating current multi-annual work plan 

 

CECAF related ToRs and discussions (if necessary) 

 

Thursday, 9 July 2026 

9:00 – 17:00: “subgroup” session/Plenary session (depending on the progress and needs) 

10:00 – 12:00 (Hybrid session) ToR6: Feedback from MARE (SFPA Mauritania, SPRFMO) 

▪ 10:00 - SFPA Mauritania- DE CHEVILLY Alena (MARE) 

▪ 10:20 - SPRFMO - MARCOUX Benoit (MARE) 

 

SPRFMO related ToRs and discussions  

▪ ToR 1: Review progress since 2025 following up the 22nd Liaison Meeting report  

▪ ToR 2: Review feedback and recommendations from data end users  
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o Discuss feedback from SPRFMO  

o State of play of pelagic sampling in SPRFMO area in 2025 

▪ ToR 5: Current and future data collection set up in SPRFMO 

 

NAFO related ToRs and discussions 

▪ ToR 2: Review feedback and recommendations from data end users  

o State of play of sampling in NAFO area in 2025 

o Discuss feedback from NAFO 

▪ ToR 5: Feedback from ISSG NAFO-SP on the harmonization protocols for on-board sampling 

 

ToR 3: Analyse data from 2026 RCG LDF data call  

▪ Data compilation 

▪ Provide overviews of fisheries 

 

ToR 4: Regional data collection, analysis and storage 

▪ Changes in the RWP LDF for the 2028-2030 

▪ Data collection requirements related to EU joining the North Pacific Fisheries Commission (NPFC) 

▪ SMEFF fisheries in the high seas 

 

Thursday, 9 July – Social dinner 

 

Friday, 10 July 2026 

9:00 – 13:00: Plenary session 

Discuss outcomes and conclusions ToR 3,4,5,6 

 

Report assemblage and reading  

 

ToR 6: AOB 

▪ Discuss relevant upcoming calls for tenders, studies 

▪ Changes of the RCG LDF Rules of Procedure 

▪ Place and date of the next RCG LDF 

 

Adoption of the draft report 

 

Closure of the meeting 
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Annex II: List of participants 

Name E-mail Organisation Role 

Alena de Chevilly alena.de-chevilly@ec.europa.eu  DGMARE 
European 

Commission; 

Ana Leocadio ana.leocadio@ec.europa.eu  DGMARE 
European 

Commission; 

Anaïs Rousel anais.roussel@mer.gouv.fr  

Ministère de la transition 

écologique et de la cohésion 

des territoires Direction 

Générale des Affaires 

Maritimes, de la Pêche et de 

l'Aquaculture 

NC; 

Benoit Marcoux 
Benoit.MARCOUX@ec.europa.e

u  

DGMARE 
European 

Commission; 

Catalina Perales-

Raya 
catalina.perales@ieo.csic.es  

Instituto Español de 

Oceanografía  

(IEO, CSIC) 

RCG expert; 

Catherine Chapoux catherine.chapoux@ec.europa.eu  DGMARE 
European 

Commission; 

Eva García Isarch eva.garcia@ieo.csic.es  

Instituto Español de 

Oceanografía  

(IEO, CSIC) 

RCG expert; 

Gaetano Amato g.amato@masaf.gov.it  

Ministry of Agriculture, Food 

Sovereignty and Forestry 
Observer; 

Irek Wójcik iwojcik@mir.gdynia.pl  

National Marine Fisheries 

Research Institute (Poland) 

NC; RCG 

expert; 

Katarzyna Krakówka  kkrakowka@mir.gdynia.pl  

National Marine Fisheries 

Research Institute (Poland) 
RCG expert; 

Kay Panten kay.panten@thuenen.de  

Thuenen-Institut of Sea 

Fisheries 
RCG expert; 

Leonie O’Dowd Leonie.O'DOWD@ec.europa.eu DGMARE 
European 

Commission; 

Liivika Näks liivika.naks@ut.ee  

Estonian marine institute, 

University of Tartu  
RCG expert; 

Livia Menziani livia.menziani@feampa.eu  

Ministry of Agriculture, Food 

Sovereignty and Forestry 
Observer; 

Luigi Pappalardo luigi.pappalardo@feampa.eu  

Ministry of Agriculture, Food 

Sovereignty and Forestry 
RCG expert; 

Maciej Adamowicz madamowicz@mir.gdynia.pl  

National Marine Fisheries 

Research Institute (Poland) 
RCG expert; 

Maksims Kovsars maksims.kovsars@bior.lv  BIOR 
RCG Chair; 

NC; 

Massimiliano Rossi massimiliano.rossi@masaf.gov.it  

Ministry of Agriculture, Food 

Sovereignty and Forestry 
Host 

Ornella Pappalardo ornella.coco@feampa.eu  

Ministry of Agriculture, Food 

Sovereignty and Forestry 
Observer; 

Paola Di Dato paola.didato@digital360gov.it  

Ministry of Agriculture, Food 

Sovereignty and Forestry 
Observer; 

Romas Statkus romas.statkus@zuv.lt  

Fisheries service under the 

MoA 
RCG expert; 

Rosa M. Fernández 

Otero 
rfernandez@cetmar.org  CETMAR 

RCG 

Secretariat; 
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Sieto Verver sieto.verver@wur.nl  CVO-WUR NC; 

Tom Bangma tom.bangma@wur.nl  Wageningen Marine Research 
Observer; 

Other; 

Vilda Griuniene vilda.griuniene@zum.lt  

Ministry of Agriculture of 

Republic of Lithuania 
NC; 

Zeneida Romero  zeneida.romero@ieo.csic.es  

Instituto Español de 

Oceanografía  

(IEO, CSIC) 

RCG expert; 
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Annex III: Landings by species and area, according to the data submitted by MSs under the RCG 

LDF 2026 data call 

Landings by species (tons) from the West Africa (the CECAF area) in 2025 

Species ES LT LV NL PT 

Acantholabrus palloni (AKL)     <1 

Actinopterygii (DIA) <1    14 

Alopias (THR) 2     

Alosa alosa (ASD) 7     

Aphanopus carbo (BSF) <1    <1 

Argyrosomus regius (MGR) 10     

Aristaeopsis edwardsiana (SSH) 46     

Aristeus antennatus (ARA)     <1 

Aristeus varidens (ARV) 636     

Arius (AWX)  16    

Arnoglossus kessleri (RKZ) 37     

Auxis rochei (BLT)  611    

Auxis thazard (FRI)   1039 70  

Balistes capriscus (TRG) <1     

Belone belone (GAR)    14  

Berycidae (BRX)   <1   

Beryx decadactylus (BXD) 5    <1 

Beryx splendens (BYS) 68    <1 

Bodianus scrofa (IVD) <1     

Boops boops (BOG)    <1  

Brachydeuterus auritus (GRB) 10  227   

Brama brama (POA) 80 27 13 <1  

Branchiostegus semifasciatus (UAE) 119     

Brotula barbata (BRD) 219     

Campogramma glaycos (VAD)  191    

Caranx crysos (RUB)  <1    

Caranx sexfasciatus (CXS)  2    

Carlarius heudelotii (SMC)    3  

Centrophorus granulosus (GUP) 11     

Centrophorus squamosus (GUQ) 56     

Centrophorus uyato (CPU) <1     

Centroscymnus coelolepis (CYO) 5     

Chaceon (GER) 7     

Chaceon maritae (CGE) 154     

Chelidonichthys cuculus (GUR)     <1 
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Chloroscombrus chrysurus (BUA)   248   

Citharus linguatula (CIL) <1     

Conger conger (COE) 4     

Coryphaena hippurus (DOL) <1    <1 

Cynoglossus (YOX) 13     

Cynoglossus senegalensis (YOE) 46     

Deania profundorum (SDU) 1     

Dentex angolensis (DEA) 79     

Dentex dentex (DEC) <1     

Dentex gibbosus (DEP) 3     

Dentex macrophthalmus (DEL) 15  158 4  

Dentex maroccanus (DEM)  72    

Dicologlossa cuneata (CET) <1     

Dicologlossa hexophthalma (DHZ) 3     

Diplodus (SRG)   234   

Diplodus cervinus (SBZ) <1     

Diplodus sargus (SWA) <1   3  

Dipturus oxyrinchus (RJO)     <1 

Eledone cirrhosa (EOI) 118     

Epigonus telescopus (EPI) 2     

Epinephelus aeneus (GPW) <1     

Epinephelus caninus (EFJ) <1     

Epinephelus costae (EPK) <1     

Epinephelus marginatus (GPD) <1     

Erythrocles monodi (EYO) 10 <1    

Eucinostomus melanopterus (MFF) 13     

Galeoides decadactylus (GAL) 15     

Galeorhinus galeus (GAG) <1    <1 

Gephyroberyx darwinii (GXW) 18     

Glyphus marsupialis (GFU) 251     

Helicolenus dactylopterus (BRF) 43    1 

Heterocarpus grimaldii (HVQ) 2     

Heterocarpus laevigatus (HKT) <1     

Holthuispenaeopsis atlantica (GUS) 7     

Hoplostethus atlanticus (ORY) <1     

Hyperoglyphe perciformis (HYW) 14     

Illex coindetii (SQM) <1     

Katsuwonus pelamis (SKJ)    5  

Labridae (WRA)     <1 

Lamna nasus (POR) <1     
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Lepidocybium flavobrunneum (LEC)     8 

Lepidopus caudatus (SFS) <1     

Lichia amia (LEE)   832 229  

Loligo vulgaris (SQR) 7     

Lophius (MNZ) 6    <1 

Lophius budegassa (ANK) 37     

Lophius piscatorius (MON) <1    <1 

Lophius vaillanti (MVA) 916     

Makaira nigricans (BUM)     11 

Merluccius (HKX) 8     

Merluccius bilinearis (HKS)   85   

Merluccius merluccius (HKE) 3 124  5  

Merluccius polli (HKB) 3315     

Merluccius senegalensis (HKM) 792     

Mesopristes argenteus (MER)   44   

Microchirus azevia (MIA) <1     

Mora moro (RIB) 4     

Mugil bananensis (KZS) <1     

Mugil cephalus (MUF)  193 510 64  

Mullus (MUX) 4     

Mullus barbatus (MUT) 67     

Mullus surmuletus (MUR) <1     

Muraena helena (MMH) 2    <1 

Mustelus mustelus (SMD) 1     

Mustelus mustelus (SMD)     <1 

Nephrops norvegicus (NEP)     <1 

Netuma thalassina (AUX)   19   

Octopus vulgaris (OCC) 296     

Pagellus acarne (SBA) 4 15  18  

Pagellus bellottii (PAR) <1     

Pagellus bogaraveo (SBR) <1   16 <1 

Pagellus erythrinus (PAC) 2     

Pagrus auriga (REA) <1     

Pagrus pagrus (RPG) 8    <1 

Palaemon serratus (CPR)     <1 

Palinurus elephas (SLO) <1     

Palinurus mauritanicus (PSL) 28     

Pandalus (PAN) <1     

Parapenaeus longirostris (DPS) 1533     

Pegusa cadenati (WZA) 4     
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Pegusa lascaris (SOS) <1     

Penaeus kerathurus (TGS) 18     

Penaeus monodon (GIT) 182     

Penaeus notialis (SOP) 893     

Peprilus triacanthus (BUT)   <1   

Phycis blennoides (GFB) 39    <1 

Phycis phycis (FOR) 76    <1 

Plectorhinchus mediterraneus (GBR) 1  46 <1  

Plesionika (XKX) <1     

Plesionika edwardsii (LKW) 4     

Plesionika williamsi (EKW) <1     

Pollachius virens (POK)     <1 

Polymixia nobilis (PXV) <1     

Polyprion americanus (WRF) <1    2 

Pomadasys incisus (BGR) 2   2  

Pomatomus saltatrix (BLU)   6 17  

Pontinus kuhlii (POI) 1     

Prionace glauca (BSH)     679 

Promethichthys prometheus (PRP) <1     

Psettodes bennettii (PSB) <1     

Pseudotolithus senegallus (CKL) 2     

Raja asterias (JRS) <1     

Raja brachyura (RJH) <1     

Raja clavata (RJC) 71    2 

Rhombosepion orbignyanum (IAR) 19     

Ruvettus pretiosus (OIL) <1    <1 

Sanquerus validus (PVQ) 939     

Sarda sarda (BON)  839 2051 563  

Sardina pilchardus (PIL)  29 7 124  

Sardinella aurita (SAA)  131 285 36  

Sardinella maderensis (SAE)  259 1492 248  

Sarpa salpa (SLM)   5   

Schedophilus ovalis (HDV) <1     

Sciaena umbra (CBM) 11     

Scomber colias (VMA) <1 5654  1118  

Scomber japonicus (MAS)    197  

Scomber scombrus (MAC) <1  6307   

Scorpaena elongata (EZS) 6     

Scorpaena porcus (BBS) 25     

Scorpaena scrofa (RSE) 6    <1 
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Scorpaena stephanica (SVV) 82     

Scyliorhinus canicula (SYC) <1     

Selene setapinnis (MOA)   6   

Sepia officinalis (CTC) 49     

Seriola (AMX)    <1  

Seriola lalandi (YTC)     <1 

Seriola rivoliana (YTL) <1     

Serranus cabrilla (CBR) 5     

Solea senegalensis (OAL) <1     

Solea solea (SOL) 2     

Sphyraena barracuda (GBA)   13 <1  

Sphyraena viridensis (BVV) <1     

Spicara altum (QZU) <1     

Spondyliosoma cantharus (BRB)    <1 <1 

Stromateus fiatola (BLB) <1 2 15  <1 

Thunnus alalunga (ALB)     <1 

Thunnus albacares (YFT)     5 

Thunnus obesus (BET) <1    4 

Thunnus thynnus (BFT) <1    2 

Todarodes sagittatus (SQE) 159     

Torpedo (TOE)     <1 

Trachinotus ovatus (POP)  133 29 38  

Trachurus picturatus (JAA) <1    <1 

Trachurus trachurus (HOM) 255 24622 31499 8568  

Trachyscorpia cristulata (TJX) 1     

Trichiurus lepturus (LHT) <1 898 255 401  

Umbrina canariensis (UCA) <1     

Umbrina cirrosa (COB) 7     

Umbrina ronchus (UMO) <1     

Urophycis tenuis (HKW)     <1 

Xiphias gladius (SWO) <1    196 

Zenopsis conchifer (JOS) 265 4 29 16 <1 

Zeus faber (JOD) 141   <1  

 

Landings by species (tons) in Madeira (the CECAF area) in 2025 

Species PT 

Acanthocybium solandri (WAH) <1 

Aphanopus (BOX) 2192 

Apogon imberbis (OGT) <1 
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Auxis thazard (FRI) <1 

Balistes capriscus (TRG) 5 

Beryx decadactylus (BXD) <1 

Beryx splendens (BYS) <1 

Brama brama (POA) <1 

Centrolophidae (CEN) <1 

Chromis chromis (CMK) <1 

Chromis limbata (HZL) <1 

Conger conger (COE) <1 

Coryphaena hippurus (DOL) <1 

Dentex gibbosus (DEP) 23 

Diplodus cervinus (SBZ) <1 

Diplodus sargus (SWA) <1 

Diplodus vulgaris (CTB) <1 

Epigonus telescopus (EPI) <1 

Galeorhinus galeus (GAG) 8 

Gempylidae (GEP) <1 

Gymnothorax maderensis (AGD) <1 

Gymnothorax unicolor (AGK) <1 

Helicolenus dactylopterus (BRF) <1 

Heteropriacanthus cruentatus (HTU) <1 

Hoplostethus mediterraneus (HPR) <1 

Katsuwonus pelamis (SKJ) <1 

Kyphosus sectatrix (KYS) <1 

Lepidocybium flavobrunneum (LEC) <1 

Loligo (SQC) <1 

Lophius piscatorius (MON) <1 

Merluccius merluccius (HKE) <1 

Mora moro (RIB) <1 

Mugil cephalus (MUF) <1 

Mullus surmuletus (MUR) <1 

Muraena augusti (MKW) <1 

Muraena helena (MMH) 1 

Mustelus mustelus (SMD) 2 

Mycteroperca fusca (MKF) <1 

Oblada melanurus (SBS) <1 

Octopus vulgaris (OCC) <1 

Ommastrephidae (OMZ) <1 

Pagellus acarne (SBA) <1 

Pagellus bogaraveo (SBR) 2 
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Pagellus erythrinus (PAC) <1 

Pagrus pagrus (RPG) 11 

Palinurus elephas (SLO) <1 

Phycis blennoides (GFB) <1 

Phycis phycis (FOR) <1 

Polymixia nobilis (PXV) <1 

Polyprion americanus (WRF) <1 

Pomadasys incisus (BGR) <1 

Pomatomus saltatrix (BLU) <1 

Pontinus kuhlii (POI) <1 

Promethichthys prometheus (PRP) <1 

Pseudocaranx dentex (TRZ) 3 

Raja (SKA) <1 

Ruvettus pretiosus (OIL) <1 

Sarda sarda (BON) <1 

Sardinella maderensis (SAE) <1 

Sarpa salpa (SLM) <1 

Scomber colias (VMA) 32 

Scorpaena scrofa (RSE) <1 

Scyllarides latus (YLL) <1 

Seriola (AMX) 3 

Seriola dumerili (AMB) 18 

Serranus atricauda (WSA) 4 

Similiparma lurida (AUU) <1 

Sparisoma cretense (PRR) 1 

Sphyraena viridensis (BVV) <1 

Spondyliosoma cantharus (BRB) <1 

Taractichthys longipinnis (TAL) <1 

Thunnus alalunga (ALB) <1 

Thunnus albacares (YFT) 10 

Thunnus obesus (BET) <1 

Todarodes sagittatus (SQE) 1 

Trachinotus ovatus (POP) <1 

Trachurus picturatus (JAA) 36 

Xiphias gladius (SWO) 2 

Zeus faber (JOD) <1 

 

Landings by species (tons) in Canaries (the CECAF area) in 2025 

Species ES 
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Abudefduf saxatilis (ABU) <1 

Acanthocybium solandri (WAH) <1 

Acantholabrus palloni (AKL) <1 

Actinopterygii (DIA) <1 

Aluterus monoceros (ALM) <1 

Aluterus scriptus (ALN) <1 

Aphanopus carbo (BSF) <1 

Argyrosomus regius (MGR) <1 

Aristaeomorpha foliacea (ARS) 1 

Aristaeopsis edwardsiana (SSH) 10 

Atherina presbyter (ATP) <1 

Atypopenaeus stenodactylus (YET) <1 

Auxis rochei (BLT) 3 

Auxis thazard (FRI) <1 

Balistes capriscus (TRG) 25 

Belone belone (GAR) <1 

Beryx decadactylus (BXD) 3 

Beryx splendens (BYS) 27 

Bodianus scrofa (IVD) 9 

Boops boops (BOG) 10 

Brachyura (CRA) <1 

Brama brama (POA) <1 

Calamus (PRG) <1 

Callinectes sapidus (CRB) <1 

Campogramma glaycos (VAD) <1 

Cancer bellianus (KCB) <1 

Canthidermis sufflamen (CZT) 5 

Carcharias taurus (CCT) <1 

Centrophorus granulosus (GUP) <1 

Centroscyllium (YCX) <1 

Chaceon (GER) <1 

Chaceon affinis (KEF) <1 

Chelidonichthys lastoviza (CTZ) <1 

Chelon auratus (MGA) <1 

Chelon labrosus (MLR) <1 

Chirocentrodon bleekerianus (CBK) <1 

Chromis limbata (HZL) 2 

Clupea harengus (HER) 3 

Conger conger (COE) 32 

Conodon nobilis (BRG) <1 
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Coryphaena equiselis (CFW) <1 

Coryphaena hippurus (DOL) <1 

Cyclothone obscura (YTZ) <1 

Deania hystricosa (SDH) <1 

Decapterus macarellus (MSD) <1 

Dentex canariensis (DEN) <1 

Dentex dentex (DEC) 8 

Dentex gibbosus (DEP) 113 

Dentex macrophthalmus (DEL) 10 

Dentex maroccanus (DEM) <1 

Dermatolepis striolata (DEV) <1 

Dicentrarchus labrax (BSS) 2 

Dicentrarchus punctatus (SPU) <1 

Dicologlossa cuneata (CET) <1 

Diplodus annularis (ANN) <1 

Diplodus cervinus (SBZ) 8 

Diplodus puntazzo (SHR) 2 

Diplodus sargus (SWA) 16 

Diplodus vulgaris (CTB) 15 

Draculo shango (DRB) <1 

Enchelycore anatina (AWM) 2 

Engraulis encrasicolus (ANE) 223 

Epigonus telescopus (EPI) <1 

Epinephelus aeneus (GPW) <1 

Epinephelus caninus (EFJ) <1 

Epinephelus costae (EPK) <1 

Epinephelus marginatus (GPD) 35 

Epinephelus morio (GPR) <1 

Etropus crossotus (UCO) <1 

Euthynnus alletteratus (LTA) <1 

Frontilabrus caeruleus (FRE) <1 

Galeorhinus galeus (GAG) 1 

Gobiidae (GPA) <1 

Gymnapistes marmoratus (TGR) <1 

Gymnothorax maderensis (AGD) <1 

Gymnothorax polygonius (AGI) 6 

Gymnothorax unicolor (AGK) 7 

Helicolenus dactylopterus (BRF) 7 

Heterocarpus ensifer (HKF) <1 

Heteropriacanthus cruentatus (HTU) 14 
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Holthuispenaeopsis atlantica (GUS) <1 

Hyperoglyphe perciformis (HYW) <1 

Illex coindetii (SQM) <1 

Illex illecebrosus (SQI) <1 

Katsuwonus pelamis (SKJ) 22 

Konosirus punctatus (DOD) <1 

Kyphosus sectatrix (KYS) 5 

Lepidocybium flavobrunneum (LEC) <1 

Lepidopus caudatus (SFS) <1 

Lepidorhombus boscii (LDB) <1 

Leucoraja naevus (RJN) <1 

Lithognathus mormyrus (SSB) 4 

Loligo vulgaris (SQR) <1 

Lophius (MNZ) <1 

Lophius budegassa (ANK) <1 

Lophius piscatorius (MON) <1 

Luvarus imperialis (LVM) <1 

Maja squinado (SCR) <1 

Malakichthys wakiyae (MKW) <1 

Martialia hyadesi (SQS) <1 

Merluccius merluccius (HKE) 7 

Merluccius senegalensis (HKM) <1 

Mora moro (RIB) 3 

Morone saxatilis (STB) <1 

Mugil cephalus (MUF) <1 

Mugilidae (MUL) <1 

Mullus barbatus (MUT) <1 

Mullus surmuletus (MUR) 5 

Muraena augusti (MKW) 28 

Muraena helena (MMH) 23 

Mustelus mustelus (SMD) 2 

Mycteroperca fusca (MKF) 26 

Mycteroperca phenax (MKH) <1 

Nephrops norvegicus (NEP) <1 

Oblada melanurus (SBS) 5 

Octopus vulgaris (OCC) 19 

Ommastrephes bartramii (OFJ) <1 

Pagellus acarne (SBA) 1 

Pagellus bellottii (PAR) <1 

Pagellus bogaraveo (SBR) 1 
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Pagellus erythrinus (PAC) 11 

Pagrus auriga (REA) 19 

Pagrus caeruleostictus (BSC) <1 

Pagrus pagrus (RPG) 155 

Palaemon vulgaris (PVV) <1 

Palaemonidae (PAL) <1 

Parapristipoma octolineatum (GRA) 21 

Paromola cuvieri (OLV) <1 

Pegusa lascaris (SOS) <1 

Phycis blennoides (GFB) <1 

Phycis phycis (FOR) 5 

Plectorhinchus mediterraneus (GBR) <1 

Plesionika (XKX) <1 

Plesionika edwardsii (LKW) 14 

Plesionika narval (PVJ) 42 

Pollachius pollachius (POL) <1 

Polymixia nobilis (PXV) 2 

Polyprion americanus (WRF) 1 

Pomadasys incisus (BGR) <1 

Pomatomus saltatrix (BLU) 2 

Pontinus kuhlii (POI) 3 

Promethichthys prometheus (PRP) <1 

Pseudocaranx dentex (TRZ) 79 

Raja (SKA) <1 

Raja clavata (RJC) <1 

Ruvettus pretiosus (OIL) 3 

Sarda sarda (BON) 11 

Sardina pilchardus (PIL) 6 

Sardinella aurita (SAA) 426 

Sardinella maderensis (SAE) 30 

Sarpa salpa (SLM) 10 

Schedophilus ovalis (HDV) <1 

Scomber colias (VMA) 219 

Scomber japonicus (MAS) <1 

Scomber scombrus (MAC) <1 

Scomberesox saurus (SAU) <1 

Scophthalmus rhombus (BLL) <1 

Scorpaena notata (SNQ) <1 

Scorpaena porcus (BBS) <1 

Scorpaena scrofa (RSE) 3 
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Scyliorhinus (SCL) <1 

Sebastes paucispinis (SBC) <1 

Sepia bertheloti (EJB) <1 

Sepia officinalis (CTC) <1 

Seriola carpenteri (RLR) <1 

Seriola dumerili (AMB) 87 

Seriola fasciata (RLF) 4 

Seriola lalandi (YTC) <1 

Seriola rivoliana (YTL) 8 

Serranus (BAS) <1 

Serranus atricauda (WSA) 23 

Serranus cabrilla (CBR) 28 

Serranus scriba (SRK) 2 

Similiparma lurida (AUU) <1 

Solea solea (SOL) <1 

Solivomer arenidens (SVA) <1 

Somniosus rostratus (SOR) <1 

Sparisoma cretense (PRR) 208 

Sparus aurata (SBG) 1 

Sphyraena (BAR) <1 

Sphyraena viridensis (BVV) 43 

Spondyliosoma cantharus (BRB) 21 

Squalus acanthias (DGS) <1 

Squalus megalops (DOP) <1 

Stephanolepis hispida (FIK) 3 

Sthenoteuthis pteropus (OFE) <1 

Stromateus fiatola (BLB) 2 

Symphodus trutta (JCN) <1 

Synaphobranchus kaupii (SSK) <1 

Synodus saurus (SDR) <1 

Taractichthys longipinnis (TAL) <1 

Tetrapturus angustirostris (SSP) <1 

Tetrapturus pfluegeri (SPF) <1 

Thunnus alalunga (ALB) 7 

Thunnus albacares (YFT) 11 

Thunnus obesus (BET) 12 

Thunnus thynnus (BFT) 2 

Trachinotus ovatus (POP) 68 

Trachinus draco (WEG) <1 

Trachinus radiatus (TZR) <1 
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Trachurus picturatus (JAA) 21 

Trachurus trachurus (HOM) 2 

Umbrina canariensis (UCA) 3 

Umbrina ronchus (UMO) <1 

Xyrichtys novacula (XYN) <1 

Zenopsis conchifer (JOS) <1 

Zeus faber (JOD) <1 

 

Landings by species (tons) in SPRFMO area in 2025 

Species LT PL PT 

Acanthocybium solandri (WAH)   1 

Auxis rochei (BLT)  <1  

Brama japonica (BPQ)  3  

Coryphaena hippurus (DOL)  <1 <1 

Cubiceps caeruleus (UBA) 590 1039  

Dosidicus gigas (GIS) 38 147  

Engraulis ringens (VET) 4 3  

Istiompax indica (BLM)   13 

Istiophorus platypterus (SFA)   <1 

Isurus oxyrinchus (SMA)   100 

Kajikia audax (MLS)   5 

Lepidocybium flavobrunneum (LEC)   16 

Prionace glauca (BSH)   569 

Ruvettus pretiosus (OIL)   2 

Sarda sarda (BON)  <1  

Scomber japonicus (MAS) 639 741  

Thunnus alalunga (ALB)   <1 

Thunnus albacares (YFT)   1 

Thunnus obesus (BET)   17 

Trachurus murphyi (CJM) 13182 16738  

Xiphias gladius (SWO)   1016 

 

Landings by species (tons) in FAO 21 (Northwest Atlantic) area in 2025 

Species DE DK EE ES PT 

Actinopterygii     400 

Alca torda  <1    

Anarhichas    24 9 

Anarhichas denticulatus 4   <1  
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Anarhichas lupus    10  

Anarhichas minor    33  

Antimora rostrata    19  

Brachyura    <1  

Centroscyllium fabricii    <1  

Cetorhinus maximus    4  

Coryphaenoides rupestris 5   75 9 

Elasmobranchii    2  

Gadus morhua    2617 4891 

Gaidropsarus ensis    13  

Glyptocephalus cynoglossus    68 364 

Hippoglossoides platessoides    249 415 

Hippoglossus hippoglossus 1   253 155 

Holothuroidea    81  

Illex illecebrosus    9 <1 

Lamna nasus    3  

Lepidocybium flavobrunneum     1 

Lophius americanus    83 7 

Macrourus berglax 1   246 8 

Mallotus villosus    7  

Melanogrammus aeglefinus    153 2 

Merluccius bilinearis    4240 358 

Myzopsetta ferruginea    96  

Pandalus borealis  1949 356   

Prionace glauca     217 

Raja <1   2637 86 

Rajiformes <1     

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides 1632 27  4866 1782 

Ruvettus pretiosus     <1 

Sebastes    4936 4093 

Sebastes mentella 1   19  

Sebastes norvegicus  11  131 5941 

Squalidae 1   9  

Squaliformes    3  

Squalus acanthias    <1  

Thunnus alalunga     <1 

Thunnus obesus     4 

Thunnus thynnus    <1  

Urophycis chuss    4  

Urophycis tenuis    369 61 
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Xiphias gladius    4 13 

 

Landings by stocks (tons), divisions and countries in FAO 21 (Northwest Atlantic) area 

Stock AreaMap Country 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 

Gadus morhua Div. 2J3KL 21.3.L EE 4 12    

Gadus morhua Div. 2J3KL 21.3.L ES 7 1 7 5 103 

Gadus morhua Div. 2J3KL 21.3.L PT 60 37 32 20 591 

Gadus morhua Div. 3M 21.3.M EE 69 45    

Gadus morhua Div. 3M 21.3.M ES 90 473 611 2208 2368 

Gadus morhua Div. 3M 21.3.M PT 676 1543 2512 3369 4199 

Gadus morhua Div. 3NO 21.3.N EE 50 32    

Gadus morhua Div. 3NO 21.3.N ES 51 53 24 48 76 

Gadus morhua Div. 3NO 21.3.N PT 67 57 42 39 42 

Gadus morhua Div. 3NO 21.3.O EE 30 3    

Gadus morhua Div. 3NO 21.3.O ES 17 12 36 32 71 

Gadus morhua Div. 3NO 21.3.O PT 73 19 8 6 59 

Glyptocephalus cynoglossus Div. 

3NO 
21.3.N EE 22 2    

Glyptocephalus cynoglossus Div. 

3NO 
21.3.N ES 14 17 9 20 16 

Glyptocephalus cynoglossus Div. 

3NO 
21.3.N PT 1 12 <1 2 8 

Glyptocephalus cynoglossus Div. 

3NO 
21.3.O EE 72 <1    

Glyptocephalus cynoglossus Div. 

3NO 
21.3.O ES 22 19 23 13 11 

Glyptocephalus cynoglossus Div. 

3NO 
21.3.O PT 2 86 1 1 156 

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 

3LNO 
21.3.L EE 5 1    

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 

3LNO 
21.3.L ES 9 3 15 6 8 

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 

3LNO 
21.3.L PT 21 1 28 1 35 

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 

3LNO 
21.3.N EE 118 74    

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 

3LNO 
21.3.N ES 84 65 55 74 100 

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 

3LNO 
21.3.N PT 37 49 64 88 87 

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 

3LNO 
21.3.O EE 26 7    

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 

3LNO 
21.3.O ES 54 25 58 28 67 
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Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 

3LNO 
21.3.O PT 31 29 9 30 61 

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 3M 21.3.M EE 20 20    

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 3M 21.3.M ES 16 11 14 29 73 

Hippoglossoides platessoides Div. 3M 21.3.M PT 47 70 50 131 233 

Illex illecebrosus SA 3 + 4 21.3.L ES <1     

Illex illecebrosus SA 3 + 4 21.3.M ES <1     

Illex illecebrosus SA 3 + 4 21.3.N EE <1     

Illex illecebrosus SA 3 + 4 21.3.N ES 1   <1 1 

Illex illecebrosus SA 3 + 4 21.3.N PT <1     

Illex illecebrosus SA 3 + 4 21.3.O EE 8     

Illex illecebrosus SA 3 + 4 21.3.O ES 16 <1  <1 9 

Illex illecebrosus SA 3 + 4 21.3.O PT 54   1 <1 

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.L EE  29    

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.L ES 91 89 103 119 137 

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.L PT 3 9 1 2 7 

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.M EE  20    

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.M ES 59 68 94 83 90 

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.M PT 1 1 <1 2 1 

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.N EE <1     

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.N ES 53 37 48 32 19 

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.N PT 1 <1 <1  <1 

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.O ES <1 <1 <1  1 

Macrourus berglax SA 2 + 3 21.3.O PT <1     

Mallotus villosus Div. 3NO 21.3.N EE 1 <1    

Mallotus villosus Div. 3NO 21.3.N ES 2 6 3 4 7 

Mallotus villosus Div. 3NO 21.3.O ES <1 <1 <1 1 <1 

Pandalus borealis 3M 21.3.M DK 1239     

Pandalus borealis 3M 21.3.M ES 17     

Pandalus borealis 3M 21.3.M PT 20     

Pandalus borealis Subarea 1 and Div. 

0A 
21.1.A DK 2424 1663 2358 1971 1543 

Pandalus borealis Subarea 1 and Div. 

0A 
21.1.B DK 112 149 478 457 406 

Pandalus borealis Subarea 1 and Div. 

0A 
21.1.B EE     355 

Pandalus borealis Subarea 1 and Div. 

0A 
21.1.C DK   154 3  

Pandalus borealis Subarea 1 and Div. 

0A 
21.1.C EE     1 

Pandalus borealis Subarea 1 and Div. 

0A 
21.1.D DK   3   
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Pandalus borealis Subarea 1 and Div. 

0A 
21.1.D EE     <1 

Pandalus borealis Subarea 1 and Div. 

0A 
21.1.E EE     <1 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 0 

and 1 (offshore) 
21.1.A DK   <1 8 24 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 0 

and 1 (offshore) 
21.1.B DK    1 3 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 0 

and 1 (offshore) 
21.1.C DE 1388 350 994 1615 1632 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 0 

and 1 (offshore) 
21.1.C DK   <1 <1  

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 0 

and 1 (offshore) 
21.1.D DE 285 174 403 35  

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.L EE  555    

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.L ES 2553 2757 2476 2940 3341 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.L PT 2053 1938 1796 1199 1533 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.M EE 2 190    

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.M ES 1090 1247 1517 1414 1238 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.M PT 496 410 257 452 235 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.N EE 13 <1    

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.N ES 885 550 673 459 273 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.N PT 2 7 4 402 13 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.O ES 2 2 1 1 14 

Reinhardtius hippoglossoides SA 2 + 

Div. 3KLMNO 
21.3.O PT 2 4  11 <1 

Sebastes Div. 3LN 21.3.L EE 204 41    

Sebastes Div. 3LN 21.3.L ES 340 290 720 481 351 

Sebastes Div. 3LN 21.3.L PT 336 92 297 862 371 

Sebastes Div. 3LN 21.3.N EE 530 853    

Sebastes Div. 3LN 21.3.N ES 112 124 136 197 492 

Sebastes Div. 3LN 21.3.N PT 1157 1179 562 278 167 

Sebastes Div. 3M 21.3.M EE 685 951    

Sebastes Div. 3M 21.3.M ES 1689 1809 1855 1627 1958 

Sebastes Div. 3M 21.3.M PT 3103 3299 2953 3249 3491 

Sebastes Div. 3O 21.3.O EE 558 257    
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Sebastes Div. 3O 21.3.O ES 1052 932 1841 860 2134 

Sebastes Div. 3O 21.3.O PT 1818 241 430 178 64 

Sebastes mentella Div. 3LN 21.3.L ES    502  

Sebastes mentella Div. 3LN 21.3.N ES    39  

Sebastes mentella Div. 3M 21.3.M ES    458 19 

Sebastes mentella SA 1 21.1.C DE <1 <1 2 14 1 

Sebastes norvegicus Div. 3LN 21.3.L ES    <1 62 

Sebastes norvegicus Div. 3LN 21.3.L PT 613 322 67 240 206 

Sebastes norvegicus Div. 3LN 21.3.N ES    <1  

Sebastes norvegicus Div. 3LN 21.3.N PT 1132 1220 893 811 918 

Sebastes norvegicus Div. 3M 21.3.M DK <1     

Sebastes norvegicus Div. 3M 21.3.M ES    343 69 

Sebastes norvegicus Div. 3M 21.3.M PT 2342 3782 1870 4413 3553 

Sebastes norvegicus Div. 3O 21.3.O PT 992 1188 174 296 1265 

Sebastes norvegicus SA 1 21.1.A DK 16 3 3 3 7 

Sebastes norvegicus SA 1 21.1.B DK <1 <1 1 <1 3 

Sebastes norvegicus SA 1 21.1.C DE 4     

Sebastes norvegicus SA 1 21.1.C DK   <1   

Urophycis tenuis Div. 3NO Subdiv. 

3PS 
21.3.N EE 3     

Urophycis tenuis Div. 3NO Subdiv. 

3PS 
21.3.N ES 11 9 3 24 4 

Urophycis tenuis Div. 3NO Subdiv. 

3PS 
21.3.N PT 1 1 <1 4 <1 

Urophycis tenuis Div. 3NO Subdiv. 

3PS 
21.3.O EE 10 <1    

Urophycis tenuis Div. 3NO Subdiv. 

3PS 
21.3.O ES 267 247 327 422 365 

Urophycis tenuis Div. 3NO Subdiv. 

3PS 
21.3.O PT 93 47 8 52 60 

 

Landings by species (tons) in FAO 47 (Atlantic, Southeast) area in 2025 

Species ES PT 

Acanthocybium solandri (WAH) <1  

Actinopterygii (DIA)  5 

Antimora rostrata (ANT) 2  

Aristaeopsis edwardsiana (SSH)* 59  

Aristeus varidens (ARV)* 1001  

Chaceon maritae (CGE)* 47  

Coryphaena hippurus (DOL) <1  

Dissostichus eleginoides (TOP) 139  
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Isurus oxyrinchus (SMA) 6  

Lampris guttatus (LAG) <1  

Lepidocybium flavobrunneum (LEC) 2 4 

Macrourus (GRV) 5  

Makaira nigricans (BUM)  21 

Parapenaeus longirostris (DPS)* 440  

Prionace glauca (BSH) 702 1733 

Ruvettus pretiosus (OIL) <1  

Tetrapturus pfluegeri (SPF) <1  

Thunnus alalunga (ALB) <1  

Thunnus albacares (YFT)  22 

Thunnus obesus (BET) 5 4 

Xiphias gladius (SWO) 79 121 

* Species caught in Angola (FAO Area 47, although considered within the scope of CECAF) that should be 

added to the table “Landings by species (tonnes) from West Africa (CECAF area) in 2025”. 

Landings (tons) in the French outermost regions by species and area in 2025 

Species 31 41.1 51 51.6 51.7 51.8 

Acanthocybium solandri 80  <1 14 63  

Acanthuridae 34   4 <1  

Actinopterygii 186 1  2 65  

Amphiarius rugispinis 6 <1     

Ariidae 5 3     

Bagre bagre 1 2     

Balistidae 1   1 1  

Bathynomus giganteus <1      

Belonidae 84   14 <1  

Brachyura <1 <1     

Carangidae 289 <1  43 7  

Caranx hippos 12 1     

Carpilius corallinus 10      

Centropomus 81 2     

Centropomus undecimalis 2      

Chaetodipterus faber <1      

Cittarium pica 1      

Clupeiformes 16   <1 5  

Congridae <1      

Coryphaena hippurus 1174  <1 44 178 <1 

Crustacea <1    3  

Cynoscion 3 10     
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Cynoscion acoupa 1423 52     

Cynoscion microlepidotus <1      

Cynoscion steindachneri 238 <1     

Cynoscion virescens 606 146     

Dasyatidae 2 <1   <1  

Diodontidae <1      

Elagatis bipinnulata 22   5 3  

Epinephelus 160   42 6  

Epinephelus itajara 135 <1     

Etelis oculatus 67      

Eunephrops cadenasi 1      

Exocoetidae 8      

Genyatremus luteus 4 <1     

Gerreidae 20      

Haemulidae 133   <1 <1  

Hemiramphidae 99      

Holocentridae 54   2 2  

Holocentrus ascensionis <1      

Hypophthalmus edentatus <1 <1     

Hypostomus plecostomus <1      

Isopoda 1      

Istiophoridae 36    <1  

Istiophorus albicans 19      

Katsuwonus pelamis 15   28 39  

Kyphosidae 2      

Labridae 2   <1 <1  

Lachnolaimus maximus 1      

Lobotes surinamensis 256 43     

Loliginidae <1 <1   <1  

Lutjanus 245 <1  46 1  

Lutjanus purpureus 46 <1     

Lutjanus synagris 1 <1     

Macrodon ancylodon 2 <1     

Maguimithrax spinosissimus 2      

Maja 3      

Makaira nigricans 586  <1 150 219  

Megalops atlanticus 43 <1     

Micropogonias furnieri 12 <1     

Monacanthidae 85      

Mugil 50 <1   <1  
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Mugil incilis <1      

Mugilidae 4   <1   

Mullidae 26   1 1  

Mullus <1      

Muraenidae 8    <1  

Nebris microps <1 1   <1  

Octopodidae 5 <1   <1  

Octopus vulgaris <1    1  

Ocyurus chrysurus 116      

Ostraciidae 13      

Panulirus argus 327      

Panulirus guttatus 9      

Pellona flavipinnis 1 <1     

Penaeus 173 22     

Percoidei 480   19 <1  

Plagioscion squamosissimus 1 15     

Platichthys flesus <1 <1     

Pleuronectiformes <1 <1     

Polyprion oxygeneios 1   <1 <1  

Pomacanthidae 2      

Portunidae <1      

Priacanthidae 2   1 <1  

Pterois volitans 35      

Rajidae 9    <1  

Rhomboplites aurorubens <1      

Ruvettus pretiosus <1      

Sciades parkeri 7 <1     

Sciades proops 413 32     

Sciaenidae 2      

Scomberomorus 80 2     

Scorpaena <1      

Scorpaenidae 1    <1  

Scyllaridae 8      

Selachii 45 <1  11 1  

Selar crumenophthalmus 1008   2 354  

Solenocera acuminata <1      

Sparidae 9    1  

Sphyraena barracuda <1   16 1  

Sphyraenidae 24   22 1  

Strombidae 1212      
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Thunnus albacares 1298  1 843 577 7 

Thunnus atlanticus 122      

Xiphias gladius 7  2 1648 525 45 

Xiphopenaeus kroyeri <1 <1     

Istiophorus platypterus   <1 28 29 <1 

Isurus oxyrinchus   <1 4 7  

Thunnus alalunga   <1 587 283 <1 

Thunnus obesus   <1 500 101 1 

Aethaloperca rogaa    1   

Aphareus furca    <1 <1  

Aphareus rutilans    6 3  

Aprion virescens    26 1  

Bramidae    <1 <1  

Caranx ignobilis    13 <1  

Caranx lugubris    1 <1  

Caranx melampygus    8 3  

Caranx papuensis    <1   

Caranx sexfasciatus    10 <1  

Cephalopholis argus    1   

Cephalopholis aurantia    <1 4  

Cephalopholis miniata    2   

Cephalopholis sonnerati    <1 <1  

Decapterus    10 4  

Epinephelus chlorostigma    <1 <1  

Epinephelus fasciatus    <1 4  

Epinephelus fuscoguttatus    3   

Epinephelus hexagonatus    <1   

Epinephelus morrhua    <1 <1  

Epinephelus multinotatus    <1   

Epinephelus retouti    <1 <1  

Epinephelus spilotoceps    1   

Etelis carbunculus    <1 11  

Etelis coruscans    6 4  

Euthynnus affinis    1 1  

Gnathodentex aureolineatus    1   

Gymnocranius grandoculis    2   

Gymnosarda unicolor    4 2  

Istiompax indica    11 9 1 

Jasus paulensis    1 54  

Kajikia audax    7 2  
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Lamnidae    1 1  

Latris lineata    <1 3  

Lethrinidae    56 1  

Lethrinus erythracanthus    1   

Lethrinus nebulosus    <1   

Lethrinus olivaceus    17   

Lethrinus rubrioperculatus    6 <1  

Lutjanus argentimaculatus    2   

Lutjanus bohar    6   

Lutjanus gibbus    8   

Lutjanus kasmira    1 5  

Macolor niger    2   

Monotaxis grandoculis    1   

Mulloidichthys flavolineatus    <1 1  

Nemadactylus monodactylus    <1 <1  

Palinuridae    <1   

Paracaesio xanthurus    <1 <1  

Plectropomus laevis    6   

Priacanthus    <1 <1  

Prionace glauca    7 1 1 

Pristipomoides    <1 1  

Pristipomoides filamentosus    <1 4  

Pristipomoides multidens    <1 13  

Pristipomoides zonatus    1 <1  

Pteroplatytrygon violacea    <1 <1  

Rastrelliger kanagurta    31   

Scolopsis ghanam    <1   

Scomberomorus commerson    2 <1  

Seriola    <1 <1  

Seriola dumerili    <1 <1  

Seriola lalandi    <1 <1  

Siganus    4   

Tetrapturus angustirostris    12 8 <1 

Thyrsites atun    1 1 <1 

Thyrsitoides marleyi    <1   

Variola albimarginata    1 1  

Variola louti    5 2  

Auxis thazard     6  

Beryx     4  

Cephalopoda     <1  



 

RCG LDF 2026 REPORT  

 

 
 

 

90 

Clupeidae     <1  

Conger conger     <1  

Epinephelus radiatus     3  

Eumegistus illustris     35  

Gymnocranius griseus     <1  

Lampris guttatus     <1  

Lethrinus mahsena     <1  

Lutjanus fulvus     <1  

Lutjanus notatus     2  

Myripristis berndti     <1  

Pollachius pollachius     <1  

Polyprion     6  

Priacanthus hamrur     <1  

Pristipomoides argyrogrammicus     1  

Ranina ranina     1  

Rostroraja alba     <1  

Sargocentron spiniferum     <1  

Seriola rivoliana     6  

Sphyraena     <1  

Squalidae     1  

 

Landings (tons) in the French outermost regions by catch group and area in 2025 

CatchGroup 31 41.1 51 51.6 51.7 51.8 

crustaceans 536 22  1 58  

demersal 5038 293  289 157 <1 

diadromous 1 <1     

elasmobranchs 56 <1 <1 24 10 1 

flatfish <1 <1     

large pelagic 2243 2 4 3836 1865 54 

molluscs 1218 <1   1  

other 1 15  <1 <1  

small pelagic 2722 1 <1 218 593 <1 

 


