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Recommended format for purposes of citation:

RCG NANSEA RCG Baltic 2026. Regional Coordination Group North Atlantic, North Sea & Eastern Arctic
and Regional Coordination Group Baltic. 2026. Part | Report, 65 pgs. Part Il Decisions and Recommendations,
16 pgs. Part lll, Intersessional Subgroup (ISSG) 2025-2026 Reports, 162 pgs.

The material in this report may be reused using the recommended citation. The RCG may only grant usage
rights of information, data, images, graphs, etc. of which it has ownership. For other third-party material cited
in this report, you must contact the original copyright holder for permission. For citation of datasets or use
of data to be included in other databases, please refer to the latest RCG and ICES data policy on the ICES
website. All extracts must be acknowledged. For other reproduction requests please contact the authors.

This document is the product of two Regional Coordination Group under the auspices of the Expert Group
on Fisheries Data Collection (EC - DCF) and does not necessarily represent the view of the EU Expert Group
(NGCs).
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Table of decisions and recommendations

Year | RCG RXX | Short Description ISSG/SG | Background/Justification Action to be taken / Follow up | Responsible | Deadline | Section | Decision

/DXX action for the to be
action taken by
NC?
2026 NANSEA ROl RCG NANSEA & Baltic recommends  Regional  Data quality checks at ICES WGRDBESGOV to ICES 522 NO
_BALTIC ICES WGRDBESGOV to continue Overviews different stages (e.g. before,  continue to incorporate WGRDBES
incorporating biological data quality during and after submission)  biological data quality checks Gov
checks developed by the ISSG have been and are being developed by the ISSG
Overviews to be performed during developed under the scope  Regional Overviews to be
the data upload. of the ISSG Regional performed during the data
Overviews, WGRDBESGOV  upload
and RDBES Core Group,
with the communication
between the three important
to define important checks
and to avoid duplication of
work.
2026 NANSEA DOl NCs of NANSEA & Baltic to agree Métier and To address Member States Set the last two placeholders ~ NCs DM 523 YES
_BALTIC that in the Métier codes, gear transversal needs, for example but not of the Métier codes to a 2026
modifications can be included in the  variable only to provide a short-term broader definition of “gear
last two placeholders of the codes issues solution for a dedicated modification/device
(although these are only for selective métier code to report configuration”.
devices as currently defined in EU- “Traplines”, an emerging
MAP table 5), moving from using fishing practice with hybrid
these two placeholders for “selective longlines combining hooks
device/mesh size” to a broader and traps.

definition of “gear modification/device
configuration”, to better answer end
user needs and MS requests.
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Year | RCG ISSG/SG Decision
to be
taken by

NC?

Deadline | Section

Short Description

Background/Justification Action to be taken / Follow up | Responsible
action for the

action

2026 NANSEA D02 NCs of NANSEA & Baltic to agree Métier and The ISSG has finalized the NCs to ensure time allocation = NCs DM 2026 5.2.3
that ISSG Métier and transversal transversal analysis of questionnaires on  and funding for relevants
variables will organize in 2027/2028 a  variable cross-validation methods participants to participate in a
physical workshop to discuss and issues used by Member States, with  physical workshop in
develop best practice guidelines the aim of identifying 2027/2028 to discuss and
regarding cross-validation methods common or standard develop best practice
and methodological challenges to practices and highlighting guidelines regarding cross-
calculate fishing activity data approaches that may have validation methods and
estimates. And to ensure time the potential to enhance data methodological challenges to
allocation and funding for quality. The assessment also  calculate fishing activity data
participation of relevant participants. covers methodologies for estimates.

All RCGs (NANSEA & Baltic, reporting effort and landings

Med&BS, LP, LDF, and ECON), data to the RDBES through

together with ICES WGRDBESGOV, the analysis of a

and RDBFIS will be invited. documentation template
completed by MS in response
to the 2026 RDBES data call.

2026 NANSEA R02 RCG NANSEA & Baltic recommends  Surveys Research surveys at sea have ICES Survey planning groups to ICES DM 524
that ICES survey planning groups been and are expected to define survey-specific Surveys 2026
define survey-specific priorities, based continue to be affected (to priorities, based on planning
on species/stock and/or spatial still uncertain extent) species/stock and/or spatial groups and
requirements for analytical purposes. resulting from large scale requirements for analytical where
As a minimum, stepwise reductions of factors that affect multiple purposes. As a minimum, relevant
10% in total survey effort should be countries, such as lack of stepwise reductions of 10% in  ICES AWG

evaluated, up to the point at which
the survey cannot be conducted
meaningfully. Reductions should be
expressed using survey-appropriate
metrics (e.g. number of stations,
hauls, or nautical miles), with any
resulting reduction in sea days
considered an outcome rather than
the primary measure.

access to surveys areas (e.g.
off shore windmill parks,
protected areas) and funding
limitations, among others.

total survey effort should be
evaluated, up to the point at
which the survey cannot be
conducted meaningfully
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Year | RCG

Short Description

ISSG/SG

Background/Justification

Action to be taken / Follow up | Responsible | Deadline | Section | Decision

action

for the to be
action taken by
NC?

2026 NANSEA RO3 The RCG NANSEA & Baltic Case In Annex |.1 of the draft ICES to evaluate and update ICES 542 NO
_BALTIC recommends ICES to evaluate and Study of  RWP to be submitted in RDBES Data Policy making it ~ Secretariat
update the Data policy for RDBES. fisheries  October 2026, several figures possible to use as a minimum 3
Making it possible to use as a for small  produced by the overview types of output produced by
minimum 3 types of output produced  pelagics in  group have now been the ISSG Regional Overviews
by the ISSG Regional Overviews the Baltic  included. This appears to which are specified.
including river plot, landings of sprat conflict with the existing
and herring by MS and ICES square RDBES data policy, which
and landings by MS and metier in permits the use of only a
combination with sampling level. single figure.
2026 NANSEA RO04 RCG NANSEA & Baltic recommends  Optimisati The ISSG has long highlighted ICES to formally consult the ICES 5.4.6 NO
_BALTIC ICES to formally notify the RCG on of ETP  that the definition of RCG NANSEA & Baltic in Secretariat
NANSEA & Baltic of any revisions or  bycatch monitoring priorities relies revisions or updates to the
updates to the ICES ETP species list, sampling  on the definition of ICES ETP species list.
and to consult the RCG in such prioritization of species. ICES
revisions or updates. has produced and updated its
Roadmap for Bycatch of
Endangered, Threatened, and
Protected (ETP) Species. The
RCG was not consulted or
involved in such
production/update.
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Year | RCG ISSG/SG

Short Description

2026 NANSEA RO5
_BALTIC

RCG NANSEA & Baltic recommends
ICES to add “DCF, RWP and data
needs” amongst the generic ToRs of
ICES Assessment Working Groups. If
this cannot be achieved, ensure that
"DCEF, Regional Work Plans and data
needs" remain recurring Terms of
Reference for WGEEL and are
introduced as recurring ToRs for
WGNAS and WGBAST.

Diadromou
s Fishes

2026 NANSEA RO6
_BALTIC

RCG NANSEA & Baltic recognises
the current uncertainty regarding
future advisory arrangements
between ICES and NASCO and
recommends Member States to
continue national North Atlantic
salmon monitoring programmes
irrespective of ongoing discussions on
future advisory structures. Maintaining
long-term time series and core
datasets remains essential for future
scientific advice and fisheries
management.

Diadromo
us Fishes

Decision
to be
taken by
NC?
NO

Background/Justification Action to be taken / Follow up | Responsible | Deadline | Section
action for the

action

The ISSG continued its
efforts to strengthen the
integration of DCF
requirements and Regional
Work Plans into the Terms
of Reference (ToRs) of the
relevant ICES Expert Groups.
The inclusion of "DCF, RWP
and data needs" has already
been established as a
recurring generic ToR for
WGEEL, while corresponding
proposals continue to be
pursued for WGNAS and
WGBAST.

Due to current funding
constraints within NASCO,
ICES advice through
WGNAS may be temporarily
suspended from 2027
onwards while alternative
advisory arrangements are
being considered. Although
the future advisory
framework remains
uncertain, the ISSG
emphasised that the
biological data requirements
are expected to remain
largely unchanged.

ICES to add “DCF, RWP and
data needs” amongst the
generic ToRs of Assessment
Working Groups.

ICES
AWGs

547

Member States to continue All RCG 54.7 NO
national North Atlantic salmon NANSEA&

monitoring programmes Baltic MSs

irrespective of ongoing

discussions on future advisory

structures.
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Year | RCG Short Description ISSG/SG | Background/Justification Action to be taken / Follow up | Responsible | Deadline | Section | Decision
action for the to be
action taken by
NC?
2026 NANSEA RO7 The RCGs NANSEA & Baltic Recreatio For many stocks, recreational ICES AWGs together with ICES 548 NO
_BALTIC recommend to ICES that stock nal fishery fisheries data are not yet WGREFS to evaluate the WGREFS,
Assessment Working Groups routinely included in stock selection of the stocks in ICES Stock
(AWGs) work together with ICES assessments, even where which recreational fisheries AWGs
WGREFS to continuously evaluate the recreational catches may be  removals are relevant so that
selection of the stocks in which significant and data are they should be incorporated
recreational fisheries removals are already required from MSin  into the corresponding ICES
relevant so that they should be the ICES Fisheries Data Call.  Fisheries Data Call and stock
incorporated into the corresponding assessment. ICES AWGs to
ICES Fisheries Data Call and stock identify data requested in the
assessment. It is also recommended Data Call but non reported by
that data requested in the Data Call MS by the AWGs in the Data
but non reported by MS is identified Transmission Issues pipeline,
by the AWGs in the Data and to identify, in the advice
Transmission Issues pipeline, and that sheet together with reasons,
data reported but not used in the data reported but not used in
advice is identified in the advice sheet the advice.

together with reasons. RCGs should
continuosly be up-to-date on the data
requirements, especially concerning
the selected stocks.

2026 NANSEA RO08 The RCGs NANSEA & Baltic Recreatio The implementation of Commision to check if COM 548 NO
_BALTIC recommend to Commission detailed  nal fishery sampling programmes has National Work Plans of MS
attention to National Work Plans of been gradual, with markedly  routinely include collect catch
MS at least routinely including different levels of data for the mandatory species
collecting catch data for the implementation across MS defined under the EU MAP,
mandatory species defined under the for various reasons. and to perform a analyse the
EU MAP, and attention to the reasons reasons for the under
for the under implementation of such implementation of such data
data collection reported in the Annual collection reported in the
Reports. Annual Reports.

Co-funded by
the European Union
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Year | RCG Short Description ISSG/SG | Background/Justification Action to be taken / Follow up | Responsible | Deadline | Section | Decision
action for the to be
action taken by
NC?
2026 NANSEA RO09 The RCGs NANSEA & Baltic Recreatio The collection of catch data  Member States to conduct All RCG 548 NO
_BALTIC recommend MS to conduct their nal fishery for certain species has surveys on Recreational NANSEA&
surveys on Recreational Fisheries with become mandatory according Fisheries with a multispecies Baltic MSs
a multispecies sampling design, and to the different marine sampling design, and ensuring
ensuring continuity of data collection regions. These species for continuity of data collection to
to identify species caught, fishing which catch data collection  identify species caught, fishing
patterns (spatial/temporal), and was required, were initially patterns (spatial/temporal), and
relative catch levels, ensuring considered priority species.  relative catch levels, ensuring
alignment with EU-MAP requirements alignment with EU-MAP
and supporting regional requirements and supporting
harmonization across MS. This would regional harmonization across
also ensure that the expertise needed MS.
to conduct surveys is maintained at
MS level.
2026 NANSEA RI0 The RCGs NANSEA and Baltic Recreatio Data on economic and social RCGECON to assess the All RCG 5438 NO
_BALTIC recommend RCGECON to assess the nal fishery variables is relevant although importance of socioeconomic ~ NANSEA&
importance of socioeconomic data a clear roadmap, its data collection on recreational Baltic MSs
collection on recreational fisheries, assessment and follow-up fisheries, either defining or
either defining or suggesting specific methods still need to be suggesting specific variables
variables that should be incorporated defined and agreed. that should be incorporated
into routinary MRF data collection. into routinary MRF data
collection.
2026 NANSEA RII The RCGs NANSEA and Baltic Recreatio The possibility of inclusion of  MS to support the All RCG 548 NO
_BALTIC recommend to MS to support the nal fishery recreational fisheries data into development of harmonised NANSEA&
development of harmonised reporting the RDBES has been (and is reporting procedures for Baltic MSs
procedures for recreational fisheries being) largely discussed recreational fisheries data
data within RDBES. between ISSG Recreational within RDBES.
Fishery, RDBES Core Group
and WGRDBESGOV. Such
development and adaptation
requires dedication of MS
experts to adapt to the new
data model and format.
£ 3% _ Co-funded by
N, - i SN the European Union
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Decision
to be
taken by
NC?

Year | RCG ISSG/SG Action to be taken / Follow up | Responsible | Deadline | Section

action for the
action

Background/Justification

Short Description

2026 NANSEA RI2 The RCGs NANSEA and Baltic Recreatio WGREFS and ISSG Commision to work together COM 548 NO
_BALTIC recommend to the Commission to nal fishery Recreational have followed  with WGREFS and ISSG
work together with WGRFS and ISSG (as groups or experts) in Recreational to evaluate how
Recreational to evaluate how the direct contact with the the recently implemented

recently implemented Control
Regulation (CR) and reporting

requirements interact with existing

recreational fisheries sampling

Commision the transition to
the new Control Regulation.

Control Regulation (CR) and
reporting requirements
interact with existing
recreational fisheries sampling

programmes, and that such data programmes, and that such

collected under CR are accessible to data collected under CR are
the scientific community directly accessible to the scientific
involved in RCG or ICES WG community directly involved in
frameworks. RCG or ICES WG
frameworks.
2026 NANSEA RI3 RCG NANSEA & Baltic recommends  Regionally Stomach content sampling Member States participating in  DNK, FRA, 549 NO
_BALTIC Member States participating in the coordinat  has been (and is being) the North Sea International DEU, NDL,
North Sea International Bottom ed implemented by several Bottom Trawl Survey (IBTS) to SWE
Trawl Survey (IBTYS) to incorporate stomach  Member States in their incorporate into their national
into their national work plans: sampling  National Work Plans, and work plans: stomach sampling,
stomach sampling, stomach content some in the Regional Work  stomach content analysis, and
analysis, and upload of the resulting Plan. But analysis of stomach  upload of the resulting data to
data to the ICES stomach database. contents and submission of  the ICES stomach database.
such data to the ICES
stomach database has not
been (and is not being)
implemented routinely
accross all countries.
2026 NANSEA D03 Renewal of cost-sharing agreements  National  Continuation from previous  To decide on renewal of the DNK, DEU, Prior to 5.5.1 YES
_BALTIC for WHB survey 2027 (IBWSS) Correspo years. cost-sharing agreement for the ESP, FRA,  the
ndents WHB survey IRL, NLD, survey
SWE 2026

= PRNG
7 Ry .
AR #\ RCGs Secretariat
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Year | RCG Short Description ISSG/SG | Background/Justification Action to be taken / Follow up | Responsible | Deadline | Section | Decision
action for the to be
action taken by
NC?
2026 NANSEA D04 Renewal of cost-sharing agreements ~ National = Continuation from previous  To decide on renewal of the DNK, DEU, Prior to 5.5.1 YES
_BALTIC for IESNS survey (ASH) Correspo  years. cost-sharing agreement for the IRL, NLD,  the
ndents IESNS survey SWE survey
2026
2026 NANSEA DO05 A decision introducing a minimum National  To ensure a harmonised and The number of vessels BEL, DEU, 5.5.1 YES
_BALTIC threshold of three vessels in each Correspo operational approach across included in an aggregation shall DNK, ESP,
aggregation of published data, except  ndents Member States, it is agreed be based on the ‘Encrypted EST, FIN,
for where specific national that aggregated data Vessel ID’ field in the RDBES FRA, IRL,
restrictions apply . products (figures, tables, CE and CL data model, which  LTU, LVA,

maps) based on RDBES effort enables the counting of unique NLD, POL,
(CE) and landings (CL) data  vessels while aggregating data. ~ PRT, SWE
from FAO area 27, including  Where this condition is not

landings weight and value, met, Member States agree that

may be published provided data must either be aggregated

that each aggregation must with other cells (e.g. through

contain data from at least spatial, temporal or fleet

three distinct vessels, except aggregation) or suppressed

for France, Spain and Ireland  (removed).

where each aggregation must Where data are removed, the

contain at least five distinct ~ proportion of landings or

vessels. For Germany the effort excluded may be
value of landings may not be  reported at a higher
published. aggregation level (country,

year, area), in order to
maintain scientific
transparency.
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Year | RCG

2026 NANSEA D06
_BALTIC

2026 NANSEA D07
_BALTIC

Short Description

A complementary decision providing
an exemption from NANSEA
BALTIC_2026_DO05 for a predefined
set of standard outputs.

ISSG/SG

National
Correspo
ndents

NCs of NANSEA & Baltic to agree on RCG

proposed ISSGs to work during
season 2026-2027 and ensure that
experts and manpower are assigned
to ISSG work.

Background/Justification

To support the consistency
and usability of standard
RCG and ICES outputs, the
following outputs are pre-
approved for publication and
exempt from the
requirements of NANSEA
BALTIC_2026_DO0X:

The pre-approved outputs
comprise landings by stock
and area as published with
ICES stock advice and DCF
AR/WP table 2.1, together
with a set of standardised
figures derived from ISSG
Overviews.

Work in ISSG needs experts
and manpower
(approximately | week of
work per ISSG and person).

Action to be taken / Follow up | Responsible | Deadline | Section

action

The following output types
may therefore be published:
* Landings by country and
stock (ICES advice and DCF
AR/WP table 2.1)

* Annex | plot A from RCG
Overviews: Landings by
species, ICES statistical
rectangle and vessel flag
country.

* Annex | plot B from RCG
Overviews: Landings by
species, vessel flag country,
harbour country and landing
country.

* Annex | plot C from RCG
Overviews: Landings and
number of primary sampling
units by species, vessel flag
country and métier.

The list of RCG ISSGs
suggested by RCG NANSEA
and RCG Baltic to be
confirmed to take place during

The ISSG work has a regional season 2026-2027

focus which is in line with
EU-MAP.

Decision
for the to be
action taken by

NC?
BEL, DEU, 5.5.1 YES
DNK, ESP,

EST, FIN,

FRA, LTU,

LVA, NLD,

POL, PRT,

SWE

NCs DM 5.5.6 YES
2026
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