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Executive summary 

The Steering Committee of the Regional Database FishFrame (SCRDB) held its 2017 

meeting at the ICES HQ in Copenhagen 11–13 December 2017. The SCRDB consisted 

at its 2017 meeting of representatives from the RCM Baltic, RCM North Sea and Eastern 

Arctic, RCM North Atlantic, the ICES secretariat and non-EU ICES members (Iceland, 

Norway). The European Commission had planned to participate but due to bad 

weather conditions hindered to travel to Copenhagen.  

The RDB is the main prerequisite for development of regional sampling programmes, 

for standardisation of data, and the tool for ensuring transparency and quality 

assurance of input data for stock assessment, and for the management of the marine 

living resources by the EU and non-EU countries in the North Eastern Atlantic area.  

The EU member states participating in the RCM Baltic, RCM NS&EA and RCM NA 

uploaded data in the Regional DataBase (RDB) as a response to a data call launched by 

the RCM chairs in June 2017. The data call covered landing, effort and sampling data 

for 2016. The overall response of the data call was satisfactory, even though a few of 

the MS are still in progress with uploading their complete datasets. 

Since 2012 the RDB has been hosted and maintained by ICES under agreement with 

the European Commission (MoU). In addition, since 2014, ICES have provided funds 

for the further development of the RDB. Unfortunately, no funding for further 

development had been made available through the call for tenders procedures by the 

EU Commission. As the RDB is an essential tool for the ICES advisory work, ICES has 

therefore secured 1 Million DKK from the ICES Council to run a two year development 

project for improving the RDB to a statistical sampling and raising platform, but also 

to ensure the different end-users/uses are accounted for. 

It has been the plan that a new RDB will be developed and finalised by the ICES secre-

tariat in the spring of 2019 – this was an ambitious time-scale and it has been realised 

that that is it not achievable. At the end of the development the new RDB should be 

capable of both storing data and generating estimates using accepted statistical meth-

ods.  It is likely that different countries/groups will still need to use InterCatch for a 

transitional period after the new RDB completion. The long-term aim is for the new 

RDB to completely replace InterCatch. It should be highlighted that the development 

of the new RDB within such a tight time frame requires a dedicated group providing 

‘instant’ support throughout the process.  

The Steering Committee of the Regional DataBase, SCRDB, established in Dec. 2016 the 

RDB Project Support Expert Group (the core group), to specify the RDB. So far it is only 

the core group of persons that have worked with ICES Secretariat to develop the data 

model. It was originally the aim to have the specification of the RDB ready in mid-

March 2017. But the complexity of the sampling designs and time constrains in the core 

group made it difficult to specify the data model for the RDB in that short timeline. The 

issue is that the RDB aims at being able to handle all the sampling in all countries for 

all fish species and the time for its development runs in parallel with other activities 

taking place at national labs. There have been 8 internet meetings since March and 3 

times 2-day workshop in April, October and December, now the data model is nearly 

ready but not yet fully specified and tested.  

A roadmap for the development of the RDBES was made during the current meeting 

and it was considered that the development plan for 2018 can be accomplished.  
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In connection with development of a new Regional DataBase it has been decided to 

change the name of the database from Regional DataBase (RDB) to Regional DataBase 

and Estimation System (RDBES) to highlight that the database is not only a plain da-

tabase but includes also an estimation system that can produce statistical estimates of 

quantities of interest from sample data. The change in the name of the DataBase was 

accompanied by an update in the name of the steering committee (from SCRDB to 

Steering Committee of the Regional Database and Estimation System, SCRDBES) and 

Data policy for the Regional Database (RDB) and Regional Database and Estimation 

System (RDBES)  

The RDBES Data Policy Document was reviewed at the SCRDBES 2017 meeting due to 

the implementation of the new DCF regulation (recast). The SCRDB agreed that in the 

future the data policy should be more open. The new draft Data Policy Document will 

be circulated to National Correspondents from the EU Member States that have up-

loaded data to the RDBES, the RCG’s and to the non-EU countries to see if they can 

support the Data Policy. 
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1 Introduction 

The Steering Committee for the Regional Data Base (SCRDB) is responsible for strategic 

planning, technical governance, operational issues and estimates of costs in the overall 

governance of the regional database (RDB). 

The SCRDB interacts with the EU Regional Coordination Groups (RCGs) (former Re-

gional Coordination meetings (RCM)) and the EU Liaison Meeting (LM) for data col-

lection on tasks such as development needs and content governance. 

Until 2016 the SCRDB consisted of representatives from the Regional Coordination 

meetings (RCM) Baltic, RCM North Sea and Eastern Arctic, RCM North Atlantic and 

the ICES secretariat and meet once annually. At the 2016 meeting non-EU ICES mem-

bers (Iceland, Norway, Canada, Russia and USA) and the European Commission were 

invited to participate in the SCRDB 2016 meeting. 

At the SCRDB meeting in 2016 it was decided that from 2017, to ensure a broader par-

ticipation and applicability of the RDB, but also recognizing the obligation EU coun-

tries have under the DCF, the current SCRDB recommends the following setup for 

approval by the RCG’s. 

 The RCG RDB Steering Committee will also include RCG’s that are not ac-

tively submitting data, but interested to follow the development. 

 The RCG RDB Steering Committee will invite non-EU countries as observers 

(primarily Norway, Iceland, Faroe Islands, Greenland and Russia). 

 A new group under the ICES system, the ICES RDB Steering Group, will be 

created with similar ToR’s and the same chair as the RCG RDB Steering Com-

mittee. Non-EU countries that are part of ICES will have full membership of 

this group. 

 The two groups will meet sequentially (2 days for RCG RDB Steering Com-

mittee and 0.5 days for ICES RDB Steering Group) in order that all can follow 

the discussion and proposed decisions, but allow the EU and non-EU coun-

tries to have a separate reporting line for the outcomes. 

 This will allow some flexibility in addressing the needs of the RCG’s as end-

users, and ICES as an end-user. 

No clear feedback was received for the RCG 2017 meeting except from the RCG North 

Atlantic where it was suggested that the present setup of the SCRDB should continue 

at least one year more.  

The Terms of reference are given below. The agenda and list of participants can be 

found in Annexes 1 and 2. 

Terms of Reference for the Steering Committee for the Regional DataBase held in ICES 

HQ from the Monday 11th December at 13:00 to Wednesday 13th December 14:00. 

a ) Respond to recommendations put forward to the SCRDB by the Regional 

Coordination Groups (RCGs), the Liaison Meeting and ICES Expert Groups. 

b ) Summarize how the RDB has been used in the RCGs. 

c ) Review the status of the development of the new RDB and agree on a devel-

opment strategy leading to a project plan for implementation in 2018.  



4  | ICES SCRDB REPORT 2017 

 

d ) Review and update the RDB data policy document taking into account the 

new DCF (recast), dealing with access rights, data confidentiality and data 

ownership issues.  

e ) Conclude on membership of the steering committee. 

f ) Appoint a new chair. 
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2 Background 

Regional coordination of the data collection underpinning assessment of marine re-

sources and fisheries are primary handled by the five Regional Coordination Meetings 

(RCMs). The RCM setup is initiated in accordance with the EU Data Collection Frame-

work. Non-EU member countries are invited to participate equally at the RCM meet-

ing. These meetings take place every year to review past sampling and to lay down the 

rules for sampling coordination for the next year in the region. The aim of the meeting 

is to achieve adequate international sampling coverage, task sharing and cost effi-

ciency. 

The work of the RCMs has not been easy, partly because of the complexity of data 

collection, but also because no central source of data at a regional level has been avail-

able to perform the analysis necessary for optimization of the sampling schemes and 

quality of the data collected. In every case it has been necessary to request data from 

each country in the region in order to carry out basic analyses, which are necessary for 

coordination. This process is error prone and also time consuming both for the national 

institutes and the actual meetings of the RCM. This is also reflected in several of the 

recommendations from the RCMs. This situation has led several RCMs to express a 

strong need for a Regional Database (RDB) as a data source and tool for their work. 

A RDB would also facilitate transmission of data to end-users from a national institute 

perspective, where work effort can be saved, as well as from an end-user perspective, 

where more transparency on the compilation and quality of the data could be achieved. 

Potential end-users that will benefit from an RDB are thereby all groups which want to 

make use of tabulations, analyses and graphic presentation of fishery information 

across countries within a region. 

Following a recommendation from the Liaison Meeting in 2009 the European Commis-

sion organized the workshop “Regional scenarios and Roadmap on Regional Data-

base” in 2010 (Anon., 2010). A strong need for a regional database (containing 

biological and transversal data but also VMS data) was expressed by participants from 

the Baltic and North Sea regions. For the North Atlantic region the opinions were di-

vided. Participants from some Member States saw the possibility to improve the qual-

ity of data and data management through a RDB while other considered the present 

situation with national databases satisfactory and saw a risk with increased workload. 

The Workshop held in 2010 recommended the development of a roadmap on a regional 

level to be addressed by the different RCMs giving each region the ability to act on 

different scenario options. The RCMs (Baltic, North Atlantic and North Sea & Eastern 

Arctic) responded in their meetings during 2010. 

Since then all the three RCMs considered that a database with “disaggregated” (sam-

pling data in detailed form and transversal data in a low aggregated form) data would 

fulfil most of the needs of the RCM. Such database would facilitate analyses on a re-

gional scale and it gives Member States a tool to establish regional data collection pro-

grammes and to coordinate their work plans. Also, in order to be able to reply to data 

requests and transfer data routinely to end-users, it would be more cost efficient to use 

an RDB and it would provide better quality standards compared to the present situa-

tion. In the Baltic region MS had already used a regional “disaggregated” database for 

several years. This database, FishFrame, was developed for this purpose. The experi-

ences with FishFrame were positive and the RCM Baltic decided in 2009 to keep using 

FishFrame in future. During the RCM North Sea and Eastern Artic 2010 meeting, Fish-

Frame was adopted as platform also in this region. 
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In 2010, the RCM Baltic and the RCM North Sea and Eastern Artic recommended an 

interim steering group to be set up with clear terms of references and mandates in or-

der to start the implementation of a RDB including a Steering Committee (SC). The 

RCM North Atlantic proposed items to be discussed in such a SC. The 7th Liaison meet-

ing endorsed this recommendation. As a consequence, an interim steering group con-

sisting of representatives from the three RCMs, ICES Secretariat and the Commission 

was put together. This steering group had a meeting in February 2011 in order to elab-

orate on a governance model for the RDB but also to suggest road maps on how to 

proceed towards implementation of a RDB from a content point of view as well as from 

a technical point of view. The outcome of the interim steering group was adopted by 

the RCMs which also appointed participants to the RDB Steering Committee (SCRDB). 

The first SCRDB meeting was held in December 2011. Non-EU ICES Member Countries 

are invited to participate on both the RCM and in the SCRDB. 
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3 Proposal for a new structure for the Steering Committee for the 

Regional DataBase and Estimation System 

New name of the Regional DataBase 

In connection with development of a new regional database it has been decided to 

change the name of the database from Regional DataBase (RDB) to Regional DataBase 

and Estimation System (RDBES) to highlight that the database is not only a plain da-

tabase but includes also an estimation system that can produce statistical estimates of 

quantities of interest from sample data. The updated Data Policy document is in Annex 

6. 

General information on the RDBES 

The aims of the Regional Database and Estimation System (RDBES) are: 

1)  To ensure that data can be made available for the coordination of re-

gional fisheries data sampling plans, including for the EU Data Collec-

tion Framework (DCF) Regional Coordination Groups (RCGs), 

2)  To provide a regional estimation system such that statistical estimates of 

quantities of interest can be produced from sample data, 

3) To serve and facilitate the production of fisheries management advice 

and status reports, 

4) To increase the awareness of fisheries data collected by the users of the 

RDBES and the overall usage of these data. 

The hosting and maintenance of the RDBES is funded through the Administrative 

Agreement between the European Commission and ICES, and additional funding has 

been provided directly by ICES. 

The use of the data held in the RDBES is regulated by the RDBES Data Policy1. 

The RDBES is overseen by a steering committee – the SCRDBES. The SCRDBES is re-

sponsible for: 

a) Strategic Planning, 

b) Data and Technical Governance, 

c) Prioritisation of work, 

d) Cost estimations  

e) Promotion of the RDBES, 

f) Overseeing the RDBES’s operational effectiveness. 

The SCRDBES consists of the following categories of members: 

a) Up to two representatives from each RCG that uploads data to the RDBES. 

RCGs that do not currently upload data but are intending to may also send 

one representative after approval from the Chair. 

b) One representative from each ICES member country that wishes to attend. 

c) Representatives from the ICES secretariat. 

                                                           

1 http://ices.dk/marine-data/Documents/Data_Policy_RDB.pdf  

http://ices.dk/marine-data/Documents/Data_Policy_RDB.pdf
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d) Representatives from the European Commission. 

e) Chair invited guests. 

f) Observers. 

The guidelines for the SCRDBES will follow the “ICES guidelines for Expert Groups” 

but noting that:  

 Chair(s) will be appointed from the SCRDBES members in categories (a) and 

(b) above 

 If voting is necessary then the members from categories (a) and (b) have a 

single vote per person, members from categories (c), (d), (e), and (f) cannot 

vote 

 The SCRDBES will meet once per year.  It can also create subgroups to work 

intersessionally. 

 The report of SCRDBES will also be sent to the RCGs. 
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4 Respond to recommendations put forward to the SCRDB by the 

Regional Coordination Groups (RCGs), the Liaison Meeting and 

ICES expert groups. 

No recommendations were put forward to the SCRDB. 
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5 The use for the Regional DataBase by the Regional Coordination 

Groups in 2017 

The regional database is populated through the data calls for RCG Baltic, RCG NS&EA 

and RCG NA. The response to the data call 2017 was good. As in 2017 did all countries 

uploaded landings and effort data. All countries, except France, uploaded sample data 

for lengths and ages.  

The data were used by these three RCGs to produce generic overviews on the fisheries 

in the region. These overviews include information on, e.g. fleets, relative importance 

of landing site within the region and contribution of different MS to different fisheries. 

These overviews are of importance for potential future regional sampling plans. The 

RCGs did further look into example of stocks and contrasted landings by different MS 

with effort in sampling (see annex 3 example from RCG Baltic). The RCGs also gener-

ated overviews of different aspects of sampling of different stocks. These overviews 

include, for example, comparisons of length-at-age between MS, length frequencies in 

catches between MS and the spatial distribution of sampled trips (see annex 4 example 

from RCG NS&EA, a similar example is available in the RCG NA report). Such over-

views might in the future be of interest of end-users. A common problem is that end-

users not always are aware of all commercial data collected through DCF and stored 

in the RDB. Those data can for example be of importance for the data compilation 

workshops preceding benchmarks of assessments within ICES. RCM NS&EA thereby 

suggested an inventory report of available data to bridge this gap (annex 4). The anal-

ysis and overviews created during the RCG 2017 meetings show the substantial poten-

tial arising from having all regional data in one database.  

Problems identified when MS upload data to the regional database are reported in the 

upload logs that are sent to the MS. The upload logs are compiled by the RCGs were 

forwarded to the SCRDB (Annex 5). The purpose of these logs is to continue to improve 

the regional database.  
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6 Status of the development of the RDBES and on the development 

strategy for a project plan for 2018 

6.1 Regional DataBase status 

The current Regional DataBase, RDB, is used by the RCGs Baltic Sea, North Sea & East-

ern Arctic and North Atlantic. It is hosted and maintained by ICES Secretariat, and that 

part is funded by an Administrative Agreement between ICES Secretariat and Euro-

pean Commission, EC. ICES Secretariat have worked on the following task during the 

year: 

 Support of national data submitters 

 Corrected/updated codes in lists and creating needed codes for upload of 

data. Especially the update of areas was finished, then updates on; species, 

size categories, etc.  

 Maintained users 

 Fixed a bug by adding a check for the number of fields for the HL records, 

so it is consistent throughout the uploaded file (fields was missing for a few 

lines, which created a run-time error) 

 Completed more than 80 e-mail threads, where many of the e-mail threads 

contains many e-mails and some more work than others. 

 Support RCGs data call 

 Data extracts for the RCGs 

 Participate in the RCGs 

 Steering Committee RDB work 

There is not a focus on developing the current RDB further, only needed work is done 

on the RDB, the focus is on developing the new Regional DataBase and Estimation 

System, RDBES. 

6.2 Regional DataBase and Estimation System development 

It has been recognised for many years that there is a need to have a new version of the 

RDB, which is the Regional DataBase and Estimation System, RDBES, which will ac-

commodate upload of statistical sampling information and statistical estimations. 

There are many benefit of the RDBES: 

 Support the Regional Coordination Groups with relevant sampling data for 

coordination  

 Higher data quality by using common quality checks across all countries’ 

data 

 Ensure only approved standardised statistical methods are used for estimat-

ing data  

 Reduces the workload for the countries in estimating data because the 

RDBES should contain all needed methods 

 Document data to detailed data level and a transparent use of estimation 

methods  

 One data call for upload of data to the RDBES for the RCGs and the ICES 

stock assessment expert groups, because the estimated data will used for the 

ICES stock assessment 
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It is important that the RDBES have only estimation methods accepted by the ICES 

community and it is transparent regarding the processing and estimation of data. This 

is in the interest of the countries, ICES and the European Commission, EC. The coun-

tries benefit from having one system where they can do the estimations. It is known 

that it is time consuming to do the complex estimations and there is risk of introducing 

errors, when estimating data for the ICES data call for the ICES stock assessment and 

advice. When using the RDBES, high data quality will be ensured and the user will be 

sure the data are ready for estimation and be able to select the most appropriate statis-

tical estimation method. This will reduce the work load of the countries. The countries 

will also benefit from a common repository of all the countries’ estimation algorithms, 

this should also reduce the work load of reinventing estimation procedures in the coun-

tries in parallel. When the RDBES reaches its full potential for estimating data, ICES 

will not need to issue stock assessment data calls, because the ICES Expert Groups can 

get the estimated data needed for stock assessment from the RDBES. This will reduce 

the numbers of data calls, which will benefit the countries. The countries are also inter-

ested ensuring the estimated data for the ICES stock assessment is correct, that is done 

by the RDBES only using estimation methods approved by the ICES community. All 

the processes will be logged and transparent.  

It is in everybody interest to have one system with high quality control and common 

approved statistical estimation methods (and other methods if needed). This is not only 

in the organisation ICES interest, it is also in the European Commission’s interest, and 

in interest of the countries providing the data, and in the interest of the ICES stock 

assessment Expert Groups. It is in the countries interest because, they want the data to 

be used for the assessment and they want the data to be correctly estimated. It is fun-

damental to directly use the data in the RDBES and use the RDBES for estimating data 

for the stock assessment. If that is not happening, then there will not be a transparent 

and documented path between the data used for the stock assessment and the data 

collected and submitted at detailed level. This will mean there is no standardised doc-

umentation of the data processing and estimation and an increased risk of errors, and 

the potential of the RDBES is not utilised. Presently, it is one big black box for the as-

sessment groups what is done by countries when producing the national raised/esti-

mated data that is available to assessment groups via InterCatch. The RDBES will allow 

full documentation of how those estimates were produced from the original data. It 

has been shown that there is a discrepancy between the data uploaded at detail level 

in the RDB and in InterCatch, which is used for the stock assessment, and there should 

not be a discrepancy.  

Every single year since 2012 the RCM BS, NA and NS & EA have put forward a request 

to European Commission to fund the development of the RDB, but without luck. Sev-

eral ICES EG dealing with commercial catch data have also, formally or informally, 

voiced the need for the RDB model to evolve in a way that fully documents the sam-

pling design that underpins every countries data; and that ensures that accepted / ver-

ifiable estimation methods are being used.   

6.3 The strategy for the RDBES  

WGCATCH, WKRDB and the fishPi project recommend to collect and estimate data 

using statistical methods. The RDBES will therefore accommodate design based statis-

tical data and statistical estimation methods. The raising/estimation of data should be 

based on statistical methods approved by the WGCATCH/ICES community. Ap-

proved statistical methods are available as R functions, these methods will be encap-

sulated into the RDBES using version control. The encapsulation of the R-functions into 
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the RDBES is important, because this will ensure the methods used have been ap-

proved and it is not possible to modify/manipulate the core code written in R inside 

the RDBES. Having the raising methods defined in R would make the raising more 

transparent and easier for the experts to update, if needed. It should be possible to 

download both the data and the methods from the RDB, so the experts easily can re-

produce the estimations in the RDBES and further develop the methods.  

When a group of experts have developed a new statistical raising method or updated 

an existing method, the group should approach the WGCATCH, which have the task 

to test and approve raising methods. When the method have been approved, the 

method will be encapsulated into the RDB, using the RDB’s version control of methods. 

The method can now be used to raise uploaded data, but the method cannot be manip-

ulated/edited, and the raised data will be transparent and fully documented, regarding 

the data, the method and the version that was used.  

It is important that all the persons working towards a statistical raising of sampled data 

continue the good work and take an active part in the transition process to ensure the 

RDBES fulfils their needs for uploading their design based sampling data and estimat-

ing data using statistical methods.  

To be able to document both the uploaded and the estimated data, the RDBES should 

logs all processes regarding the data. According to the Regional DataBase Data Policy 

the data are restricted, that is taken care of by the security in the RDBES, where all users 

have to be known and given access to data and processing. 

The figure below gives an overview of the flow of data in the RDBES from data uploads 

and the interaction with the national experts to the two main end-users RCGs and 

ICES, but data could also be downloaded for other relevant end-users e.g. STECF. 

 

The RDBES data flow and system structure 

6.4 The development of the RDBES 

The Steering Committee of the Regional DataBase, SCRDB, established in Dec. 2016 the 

RDB Project Support Expert Group (the core group), to specify the RDBES. So far it is 

only the core group of persons that have worked with ICES Secretariat to develop the 

data model. It was originally the aim to have the specification of the RDBES ready in 

mid-March 2017. But because of the complexity of the designed sampling and due to 

time constrains in the countries it is very difficult to specify the data model for the 
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RDBES. The issue is that the RDBES potentially should be able to handle all the sam-

pling in all countries for all fish species. There have been 8 internet meetings since 

March and 3 times 2-day workshop in April, October and December, now the data 

model have be frozen, but not fully specified and tested.  

The EC is interested in contributing to the process and have made a special request to 

help the process of specifying the specifications for the RDBES. There will be two work-

shops: 

WKRDB-MODEL, 15–18 January 2018: 

 Take 2 examples and fill-in the data in the tables. E.g. define what is a land-

ing event. What fields and what does a row represent in the tables. 

 Specify all known normal hierarchies (Check that most cases can fit in to the 

data model, a few case studies) 

 Mark tables and fields used for the scenario/hierarchy/strata 

 Identify key fields and clean fields in multiple tables 

 Identify mandatory and optional field 

 Create code lists for new codes (Use existing where possible) 

 Ask countries for feedback of the data model (also a WGCATCH subgroup 

to look at the data model; sampling part and estimation part giving feed-

back.)  

WKRDB-SPEC 26–28 March 2018 OR 3–6 April: 

 Specify all data quality checks (including checks, which ensure the data 

needed for the estimation is present) 

 User roles (we will work intersessional with this item, group prepare written 

work to present) 

 Specify pre-processing 

 Specify Estimations design based 

 Specify Post-processing 

 Specify Reports 

 Go through the comments from countries regarding the data model 

An overview of the data model is shown below, where the instead of the existing 5 data 

types in two hierarchies for the sampling data, there is 14 data types with 8 different 

hierarchies currently defined. 

 

It is also difficult to specify the data model because the countries are in the process of 

shifting into a new way of conducting the sampling and colleting the sample infor-

mation. This is also adding to the difficulties of specifying the data model. Which again 

is affecting the development of RDBES, because ICES Secretariat has not been given 
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the specifications for the RDBES including the data model, new checks, new roles etc. 

When developing the RDBES it would only make sense to develop it using the most 

up-to-date technology, to make sure the solution is secure and not outdated in the short 

term. The development of the RDBES has started and is developed using the latest 

Microsoft ASP.NET core framework. The RDBES has so far a basic interface to create 

and maintain users and rights (technically called claims). The roles and rights still have 

to be specified.  

A new generic module for the data upload have been created. As a part of this module 

the critical and difficult internal conversion of data from the uploaded file to a XML 

data file has been developed. The new converter should be able to be adapted to the 

new data model, so work has been done even though the data model have not been 

specified. To prepare for the new data checks some of the existing checks have been 

written into LINQ to XML, but the specifications of the new checks for the new data 

model is needed. 

Automated unit testing have been written for some parts, therefore checks are written 

for the units so the application should have less error especially when code is changed, 

which the code will be, because of the situation. This will make it possible for the users 

to specify a dataset and the output, which then will be tested automatically in the sys-

tem, so the user does not have to perform so many tests. Hereby the system would be 

less error prone. 

6.5 Roadmap 

The roadmap is related to the RDBES for commercial data. 

Objectives:  

 RDBES data model and exchange format ready by 2019-2020,  

 RDBES based datacall test on selected stocks in 2021,  

 RDBES datacall operational in 2022. 

General consideration: 

 RDB Fishframe and Intercatch must remain operational until 2022, 

 questions related to the financial support of the RDBES development must 

be take into consideration, 

 WK, WG, RCG must report on the use of the RDBES format to SCRDBES 
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Roadmap: 

 

2018: 

 January:  

 WKRDBES: RDBES data model definition, guideline, roadmap. 

 Presentation of the RDB and the visions of the RDBES at the 

WGCHAIRS. 

 February :  

 Circulation of the RDBES data model with guidelines and 

roadmap, asking for comments to the WGCATCH subgroup (ded-

icated to the RDBES and estimation methods), the PGDATA and to 

the present national data-submitters and the SCRDB. 

 March:  

 WKRDBES: finalization of the RDBES data model definition, 

guideline, roadmap. 

 Circulation of the RDBES data model with guidelines and 

roadmap, asking for comments to :  

i ) ICES delegates, RCG chairs and other ICES related 

groups (national correspondents...), 

ii ) ACOM, WGCHAIRS 

iii ) external RFMOs and related organizations: NAFO, IC-

CAT, IOTC, GFCM... 

 June: 

 Webex with core group, SCRDB's chairs and ICES : discussion and 

integration of the comments, finalization of the RDBES data model, 

guideline and roadmap. 

 Training Course in Statistically Sound Inference for Commercial 

Catch Sampling Programmes: core members should attend to this 

course to test the RDBES format in this context, if possible. 

 September: 

 If major changes are asked during the consultation process then an inter-

mediate meeting will be organized (core group). 
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 October/November: 

 WKRDBES: test RDBES data model and define an exchange format. 

 November/December: 

 Approval of the RDBES data model, guideline and roadmap by the 

SCRDBES 2018. 

2019:  

 Workshops:  

 WKRDBES POP: Training workshop for submission of data to the 

RDBES. 

 WKRDBES ESTIM: estimation methods based on the RDBES (ge-

neric methods). 

 WKDECC: populate the RDBES and estimation methods for se-

lected stocks. 

 Working groups:  

 WGCATCH (RDBES subgroup) and PGDATA: review, test and 

propose estimation procedure. 

 RCGs: 

 RCG test datacall: RDBES format, 

 RCG should use the RDBES to assess regional sampling plan and 

to build up EUMAP outputs (table 4A, 4B etc...). 

 SCRBDES: 

 evaluation of the use of the RDBES format (outputs, inputs, prob-

lems, scripts) 

 New core group: definition of the recreational/diadromous/catadromous 

RDBES format. 

2020: 

The national plans have to report sampling design. 

 Workshops:  

 WKDECC's workshops: populate the RDBES and estimation meth-

ods for benchmark of selected stocks (documentation of the histor-

ical estimation procedures). 

 Working groups:  

 WGCATCH (RDBES subgroup) and PGDATA: review, test and 

propose estimation procedure from the WKDECC's. 

 RCGs: 

 RCG datacall : RDBES format, 

 RCG should use the RDBES to assess regional sampling plan and 

to build up EUMAP outputs (table 4A, 4B etc...). 

 SCRBDES: 

 evaluation of the use of the RDBES format (outputs, inputs, prob-

lems, scripts) 
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2021: 

 Datacall: 

 datacall using the RDBES exchange format for some selected stocks 

  WKDECC's workshops: populate the RDBES and estimation 

methods for benchmark of selected stocks (documentation of the 

historical estimation procedures). 

 Working groups: 

 the WG related to the selected stocks test and define the estimation 

procedure to provide Intercatch outputs using the ES module. 

 WGCATCH (RDBES subgroup) and PGDATA: review, test and 

propose estimation procedure from the stock assessment WG and 

define the operational use of the ES (who does the estimation, when 

and how). 

 RCGs: 

 RCG datacall : RDBES format, 

 RCG should use the RDBES to assess regional sampling plan and 

to build up EUMAP outputs (table 4A, 4B etc...). 

 SCRBDES: 

 evaluation of the use of the RDBES format (outputs, inputs, prob-

lems, scripts) 

2022: 

 datacall for commercial data in the RDBES format 

 estimation produced using the ES. 

6.6 Recreational fisheries and diadromous species 

New data types for the recreational fisheries and diadromous species will be imple-

mented in the RDBES when the work is done for the commercial species. This work is 

temptatively scheduled to start around summer 2019. 

6.7 Code lists in the RDB 

All code lists in the RDB can be found and downloaded by logging into the RDB, then 

select ‘Tools’, ‘Lookup Manager’, ‘View/Edit Tables’, select code list and press 

‘Download [select code list]’. All data submitters have access to download all the code 

lists, therefore if you would like a specific code list please contact your national data 

submitter. The text on the ICES webpage for the RDB will also be updated. 

6.8 Pre-approved ICES Expert Groups given RDB data 

In 2017 there was only two ICES Expert Groups, which requested and was given data 

from the RDB. This number is expected to increase. All ICES Expet Groups are pre-

approved to be given aggregated data without requesting the countries for it. 

Aggregated data is landing and effort data, they can also have sample data but sample 

data have to be aggregated to month and subdivision/area unit. The two ICES EG and 

the data requested can be seen below: 
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ICES EG LONG NAME DATA GIVEN 
NATIONAL CORRESPONDENT 

ASKED FOR DETAILED DATA 

DATA 

APPROVED 

WKPELA Benchmark 

Workshop 

on Pelagic 

Stocks 

Detailed sample data, and 

landings data for herring in 

subdivision 20 to 25 from; 

Denmark, Sveden, Poland and 

Germany. 

Denmark, Sveden, Poland 

and Germany 

Yes from 

all 

countries 

WGCATCH Working 

Group on 

Commercial 

Catches 

Aggregated Landings data for all 

species in all area (quarter, area, 

métier level 6) from all countries. 

Not needed. (WGCATCH 

has pre-approved access to 

landings data) 

 

There are 88 ICES EG which are pre-approved for having aggregated data from the 

RDB in 2018 with out asking the countries for permission to have data. 

The short list above and the list for pre-approved ICES EG 2018 was send to RCG chairs 

and ACOM members in December 2017. 

6.8.1 Regarding the General Data Protection Regulation, GDPR 

It is suggested that data security people and data submitter from the countries’ 

institutes meet and agree on how to interpret the General Data Protection Regulation, 

GDPR, text and write a document together with ICES Secretariat on the usages of data.  

6.9 Recommendation from  SCRDB to WGCATCH  

SCRDB recommend that WGCATCH prepare to establish a subgroup, which have the 

knowledge and expertise to validate and approve statistical estimation methods, which 

will be used in the RDBES. The SCRDB understand WGCATCH has taken the initial 

steps, with a statistical estimation course and workshops, which is very good, but some 

written guidelines on how to implement such a subgroup under the WGCATCH 

would be appreciated. 
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7 Review and update of the Data Policy Document 

As the recast of the DCF is adopted by the EU it was found necessary to update the 

RDBES Data Policy Document. The new DCF includes provisions that need to be taken 

into account in the Data Policy Document. The new RDBES Data Policy Document is 

given in Annex 6.  



ICES SCRDB REPORT 2017 |  21 

 

8 Conclude on the membership of the steering committee 

The RDB was developed to support RCM (now RCG) functions.  The RDB-SC was set 

up as a pan-regional RCM subgroup to provide governance and direction to the RDB 

and its development, and to ensure it meets the needs of the RCGs.  The current devel-

opments of the RDB have widened the scope of the RDB. The Chair gave a background 

of how the current configuration was agreed, 2 groups with the same chair to cater for 

the DCF and non-DCF countries. The Chair wrote to the meeting attendees in advance 

of the meeting to ask them to reconsider the 2 group setup, and suggested to merge 

these 2 groups into one steering group as this would be advantageous for many rea-

sons. 

This had been discussed in the DCF RCG meetings.  The RCG NA welcomed the cur-

rent development work that has been made possible by the ICES investments however 

it had concerns that control of the RDB is being lost from the RCGs and that new de-

velopments of the RDB might not sufficiently take into account the needs of the RCGs.  

The RCG NA also felt that the SCRDB changes in the 2016 meeting and proposed 

changes in the 2017 meeting have not had time to be fully discussed in the RCGs.  

Therefore whilst the RCG NA recognised that the current “dual group” system is not 

a long-term solution it recommended it should be retained in the short term.  The RCG 

NA recommends that the proposed changes to the group structure and to its member-

ship should be discussed in the SCRDB but that these changes should not be imple-

mented until they have been discussed and approved by the full RCGs. 

One approach to resolving these concerns could be to ensure, via the ToR’s of the 

SCRDB group, that the development of the RCG use case is prioritised within the over-

all ToR’s.  

The following questions need to be considered in relation to the structure of the 

SCRDB: 

 How does the SCRDB cater for the different needs of the end-users (RCG’s, 

ICES Assessments and also STECF/JRC)? 

 So is it a question of how the use cases are balanced in the structure of the 

meeting? 

 Some clarity needed on the use cases,vs.the ‘political’ membership, and also 

who has a say in the development.  

 If the RCG’s decide what the SCRDB should do then will the focus be on the 

RCG use case and not necessarily on other use cases? 

It’s primarily a question of governance.  There are not necessarily conflicting develop-

ments coming from the use cases but who should steer and prioritise them? 

Article 18(1) of the recast DCF refers specifically to a regional database(s), so it is im-

perative that this remains a regional action and a regional steering group including all 

regional actors.  

Action: Proposal to draft a model for how one group could work (voting rights, mem-

bership, reporting lines) for the RCG’s to comment on. i.e. RCG representatives, ICES 

representatives  
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9 Appointment of a new chair for the SCRDBES  

The participants of the SCRDB 2017 meeting elected two co-chairs for the next three 

year period: Katja Ringdahl, SLU, Sweden, and David Currie, Marine Institute, Ireland. 
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Annex 1: SCRDB Agenda 

Draft agenda 

 

Monday, 11th December 2017 

13.00 - 13.15  

Welcome, introduction of the participants, organization & house rules, adoption of the 

agenda. 

13.15 – 14:30  

ToR e): Conclude on membership of the steering committee. (Presentation Jørgen – 

rapporteur Neil) 

14:30 – 15:30 

ToR d): Review and update the RDB data policy document taking into account the new 

DCF (recast), dealing with access rights, data confidentiality and data ownership is-

sues. (Presentation Neil – rapporteur Els) 

15.30 – 16:00 Coffee break 

16.00 – 18:00 

ToR a): Respond to recommendations put forward to the SC-RDB by the RCG’s, the 

Liaison Meeting and ICES expert groups. (Presentation Jørgen – rapporteur Katja) 

18.00 End of the day 

 

Tuesday, 12th December 2017 

09:00 - 10.30 

ToR c): Review the status of the development of the new RDB and agree on a develop-

ment strategy leading to a project plan for implementation in 2018. (Presentation and 

rapporteurs Henrik, Kirsten, Nuno, Peter and David) 

10.30 – 11:00 Coffee break 

11.00 – 12:30 

ToR c): continued.  

12:30 – 14:00 Lunch 

14:00 – 15:30  

ToR c): continued.  

15.30 – 16:00 Coffee break 

16.00 – 18:00 

Writing text for the report 

18.00 End of the day 
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Wedensday, 13st December 2017 

09:00 - 10.30:   

ToR b): Summarize how the RDB has been used in the RCGs. (Presentation Katja – 

rapporteur Sofie) 

10.30 - 11.00: Coffee break 

11.00 - 12.30:   

Review of the text for the report and finalising the report 

12.30 - 13.00:   

ToR f): Appoint a new chair, meeting in 2018 and ToR for that meeting. 

13:00 Closure of the meeting 
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Annex 2: SCRDB 2017 meeting list of Participants 

For the SCRDB meeting 2017 representatives from the Regional Coordination Groups 

for the Baltic, the North Sea & Eastern Arctic, the North Atlantic, the Large Pelagic and 

the Long Distance Fisheries as well all non-EU ICES Member Countries plus represent-

atives from the EU Commission were invited. Representatives from Norway and Ice-

land participated in the SCRDB meeting. The representative from the EU Commission 

was not able to come to Copenhagen due to weather conditions in Brussels. 

Name Institute Country E-mail 

Jørgen Dalskov, chair 
DTU Aqua -National Institute 

of Aquatic Resources 
Denmark jd@aqua.dtu.dk 

Neil Holdsworth ICES ICES NeilH@ices.dk 

Henrik Kjems-Nielsen ICES ICES henrikkn@ices.dk 

Irina Jakovleva                             

Fisheries Service under the 

Ministry of Agriculture of the 

Republic of Lithuania 

Lithuania Irina.Jakovleva@zuv.lt 

Marta Suska                                  
National Marine Fisheries 

Research Institute 
Poland 

msuska@mir.gdynia.p

l 

Asta Gudmundsdottir 
Marine and Freshwater 

Research Institute 
Iceland asta@havogvatn.is 

Katja Ringdahl Institute of Marine Research Sweden Katja.Ringdahl@slu.se 

Peter van der Kamp 
Wageningen University & 

Research 

Netherland

s 

peter.vanderkamp@w

ur.nl 

Nuno Prista Institute of Marine Research Sweden nuno.prista@slu.se 

Perttu Rantanen                          
Natural Resources Institute 

Finland 
Finland 

Perttu.Rantanen@luke

.fi 

Els Torreele                                   
Institute for Agricultural and 

Fisheries Research (ILVO) 
Belgium 

els.torreele@ilvo.vlaan

deren.be 

David Currie 
Marine Institute 

Ireland 
David.Currie@Marine.

ie 

Kirsten Birch 

Håkansson 

DTU Aqua -National Institute 

of Aquatic Resources 
Denmark kih@aqua.dtu.dk 

Edvin Fuglebakk 
Institute of Marine Research 

Norway 
edvin.fuglebakk@imr.

no 

Sofie Nimmegeers                      
Institute for Agricultural and 

Fisheries Research (ILVO) 
Belgium 

Sofie.Nimmegeers@ilv

o.vlaanderen.be 

Laurent Dubroca 
Ifremer 

France 
laurent.dubroca@ifre

mer.fr 
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Annex 3: Examples of outcomes from the data subgroup of RCG 

Baltic 2017 

The data subgroup of the RCG Baltic 2017 worked with the RDB data of 2009-2016 and 

did some in-depth data exploration.  The subgroup produced overviews on regional 

fishery. Overviews are given in annex 3. Fig 1 shows top 90% métiers in the Western 

and Eastern Baltic Sea in 2016 for areas 22 – 24 and Fig 2 presents top 10 métiers (level 

6) based on the cod landings weight (t) for area 25 – 32. Except for that, data subgroup 

analysed top 10 harbours (2013-2016) based on the landings weight (t) and the out-

comes were presented on maps (Fig 3), and on bar plots as well (Fig 4). The subgroup 

produced also overviews on biological sampling, by visualizing length distributions 

by area (Fig 5) and age-length relation by area both for cod, herring and sprat in 2016 

(Fig 6). An additional analysis was conducted on Baltic herring in the areas 27.3.c.22 to 

27.3.d.24 (western Baltic herring) in preparation of the benchmark in 2018 and it is 

shown on Fig 7 – 9. The graphs provide a general overview of the various parameters 

on a regional level and it is possible to analyse the share of landings for each country, 

fishing activity category, harbour and fleet. The information from the graph showing 

proportional landed weight against proportional number of sampled trips can be used 

as the basis for further adjustments of the sampling intensity of all MSs involved. Fi-

nally, data upload overview has been carried out for Landings, Effort and Sampling 

Data (Tables 10 and 11. Additionally, during the SC RDB some additional analysis has 

been carried out, concerning proportion of landings abroad to the total landings (Fig 

12) for years 2009 – 2016 and RCG Baltic data.  

Examples of outcomes from the data subgroup of RCG Baltic 2017: 

 

Fig 1 Top 90% Baltic SD 22-24 landing weight by level 6 métier 
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Figure 2 Top 10 métiers (level 6), based on the cod landings weight (t). 

 

Fig 3 Top 10 harbours (2013-2016) based on the landings weight (t). 
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Fig 4 Top 10 harbours (2013-2016) based on the landings weight (t). 

 

Fig 5 Length distribution for Atlantic cod by area 
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Fig 6 Age given length for Atlantic cod by area 
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Fig 7 - 10 her2225 - Landings weight by country, métier, harbour and country-vessel-length in 2016 
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Fig 8 her2224 - Map of landed weight (t) in 2016 in statstical rectangles. 

 

Fig 9 her2224 - Proportional landed weights (t) (bars) against proportional number of sampled trips 

(lines) in 2016 
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Table 1 Overview of the number of species in the commercial landings uploaded to the RDB 

VESSEL FLAG 

COUNTRY (CL) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 

Denmark 49 58 47 50 54 56 54 64 

Estonia 28 38 40 33 38 35 31 35 

Finland 21 21 21 21 21 21 20 20 

Germany 43 43 40 45 46 45 44 40 

Latvia 30 12 12 12 12 33 34 34 

Lithuania 12 11 13 26 12 25 20 21 

Poland 36 38 36 34 36 34 33 33 

Sweden 49 47 46 42 42 45 45 48 

Table 2 Overview of the number of data records in the commercial landings uploaded to the RDB 

VESSEL FLAG 

COUNTRY (CL) 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 

Denmark 39838 34930 34479 32209 30021 28203 28878 25309 

Estonia 641 3904 4010 15639 18422 20526 19586 19129 

Finland 1196 1179 1182 1185 1163 6187 15414 14446 

Germany 16699 14613 14511 15353 13409 14287 13469 12419 

Latvia 3632 2507 2579 2454 2522 3853 3912 3865 

Lithuania 187 131 374 479 507 686 828 1023 

Poland 8244 7773 9557 11009 11249 12010 12500 13008 

Sweden 22034 17349 16568 15055 17091 15655 15871 14643 
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Fig 10 Proportion of landings abroad (red colour) to total landings (grey colour) for chosen species 

+ area. 
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Annex 4. Examples of outcomes from the data subgroup of RCG North 

Sea & Eastern Arctic 2017 

Data in the RDB on NS&EA benchmark stocks 

The idea here is to demonstrate what might be available in the RDB for a particular 

species, or group of species. This can facilitate the evaluation of data at fora like data 

compilation workshops and/or benchmarks. The steps followed here help to ascertain-

ing the extent of these data available, an indication of the circumstances of its collection, 

and look at some of the characteristics, to highlighting some of the issues with its use. 

This process would facilitate the communication between those assessing the species, 

and those with knowledge of the collection of the data. An important caveat is that 

interpretation of these data is dependent on a working knowledge of the formats in the 

RDB, and an understanding how these data were sampled. The data we consider here 

is raw sampling data held in the table of the CS; these are not population estimates, but 

the basis on which those population estimates would be derived. Landings and effort 

data are also available but is not considered in this exercise. As an example here we 

look at the data for a group of North Sea species which are due to be benchmarked in 

2018, flounder, witch, whiting and lemon sole. We then focus more on the data availa-

ble for one of these; the whiting.  

Inventory of sampling data for North Sea benchmark species 2016. Table 14.1 provides 

a summary of all the data present in the RDB in the 2016 upload for flounder, witch, 

whiting and lemon sole; note that no French sampling data were uploaded for 2016. 

Sample type is either market M, onshore from unknown trips D, at-sea S or V for sam-

ples purchased from a vendor. The table records the number of dates, sites, unique 

vessels and trips, from which those samples were obtained. The number of species is 

recorded (in this instance always one), and the number of length frequency measures 

taken from the HL table of the CS data. The BioSites and BioTrips are the number of 

sites and trips from which individual fish have been obtained for biological sampling, 

from which the age, length, sex, weight measures are recorded. The biological data are 

recorded in the CA table, and depending on the practices of the individual sampling 

institutions can be linked to length frequencies through the HH table or can be entered 

linked only to the TR table.  

For whiting data are available from nine countries have data on whiting in the North 

Sea, four of which have biological data, samples are collected both at-sea sampType 

“S” and on shore sampType “M” and “D” 

Fig 14.1. Shows the numbers of measured fish by length class for species and sampling 

country. These data are from the length frequencies recorded in the HL table. Note that 

these histograms are from data of many different samples and take no account of the 

different sampling probabilities under which the samples are collected. Therefore, the 

shape of the histogram need have little, if any, relationship to the length distribution 

of population of caught fish. 

Fig 14.2 are plots from the data in the CA table age against length. The age length scat-

ter plots are presented with plotting by sampling country overlaying on another in the 

data has not been adjusted for different sampling strategies such as sampling size sort-

ing boxes vs. random, the plots therefore has to be further analysed before any conclu-

sions can be taken (Figure 14.3), and by areas in fig 14.4 and fig 14.5.   

Fig 14.6 and Fig 14.7 are scatter plots of the weight length relationships, by sampling 

country, and by catch fraction   
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Fig 14.8 is a map of the recorded longitude and latitude positions for at-sea samples, 

for trips where whiting was recorded.  

Table 14.1. Inventory of RDB sampling data on NSEA species to be benchmarked in 2018  

 

  

sampCtry spp area days sites vessels trips nspp lengthFreq bioSites bioTrips bioSpp wght ages lengths sex maturity

DEU Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.4.a 3 1 1 2 1 5 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DEU Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.4.b 2 2 1 2 1 8 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DNK Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.4.b 18 5 9 9 1 740 4 4 1 52 18 52 0 0

DNK Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.3.a.20 53 6 26 46 1 2483 5 36 1 528 482 528 38 0

DNK Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.3.a.21 24 6 15 25 1 537 1 4 1 52 52 52 4 0

DNK Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.4.a 31 3 8 11 1 1381 2 5 1 106 104 106 53 0

ENG Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.4.b 37 4 21 42 1 162 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ENG Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.4.c 1 1 1 1 1 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ESP Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.7.b 5 2 2 5 1 297 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

IRL Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.7.b 9 2 3 3 1 338 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

NLD Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.4.b 17 5 7 18 1 53 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SCT Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.4.a 174 6 70 101 1 9074 2 5 1 0 65 65 0 0

SCT Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.4.b 50 6 19 26 1 1919 1 1 1 0 13 13 0 0

SWE Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.3.a.20 50 14 26 42 1 3473 12 34 1 1165 1164 1165 623 622

SWE Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.4.a 1 1 1 1 1 26 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SWE Glyptocephalus cynoglossus 27.3.a.21 15 5 11 16 1 625 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

BEL Merlangius merlangus 27.4.c 22 2 7 9 1 3435 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

BEL Merlangius merlangus 27.4.b 23 4 4 4 1 4440 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DEU Merlangius merlangus 27.4.b 22 8 3 13 1 2545 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DEU Merlangius merlangus 27.4.a 9 1 1 4 1 71 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DEU Merlangius merlangus 27.4.c 5 1 1 1 1 253 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DNK Merlangius merlangus 27.4.b 64 6 31 46 1 2172 6 39 1 619 271 619 2 2

DNK Merlangius merlangus 27.3.a.20 58 6 33 62 1 2683 6 57 1 950 871 950 22 0

DNK Merlangius merlangus 27.3.a.21 48 6 28 50 1 1871 2 23 1 220 150 220 0 0

DNK Merlangius merlangus 27.4.a 32 3 12 16 1 232 3 14 1 52 46 52 0 0

ENG Merlangius merlangus 27.4.b 76 5 34 93 1 19817 5 71 1 0 1121 1121 431 0

ENG Merlangius merlangus 27.4.c 18 5 11 12 1 1360 4 7 1 0 64 71 67 0

ESP Merlangius merlangus 27.7.b 1 1 1 1 1 3 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

IRL Merlangius merlangus 27.7.b 27 4 12 24 1 2029 2 16 1 395 395 395 0 0

NLD Merlangius merlangus 27.4.b 86 7 23 139 1 5196 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

NLD Merlangius merlangus 27.4.c 87 10 35 128 1 4382 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

NLD Merlangius merlangus 27.3.a 1 1 1 1 1 93 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SCT Merlangius merlangus 27.4.a 286 7 109 205 1 66608 7 197 1 0 3223 3223 0 0

SCT Merlangius merlangus 27.4.b 78 8 26 39 1 16331 8 38 1 0 434 434 0 0

SWE Merlangius merlangus 27.3.a.20 32 16 32 38 1 2073 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SWE Merlangius merlangus 27.4.a 1 1 1 1 1 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SWE Merlangius merlangus 27.3.a.21 22 6 12 25 1 1787 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

BEL Microstomus kitt 27.4.b 23 4 4 4 1 3660 4 8 1 201 319 319 201 107

BEL Microstomus kitt 27.4.c 16 2 5 6 1 1339 2 9 1 144 253 253 144 144

DEU Microstomus kitt 27.4.b 21 6 3 11 1 321 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DEU Microstomus kitt 27.3.a 2 1 1 2 1 22 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DEU Microstomus kitt 27.4.a 15 1 1 5 1 75 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DEU Microstomus kitt 27.4.c 1 1 1 1 1 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DNK Microstomus kitt 27.4.b 26 4 18 18 1 1672 2 12 1 324 301 324 0 0

DNK Microstomus kitt 27.3.a.20 40 7 28 47 1 959 6 11 1 88 78 88 2 0

DNK Microstomus kitt 27.4.a 10 3 3 6 1 61 1 1 1 12 10 12 0 0

DNK Microstomus kitt 27.3.a.21 28 6 16 28 1 307 2 4 1 15 1 15 0 0

ENG Microstomus kitt 27.4.b 77 6 43 112 1 3381 5 70 1 0 600 600 579 0

ENG Microstomus kitt 27.4.c 4 2 2 3 1 7 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ESP Microstomus kitt 27.7.b 2 1 1 2 1 118 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

IRL Microstomus kitt 27.7.b 1 1 1 1 1 1 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

NLD Microstomus kitt 27.4.b 102 6 29 152 1 2461 2 2 1 67 67 67 0 67

NLD Microstomus kitt 27.4.c 40 7 15 48 1 319 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

NLD Microstomus kitt 27.3.a 2 1 2 2 1 82 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SCT Microstomus kitt 27.4.a 185 7 94 154 1 10726 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SCT Microstomus kitt 27.4.b 69 8 25 36 1 3240 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SWE Microstomus kitt 27.3.a.20 29 14 24 33 1 203 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SWE Microstomus kitt 27.3.a.21 22 6 12 24 1 382 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

BEL Platichthys flesus 27.4.c 16 2 5 7 1 1300 1 7 1 414 462 462 414 275

BEL Platichthys flesus 27.4.b 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 2 1 1 5 5 1 1

DEU Platichthys flesus 27.4.b 13 6 2 8 1 115 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DEU Platichthys flesus 27.4.c 1 1 1 1 1 32 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

DNK Platichthys flesus 27.3.a.21 23 4 13 24 1 131 1 2 1 7 2 7 2 0

DNK Platichthys flesus 27.3.a.20 14 4 8 11 1 70 2 2 1 5 2 5 0 0

DNK Platichthys flesus 27.4.b 4 2 2 4 1 6 2 2 1 2 0 2 0 0

ENG Platichthys flesus 27.4.b 7 4 4 7 1 28 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

ENG Platichthys flesus 27.4.c 12 6 9 10 1 243 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

NLD Platichthys flesus 27.4.c 59 10 35 77 1 1875 4 17 1 665 664 665 0 665

NLD Platichthys flesus 27.4.b 7 2 6 9 1 107 1 1 1 38 38 38 0 38

SCT Platichthys flesus 27.4.b 19 5 10 15 1 170 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SCT Platichthys flesus 27.4.a 15 3 3 4 1 87 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SWE Platichthys flesus 27.3.a.20 5 4 5 5 1 32 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA

SWE Platichthys flesus 27.3.a.21 15 6 11 17 1 364 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
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Whiting data  

 

Nine countries have data on whiting in the North Sea, four of which have biological 

data, samples are collected both at-sea sampType “S” and on shore sampType “M” and 

“D” 

 

Figure 14.1 Numbers of measured fish by length class for species and sampling country. Note that 

these histograms are from data of many different samples and take no account of the different sam-

pling probabilities under which the samples are collected. Therefore the shape of the histogram 

has little, if any, relationship to the length distribution of the population of caught fish.  
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Figure 14.2. Data derived from CA tables showing age by length and country.  

 

Figure 14.3 Overlain scatter plots of length against age by sampling country, Scotland Ireland Eng-

land and Denmark. Scottish and Irish aged individuals are longer at comparable ages than those 

sampled by England and Denmark. Data has not been corrected for different sampling strategies 

between countries  
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Figure 14.4. Scatter plots of age v length by area, the 6a data area from trips spanning multiple areas.  
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Figure 14.5. Overlain scatter plots of length against age by area.  

 

Figure 14.6. Scatter plots of weight v length, data from Denmark and Ireland.  
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Figure 14.7. Scatter plots of weight v length, data by discard and landed fractions of the catch  

 

Figure 14.8 Locations of at-sea samples by sampling country  
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Annex 5. Upload logs from RCG data call 

 

UniqueID Datacall RCM

Member 

State Date

Data 

Type Table

Full 

upload

If No  then 

reason Sampling_type Field  Issue Background  Action Responsible  Status

Unique 

number

Year of 

call

List Free text List List List List None.

Why is the data not 

completely uploaded?

What data was not able to 

be uploaded?

The reason why this 

data could not be 

uploaded, but should be 

uploaded

What 

needs to 

be done?

By whom does this 

need to done?

List

ENG-1 2017 NA / 

NS&EA

England CS TR, 

HH, SL, 

HL

Yes Procedural M ALL The data collected on the 

system is represented but 

some important details are 

lost. For Example some of 

the parameters measured  

eg tail length, wing width 

has been converted to 

whole or carapace length. 

Species identified when 

sampling mixed landings 

of Skates, Gurnards, Angler 

fish are uploaded as 

independent samples.  

Data from grouped trips 

manipulated and allocated 

to trip level.

All fish are converted 

from sample lengths 

and weights to live 

lengths and weights as 

an example.

Not Known Not known

ENG-2 2017 NA / 

NS&EA

England CS SL Yes Procedural S - OBSERVER Weight No weights are collected 

therefore any weights 

uploaded to the RDB have 

been calculated using our 

factors and methods

ENG-3 2017 NA / 

NS&EA

England CS SL Yes Procedural S - OBSERVER Subsample 

Weight

No weights are collected 

therefore any weights 

uploaded to the RDB have 

been calculated using our 

factors and methods

ENG-4 2017 NA / 

NS&EA

England CS SL CA Yes Procedural M Landing 

Category

Landing category - For 

2015 and before only 

landings for human 

consumption were 

sampled.

ENG-5 2017 NA / 

NS&EA

England CS TR Yes Procedural M Market - S 

Observer

Vessel type Vessel type - always set to 

4 other boats as no 

information is available 

and this is a mandatory 

field

These vessel types do 

not match on other Eu 

reports

Not Known Not Known

ENG-6 2017 NA / 

NS&EA

England CS TR Yes Procedural M Market - S 

Observer

Vessel Size vessel size RDB requires 

engine power to be 

entered as GRT where as 

in reality vessels can now 

be GT or GRT and there is 

no way to indicate which 

value is in this field

ICES have said they are 

happy to have a mix of 

GT and GRT in this field 

and assume (generally 

correctly) if vessel < 15m 

then this is GRT 

otherwise GT.

Not Known Not Known

ENG-7 2017 NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HH CA Yes Procedural M Market - S 

Observer

Area Area - several rectangles 

appear in more than one 

Ices division eg 29E5 the 

RDB does not allow 

multiple divisions for a 

rectangle

Not Known Not Known

ENG-8 2017 NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HH CA No Procedural M Market - S 

Observer

Species Skate Wing samples are 

not being uploaded as 

individual weights are 

collected rather than 

lengths 

Not known Not known

ENG-9 2017 NA / 

NS&EA

England CS SL HL 

CA

Yes Market & 

Observer

Species Mullus barbatus barbatus, 

AphiaID 293632 is not 

accepted.  Loaded as 

Mullus barbatus, AphiaID 

126985. WoRMS lists this 

AphiaID as 'alternate 

representation'.

ENG-10 2017 NA / 

NS&EA

England CS SL Yes Observer SizeCategory Values, 14, 80 & 50 were 

not allowed.

ENG-11

2017

NA / 

NS&EA England CS HH

Market & 

Observer Metier

GNS_DEF_0_0_0 not 

allowed for 27.4.c

ENG-12

2017

NA / 

NS&EA England CS HH

Market & 

Observer Metier

OTB_CRU_0_0_0

 not allowed for 27.4.b

ENG-13

2017

NA / 

NS&EA England CS HH

Market & 

Observer Metier

GNS_DEF_0_0_0

 not allowed for 27.7.d

ENG-14

2017

NA / 

NS&EA England CS HH

Market & 

Observer Metier

GND_SPF_0_0_0

 not allowed for 27.4.c

ENG-15

2017

NA / 

NS&EA England CS HH

Market & 

Observer Metier

PTB_CRU_>0_0_0

 not allowed for 27.4.b

ENG-16

2017

NA / 

NS&EA England CS HH

Market & 

Observer Metier

GNS_DEF_0_0_0

 not allowed for 27.4.c

ENG-17

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Market

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,1,,,F,40,1

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,2,,,F,40,1 

reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

Data upload for the data call for the 2016 

data
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UniqueID Datacall RCM

Member 

State Date

Data 

Type Table

Full 

upload

If No  then 

reason Sampling_type Field  Issue Background  Action Responsible  Status

Unique 

number

Year of 

call

List Free text List List List List None.

Why is the data not 

completely uploaded?

What data was not able to 

be uploaded?

The reason why this 

data could not be 

uploaded, but should be 

uploaded

What 

needs to 

be done?

By whom does this 

need to done?

List

ENG-18

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Market

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,2,,,M,38,1

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,1,,,M,38,12 

reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

ENG-19

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Market

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,2,,,M,40,6

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,1,,,M,40,4 

reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

ENG-20

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Market

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,2,,,M,37,1

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,1,,,M,37,14 

reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

ENG-21

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Market

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,2,,,M,39,3

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,1,,,M,39,8 

reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

ENG-22

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Market

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,2,,,M,41,10

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,1,,,M,41,1 

reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

ENG-23

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Market

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,2,,,M,42,8

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,1,,,M,42,2 

reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

ENG-24

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Market

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,2,,,M,47,7

HL,M,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DCF,16457,31590,107254,L

AN,HUC,English,1,,,M,47,1 

reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

ENG-25

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Observer

HL,S,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DISCARD,FD316OT,2,12714

3,LAN,HUC,English,1,,F,F,29

0,11

HL,S,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DISCARD,FD316OT,2,12714

3,LAN,HUC,English,1,,F,F,29

0,2 reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

ENG-26

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Observer

HL,S,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DISCARD,FD316OT,2,12714

3,LAN,HUC,English,1,,F,F,31

0,7

HL,S,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DISCARD,FD316OT,2,12714

3,LAN,HUC,English,1,,F,F,31

0,1 reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

ENG-27

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS HL Observer

HL,S,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DISCARD,FD316OT,2,12714

3,LAN,HUC,English,1,,F,F,30

0,7

HL,S,ENG,ENG,2016,GBE-

DISCARD,FD316OT,2,12714

3,LAN,HUC,English,1,,F,F,30

0,1 reported as being 

duplicates.

Deleted 

the 1st 

line.

ENG-28

2017

NA / 

NS&EA

England CS SL Observer

Two samples (Plaice and 

Skate) not uploaded 

because of errors in 

underlying dataset. Not 

able to correct data before 

deadline.

Correct 

and 

resubmit MS

Data upload for the data call for the 2016 

data
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UniqueID Datacall RCM

Member 

State Date

Data 

Type Table

Full 

upload

If No  then 

reason Sampling_type Field  Issue Background  Action Responsible  Status

Unique 

number

Year of 

call

List Free text List List List List None.

Why is the data not 

completely uploaded?

What data was not able to 

be uploaded?

The reason why this 

data could not be 

uploaded, but should be 

uploaded

What 

needs to 

be done?

By whom does this 

need to done?

List

SC-1 2016 NS & EA Scotland 2017-06-27 CS HL No Technical Sea sampling Aphile ID Three species (Holtbyrnia 

macrops – bigeye 

searsid,Buenia jeffreysii -- 

Jeffrey'sgoby,Anguilliforme

s – eels unidentified) are 

not recognized by the 

system

They are genuine 

observerd speices by 

our obsevers.

Add into 

system

ICES Resolved

SC-2 2016 NS & EA Scotland 2017-06-27 CS CA No Technical Sea sampling maturity stage maturity stage is not valid, 

as maturity scale can only 

be given 1-8, not 1-6.

It went in later NA NA Resolved

SC-3 2016 NS & EA Scotland 2017-07-14 CS All No Technical Sea sampling Stock Two speices (126740 -- 

Holtbyrnia macrops, 

126872 -- Buenia jeffreysii) 

are not in stock list.

They are genuine 

sampled speices by our 

obsevers.

Add into 

system

ICES Resolved

ESP-1 2017 NS & EA ESP-IEO 2017-07-28 CS CA Yes Procedural S Maturity_scale The same maturity scale: 

"1-9" have been chosen 

for maturity stages data in 

all species. 

For most of our species 

sampled, FishFrames 

scales do not match to 

the maturity staging 

data. 

To check 

and 

standardiz

e the 

codes for 

RDB Open

ESP-2 2017 NS & EA ESP-IEO 2017-07-28 CE, CL All Yes NA NA NA None NA NA NA NA

PT-1 2017 NS&EA  PT-IPMA 28/07/2017 CS HH No Procedural S Area Data must be adapted 

according to Area's table in 

FishFrame. The problem is 

the fact of just having 

'27.1' and not specify as 

'27.1.b'. Data can be 

uploaded as '27.1'.

The data would be 

uploaded, although the 

feeding area's data it's 

not accurated

In this case 

Area 

'27.1.b' is 

missing. It 

may be 

reported 

as '27.1' 

although it 

RCM/RCG Open

PT-2 2017 NS&EA  PT-IPMA 28/07/2017 CS SL No Procedural S  Weight According to privacy 

agreement (RCM NS&EA), 

it's not possible to express 

values for that collumn. 

For that fact data can't be 

uploaded.

Since it's not possible to 

have zero Weight due 

the scale used in 

FishFrame and, on the 

other hand, there are no 

type of code for this 

situation, the data can't 

In order to 

provide 

data, 

Weight 

should be 

optional in 

this case 

RCM/RCG Open

PT-3 2017 NS&EA  PT-IPMA 28/07/2017 CS SL No Procedural S  Length code Not all individuals are 

measured strictly 

according to the 

FishFrame's table. Due the 

fact that there are other 

Length codes beside the 

data available, Data can't 

be totaly uploaded.

There are swpecies that 

are measured in 2 cm 

and 3 cm on board

Other 

Length 

codes 

should be 

added

RCM/RCG Open

DNK-5 2017 NS & EA DNK 2017-08-24 CS CA Yes Technical All Age All individual fish are 

uploaded to CA regardless 

of age or not, but there is 

no indication of whatever 

an otolith has been 

collected or not (-9) for the 

unaged fish.

Denmark do not have a 

field in our national 

database indicating 

whatever an otolith has 

been collected or not 

from an unaged fish, so -

9 has not been used.

Open

DNK-7 2017 NA DNK 2017-08-24 CL Technical Metiers - update, 

standardisation and 

definitions

Examples: The way of 

coding differs a lot 

within and between 

area, which makes the 

coding much more 

tiresome (e.g. metier 

without a defined 

meshsize can look like 

_0_0_0, >=0_0_0, 

>0_0_0). Target 

assemblage are not well 

defined - Which species 

belong to which species 

assemblage and how is 

this deduced. New 

selection devices are not 

included in the code. 

The technical measures 

change over time, but 

no start and/ or end 

date is defined and 

included. 

A trans-

RCM sub-

group 

looking 

into this

RCM/RCG Open

DNK-9 2017 NS & EA DNK 2017-08-24 CL Technical Metiers - update, 

standardisation and 

definitions

Examples: The way of 

coding differs a lot 

within and between 

area, which makes the 

coding much more 

tiresome (e.g. metier 

without a defined 

meshsize can look like 

_0_0_0, >=0_0_0, 

>0_0_0). Target 

assemblage are not well 

defined - Which species 

belong to which species 

assemblage and how is 

this deduced. New 

selection devices are not 

included in the code. 

The technical measures 

change over time, but 

no start and/ or end 

date is defined and 

included. 

A trans-

RCM sub-

group 

looking 

into this

RCM/RCG Open

BEL-1 2016 NS & EA BEL 2017-06-29 CS All Yes

BEL-2 2016 NS & EA BEL 2017-06-29 CE All Yes

BEL-3 2016 NS & EA BEL 2017-06-29 CL All Yes

SE-1 2017 NS & EA SE 2017-07-03 CS All Yes NA NA NA None NA NA NA NA

SE-2 2017 NS & EA SE 2017-07-03 CL All Yes NA NA NA None NA NA NA NA

SE-3 2017 NS & EA SE 2017-07-03 CE All Yes NA NA NA None NA NA NA NA

Data upload for the data call for the 2016 

data
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Annex 6. RDBES Data Policy Document 

Commercial Fisheries 
Data  

 
Data policy for the Regional Data-
base (RDB) and Regional Database 
and Estimation System (RDBES)  
 

4 January 2018 
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Goal 

The present Regional Database, and the new Regional Database and Estimation System 

are herin referred to as the RDBES. The Regulation (EU) 2017/10042 is hereafter referred 

to as the Data Collection Framework (DCF). 

The main aim of the RDBES is to: 

1 ) To ensure that data can be made available for the coordination of regional 

fisheries data sampling plans, including for the DCF Regional Coordination 

Groups (RCGs), 

2 ) To provide a regional estimation system such that statistical estimates of 

quantities of interest can be produced from sample data, 

3 ) To serve and facilitate the production of fisheries management advice and 

status reports, 

4 ) To increase the awareness of fisheries data collected by the users of the 

RDBES and the overall usage of these data. 

The goal of this policy is to clearly state the conditions for data submission, data access 

and usage rights. The database herein is the regional database referred to in Article 

18(1) of the DCF. 

Scope 

For the European Union Member States, the basis for data policy rules is the provisions 

of the DCF, specifically Article 18(1) available in the annex 1.  

For non-EU countries, the basis for data policy rules is in accordance with the limita-

tions on data use specified by each country3. 

This policy applies to all providers and users of data uploaded into the RDBES, and to 

ICES activities for providing access to data.  

Access rights 

According to the DCF, provision on access rights and time frame are described under 

Articles 17(1), 17(3) and 17(4) provided in the annex 1 to this document. 

The DCF defines: 

i ) Detailed data as data based on primary data in a form that does not 

allow natural persons or legal entities to be identified directly or indi-

rectly  

ii ) Aggregated data as the output resulting from summarising the primary 

or detailed data for specific analytical purposes 

Data use for fisheries management: 

                                                           

2 Regulation (EU) 2017/1004 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 17 May 

2017 on the establishment of a Union framework for the collection, management and 

use of data in the fisheries sector and support for scientific advice regarding the com-

mon fisheries policy and repealing Council Regulation (EC) No 199/2008 (recast) 

3 In response to official data calls to the RDB 
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Advice to Fisheries Management 

i ) Countries grant permission for aggregated data, see Annex 2, to be used 

by ICES in the provision of scientific advice to the European Commis-

sion and other ICES clients of scientific advice.  A list of the ICES groups 

that require access to aggregated data will be provided to the RCG’s and 

ACOM members by 01 DEC each year. 

ii ) EU Member States (MS) grant permission for detailed data to be used 

by the RCG’s for the purposes of Article 9 of the DCF. 

iii ) An ICES entity on the approved list in (i), requiring detailed data from 

the RDBES, via the RDBES host can request access in writing to each 

country and EU MS4. The EU MS will be obliged to respond within two 

months from the date of the request.  

Other uses 

i ) An entity requiring detailed or aggregated data from the RDBES, can 

request access in writing to each Country. The EU MS will be obliged to 

respond within two months from the date of the request. 

For requests related to scientific publication, for EU MS Article 17(7) of the DCF ap-

plies. 

Persons from the European Commission have full access to, or can receive, EU coun-

tries’ data from the RDB/RDBES. 

An inventory, based on MS public reports, of data housed in the RDBES is available 

without restriction and on the RDBES website. 

Access Roles 

Based on the access granted in Access rights, users are given access to RDBES according 

to a role based matrix. For simplification and as guidance, the version presented below 

is shown with fewer roles and access types than are available in the actual role matrix 

that controls access in RDBES. All roles are managed by password controlled login, 

with the exception of ‘Public’ where no login is granted/required. 

 National 

Responsible 

  

Detailed Data 

Reader  

Aggregated 

Data Reader 

Public 

Manage X    

Process/estimate  X X   

Read/Download data 

- Detailed data X X   

- Aggregated data X X X  

- Inventory X X X X 

                                                           

4 The focal point in EU MS being National Correspondents in consultation with individual 
countries or autonomous data providers within member states. For non EU countries the 
ICES delegate is considered the focal point. 
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Governance of the RDBES 

The RDBES is hosted by ICES and is managed by a steering committee (SCRDBES).  

Security 

RDBES is hosted on a secure server and restricted to persons who have a user name 

and a password, a user name is for the sole use of that individual. Login is through a 

website secured with HTTPS protocol.  

The RDBES follows the principles of personal data protection, as referred to in Article 

2 of the DCF.  

Data ownership 

The national data in RDBES is owned by the individual countries.  

Policy for Data Providers 

Although the ICES Data Centre may perform some data quality/integrity control, the 

data providers always retain complete responsibility for data quality, according to Ar-

ticle 14 of the DCF. 

When changes (new data and revisions) are made in the data source (the national da-

tabase containing the primary data) countries are responsible to in a timely manner 

update and process their own data in the RDBES.  

It is the responsibility of the data provider to make sure that data that cannot be iden-

tified to any individual vessel or legal entity or at a resolution violating confidentiality 

rules5. 

Policy for Use of Data 

ICES, as the host and maintainer of the RDBES, will make data available in a timely 

way according to the defined Access rights 

 Correct and appropriate data interpretation is solely the responsibility of 

data users. 

 Data sources (individual data providers) must be duly acknowledged. 

 Data Users are obliged to inform ICES of any suspected problems in the 

data. 

 Data Users must respect any and all restrictions on the use or reproduction 

of data such as restrictions on use for commercial purposes 

Data can be shown in reports as described in Annex 2 

Data Quality 

According to Articles 14(1) of the DCF Member States are responsible for the quality 

and completeness of the primary data collected under national work plans, and for the 

detailed and aggregated data derived therefrom which are transmitted to end-users of 

scientific data. For non-EU countries, with reference to the ICES Data policy, data pro-

viders are responsible for the quality and completeness of data delivered to ICES. 

                                                           

5 The principles of personal data protection, as referred to in Article 17(2) in Regulation (EU) 
2017/1004.  



ICES SCRDB REPORT 2017 |  49 

 

On the basis of the recommendations made by the SCRDBES, ICES develops and ap-

plies quality assurance procedures as appropriate and feasible, and in cooperation with 

data providers and other organizations. ICES may also receive reports on potentially 

erroneous data. ICES will inform data providers of relevant quality issues. 

DISCLAIMER 

Correct and appropriate data interpretation is solely the responsibility of data users. 

Data Users must not expressly or otherwise imply ICES substantiation of their work, 

results, conclusions and/or recommendations.  

Whilst the data have been quality controlled by the supplying institutes, there are in-

herent flaws in gathering the information and care should be taken in analysing the 

data for purposes that the data were not primarily intended for. Thus users are urged 

to treat the data with caution.  

If the user has any queries on the validity of the data, to report errors, or the conclusions 

to be drawn from the analysis they have undertaken, please contact RDBsup-

port@ices.dk. If the query is about a specific national dataset then the user may wish to 

contact the National Focal Point for Fisheries data collection (http://datacollec-

tion.jrc.ec.europa.eu/national-correspondent) or ACOM member for non-EU countries 

(http://ices.dk/community/groups/Pages/ACOM.aspx). 

mailto:RDBsupport@ices.dk
mailto:RDBsupport@ices.dk
http://datacollection.jrc.ec.europa.eu/national-correspondent
http://datacollection.jrc.ec.europa.eu/national-correspondent
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Data Policy Document - Annex 1: Relevant articles from “Regulation 

(EU) 2017/1004 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 17 

May 2017 on the establishment of a Union framework for the collec-

tion, management and use of data in the fisheries sector and support 

for scientific advice regarding the common fisheries policy and re-

pealing Council Regulation (EC) No 199/2008” 

Article 2 (Data protection): Where relevant, the processing, management and use of 

data collected under this Regulation shall comply with, and be without prejudice to, 

Directive 95/46/EC and Regulations (EC) No 45/2001 and (EC) No 223/2009. 

Article 14(1): Member States shall be responsible for the quality and completeness of 

the primary data collected under national work plans, and for the detailed and aggre-

gated data derived therefrom which are transmitted to end-users of scientific data 

Article 17(1):  EU Member States shall set up adequate processes and electronic tech-

nologies to ensure an effective application of Article 25 of Regulation (EU) No 

1380/2013 and of this Regulation. They shall refrain from any unnecessary restrictions 

to the dissemination of detailed and aggregated data to end-users of scientific data and 

other interested parties. 

Article 17(3): In the case of requests made by end-users of scientific data in order to 

serve as a basis for advice to fisheries management, Member States shall ensure that 

relevant detailed and aggregated data are updated and made available to the relevant 

end-users of scientific data within the deadlines set in the request, which shall not be 

shorter than 1 month from the date of receipt of a request for those data. 

Article 17(4): In the case of requests other than those referred to in paragraph 3, Mem-

ber States shall ensure that the relevant data are updated and made available to the 

relevant end-users of scientific data and other interested parties within a reasonable 

period of time. Within 2 months from the date of receipt of the request, the Member 

States shall inform the requesting party of the duration of such time, which shall be 

proportionate to the scope of the request, and of the possible need of additional pro-

cessing of the data requested. 

Article 17(7): Where detailed data are requested for scientific publication, Member 

States may, in order to protect the professional interests of data collectors designated 

by the body in charge of the implementation of the national work plan, require that the 

publication of data be delayed by 3 years from the date to which the data refer. Member 

States shall inform the end-users of scientific data and the Commission of any such 

decision and of the reasons therefor. 

Article 18(1): With a view to reducing costs and facilitating access to detailed and ag-

gregated data for end-users of scientific data and other interested parties, Member 

States, the Commission, scientific advisory bodies and any relevant end-users of scien-

tific data shall cooperate to develop compatible data storage and exchange systems, 

taking into account the provisions of Directive 2007/2/EC. Those systems shall also fa-

cilitate dissemination of information to other interested parties. Such systems may take 

the form of regional databases. Regional work plans referred to in Article 9(8) of this 

Regulation may serve as a basis for agreement on such systems. 

Link to Regulation 

https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/dd3dc59f-557f-

11e7-a5ca-01aa75ed71a1  

https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/dd3dc59f-557f-11e7-a5ca-01aa75ed71a1
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/dd3dc59f-557f-11e7-a5ca-01aa75ed71a1
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Data Policy Document - Annex 2: Use of data 

Detailed and Aggregated data 

According to the definitions in this Data Policy, which is taken from the EU Regulation 

2017/1004, landing (CL) and effort data (CE) are considered aggregated data, and sam-

ple data (CS) are considered detailed data. The sample data (CS) will have to be aggre-

gated to month and subdivision/unit to be considered aggregated. 

Rules for use of data from the RDB 

The data cannot be shared with other persons outside the specific RCG or specific ICES 

Expert Group and cannot be used for other purposes than within the specific RCG or 

specific ICES Expert Group. The data can be stored at the RCG’s or ICES Expert 

Group’s SharePoint but must be password protected, and the chair must control access 

to the password. All persons who have a version of the data must delete the data after 

the specific RCG or specific ICES Expert Group have finished its work. 

Showing data in public reports 

General Rule 

Sample data (CS), landing data (CL) and effort data (CE) can always be shown when 

data are disaggregated at the following level: 

YEAR QUARTER  SPECIES  MÉTIER LEVEL 

4-6 

AREA6 

Landings (CL) and Efforts (CE) specific rules 

The data that will be publicly available through the RCGs or ICES Expert Groups re-

ports must be aggregated to at least the following highest resolution level. 

In the overall data there in general must be more than two different units in each vari-

able to be able to aggregate over the variables (e.g. to aggregate by country the data 

must include at least 2 different countries).  When showing landings and/or effort data 

in a public report the highest resolution is determined by selecting at least 4 out of the 

7 following variables.  Only one option/figure can be shown to ensure conclusions can-

not be drawn from a combination of several figures: 

VESSEL 

FLAG COUN-

TRY  

YEAR MONTH SPECIES  MÉTIER 

LEVEL 4-6 

VESSEL 

LENGTH 

CATEGORY  

STATISTI-

CAL REC-

TANGLE  

The following are some examples of this rule 

Examples: 

Landings data can be plotted by species, statistical rectangles and year when data are 

aggregated over country, month, métier level 4-6 and vessel length category. 

Effort data can be plotted by métier level 4-6, statistical rectangles and year when data 

are aggregated over country, month and vessel length category and species. 

                                                           

6 Subdivision or unit (FAO definition,http://www.fao.org/fishery/area/Area27/en ) 
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If it is needed to publish data at higher resolution the relevant National Correspond-

ents have to be asked for approval. 

Sample (CS) specific rules 

The data that will be public available through the RCGs or ICES Expert Groups reports 

should be aggregated to the same level as the landings data.  

The CS data holds information (auxiliary variables and obtained data) from sampled 

trips. It is not allowed to publish CS data in a report in such a way that the individual 

catches from a given trip are shown.  

Data need to be aggregated before shown in tables or figures. In this context data co-

vers both the data in the CS and data derived from the CS data e.g. estimated discard. 

In the overall data there in general must be more than three different samples in each 

variable to be able to aggregate over the variables. When showing sample data in a 

public report the highest resolution is determined by selecting at least 3 out of the 9 

following variables, and only one option/figure can be shown to ensure conclusions 

cannot be drawn from a combination of several figures: 

VESSEL 

FLAG 

COUN-

TRY  

YEAR MONTH SPE-

CIES 

MÉTIER 

LEVEL 

4-6 

VESSEL 

LENGTH 

CATE-

GORY  

VES-

SEL 

SIZE 

CATE-

GORY  

VESSEL 

POWER 

CATE-

GORY  

STATIS-

TICAL 

REC-

TANGLE  

The following are some examples of this rule 

Sampling example: 

Sampling data can be plotted by species, statistical rectangles and year only when data 

are aggregated over country, month, métier level 4-6, vessel length category, vessel size 

category, vessel power category. 

Map Plotting 

Individual hauls (HH) holds information on the geographical positions from sampled 

fishing operations. It is sometimes valuable to show these positions (e.g. for QA pur-

poses). If doing so only meta data or auxiliary variables can be used in the plots - never 

the result of the actual sampling. When plotting maps a maximum of three of the fol-

lowing variables can be used.  

VESSEL 

FLAG 

COUN-

TRY  

YEAR MONTH SPE-

CIES 

MÉTIER 

LEVEL 

4-6 

VESSEL 

LENGTH 

CATE-

GORY  

VES-

SEL 

SIZE 

CATE-

GORY  

VESSEL 

POWER 

CATE-

GORY  

POSI-

TION 

 

This rule does not apply if the amount of data in the map is so sparse that individual 

vessels or trips might be identified. It is the responsibility of the data user to ensure 

that maps do not plot data that comes from a small number of vessels or trips.    

Example: It is allowed to plot the positions of fishing operations by year, species and 

countries as long as métiers, vessel size category, vessel power category, vessel length 

category and month are left out. If the data user wanted to include métiers instead then 

one of the other variables (year, species or country) would need to be left out 
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If it is needed to publish data at higher resolution the relevant National Correspondent 

have to be asked for approval. 

Individual fish 

Individual fish (CA) holds information on measurement from individual fish. It is al-

ways acceptable to show these as individual measurements. 
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