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Note that this document was submitted after the established deadline.  

It will be decided by the Meeting whether the document can be discussed or is postponed to the next meeting. 

Background 

FISH 4-2016 prepared a letter to Mr. Bernhard FRIESS Director DG MARE European Commission, to indicate 
the preliminary needs of HELCOM in the framework of the reformed Data Collection Framework, including 
an attachment on data to effectively assess the impact of Union fisheries on the marine ecosystem of the 
Baltic Sea, which could be collected via national work plans under Multiannual Union Programme. This was 
done, taking into account that procedure of revision of the Data Collection Framework regulation and 
finalization of the EU Multiannual Programme for the collection, management and use of data in the 
fisheries and aquaculture sectors for a period 2017-2019, was ongoing within the EU. The HELCOM letter 
was welcomed by the European Commission. 

Finally, the EU Multiannual Programme for the collection, management and use of data in the fisheries and 
aquaculture sectors for a period 2017-2019 (DC-MAP) was adopted on 12 of July 2016. It contains a long list 
of different marine species, which should be monitored on a basis of Data Collection Programme, including 
species identified on a basis of HELCOM data. In chapter III point 3 and table 1D the DC – MAP defines what 
kind of data should be collected to assess the impact of Union fisheries on marine ecosystems in Union 
waters and outside Union waters. 

Furthermore, the adopted Multiannual Programme (DC – MAP) leaves a room to decide on monitoring 
methods by Regional Coordination Groups for each marine region separately. According to the par. (7) of 
the Commission implementing decision (EU) 2016/12511,  (…) multiannual union programme should focus 
on what data are required from Member States, rather than on the methods to collect them. 
Methodological requirements shall be described in Member States’ work plans to be approved by the 
Commission, following close cooperation between Member States at the level of marine regions. It is also 
possible to decide on a regional basis on a details for collected effort data if data gathered under 
Regulation (EC) 1224/20092 are not in a correct resolution or are not sufficient quality or coverage for an 
intended scientific use. 

The attached document contains questions and issues connected with the DC-MAP, which can be used as a 

basis for discussion  to ensure that HELCOM has a possibility for providing to the regional discussion on DC-

                                                           
1 The Commission implementing decision (EU) 2016/12511 adopting a multiannual Union programme for the collection 
management and use of data in the fisheries and aquaculture sectors for the period 2017-2019. 
2 COUNCIL REGULATION (EC) No 1224/2009 of 20 November 2009 establishing a Community control system for 
ensuring compliance with the rules of the common fisheries policy, amending Regulations (EC) No 847/96, (EC) No 
2371/2002, (EC) No 811/2004, (EC) No 768/2005, (EC) No 2115/2005, (EC) No 2166/2005, (EC) No 388/2006, (EC) No 
509/2007, (EC) No 676/2007, (EC) No 1098/2007, (EC) No 1300/2008, (EC) No 1342/2008 and repealing Regulations 
(EEC) No 2847/93, (EC) No 1627/94 and (EC) No 1966/2006. 
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MAP its knowledge and experience in collection and analysis of environmental data, as well as to be able to 

efficiently utilize data coming from the EU Multiannual Programme. 

Action requested 
The Meeting is invited to: 

 discuss the issues connected with the DC-MAP contained in the attachment 

 decide what further steps should be taken in order to ensure that these questions are properly 

addressed, and HELCOM is an active stakeholder in a process of utilization of data coming from the 

DC-MAP. 
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Issues and questions to be discussed to ensure HELCOM participation in 

regional discussions on DC-MAP 
 

Does HELCOM should join Baltic Sea Regional Coordination Group for EU MAP in order to be able to take part 

in the discussion on regional data collection?  If yes, how that should be organized?  

Participation in the Regional Coordination Groups (RCG) is open for countries representatives and observers. 

HELCOM could take part in the work of the RCG for the Baltic Sea either officially as an observer, or one 

representative of a country present at the RCG meetings, could be also nominated as a HELCOM 

representative); 

Should HELCOM prepare a request to the EU Commission in order to be able to join Regional Coordination 

Group for the Baltic Sea as an observer? 

Can HELCOM make a recommendation on what methods should be used in order to collect below mentioned 

data? or that should be left to the scientific bodies of the EU?: 

Environmental data to be collected: 

 Data on by-catch of protected and endangered species of marine organisms, birds and sea 

mammals in the Baltic Sea; 

Data should be reported by scientific observer trips and fishers themselves through logbooks.  

If data collected during the observer trips are not considered to provide sufficient data on incidental by-catch 

for end user needs, other methodologies should be implemented. 

In the DC-MAP it is underlined, that the selection of the methodologies for data collection shall be 

coordinated at marine region level and be based on end-user needs. 

 Data to assist in the assessment of the impact of fisheries in the Baltic Sea on marine habitats; 

For these data DC-MAP provides some proposals: that aggregation of fishing activity should be done at least 

at the level of Gear groups (or more detailed if necessary, especially for MPAs);  

DC-MAP makes a reference to the Regulation (EC) 1224/2009 and data recorded under this regulation 

(catches, efforts, landings, VMS data, logbooks data etc.) should be available for the Multiannual Programme 

in order to assess the impact of fisheries on marine habitat. 

DC-MAP specifies that if other level of aggregation of data is necessary in order to ensure right quality of data 
for scientific purposes, or other sampling program, the alternative appropriate sampling methods should be 
implemented. 
 

 Data for estimating the level of fishing and the impact of fishing activities on marine biological 
resources and marine ecosystems, such as effects on non-commercial species, predatory-prey 
relationships and natural mortality of fish species. 
 

DC-MAP suggests that pilot studies could be implemented in order to determine future data collection 
specific for each marine region, coordinated at marine region level and based on end-user needs. 
 
Can HELCOM indicate what biological data from the (Table 1D) DC-MAP (Species to be monitored under 
protection programmes in the Union or under international obligations) would be essential to be collected 
and submitted to HELCOM? 
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From the information included in the DC-MAP, all data on by-caught species mentioned in the Table 1D 

should be collected. Poland during the scientific fishing trips devoted solely for the Multiannual Programme 

for data collection, gathers data on all species caught in the fishing nets. However, probably not all data are 

necessary for the HELCOM needs.  

HELCOM could choose species of the Baltic Sea importance and those which are easily by-caught and fishing 

activity can pose a significant threat to the status of their populations. At the same time, it would be 

necessary to obtain some important data from by-catch registers as these data are lacking, but are necessary 

or useful in order to e.g. assess the population status, distribution, threats, or are necessary for such an 

indicator as “Number of drowned mammals and waterbirds in fishing gear”.  

How the access to data should be organized for HELCOM?  

Rules on access to data should be clarified. At the stakeholder meeting concerning DCF on 16 of January 

2014,  it was recognized, that it would be more efficient to set clear national or EU rules concerning the 

access to DCF data, at the same time, ensuring the confidentiality of some individual data. 

Are there any other questions which should be addressed here?  

 


