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Executive summary  
This note is based on the experience in setting-up a common European framework system for 
the collection of fishery data and on the most recent improvements. After the adoption of the 
Data Collection Regulation (Reg. EC 1543/2000), all Member States started to enforce the new 
system, facing various difficulties and slowly adapting their previous way of working to the new 
common approach. The positive role played by the EC officers in charge of the dossier and by 
the STECF had helped the Member States to attain several goals and improve the quality of their 
Data Collection. Many practical and scientific problems were faced so far, several were fixed 
and a few one still need to find a solution.  
 
The experience of these years was the base for suggesting amendments, improvements and a 
more sophisticated approach, able to take into account the complexity of the EU fishing fleets. 
The new Reg. (EC) 199/2008 is now providing not only a regional approach, but also an 
approach by métier (against the previous stock-based sampling), which should be able to better 
describe also multi-gear and multi-species fisheries. The aquaculture is now in the system, 
together with several elements useful for the ecosystem approach. The biological and economic 
data, when relevant, have strict links; transversal variables are now established and bio-
economic models are now normal tools for the STECF, with the purpose to provide a more 
precise advice. The international approach is now well defined, together with a more feasible 
system for the use of scientific data. The strong cooperation between biologists, economists and 
other scientists with the fishers and their sector is now well planned, providing new 
opportunities and a good ground for continuously improving the whole system. 
 
The co-ordination at the international level is not only clearly identified, but also supported by a 
specific provision to provide an economic support to scientists belonging to all Member States 
concerned. 
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Acronyms 

ACF Advisory Committee for Fisheries 

ACFA Advisory Committee for Fisheries and Aquacolture 

CCAMLR Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic Marine Living Resources 

CCSBT Commission for the Conservation of Southern Bluefin Tuna 

CECAF Fishery Committee for the Central Eastern Atlantic 

DCR EC Data Collection Regulation 

GFCM General Fishery Commission for the Mediterranean 

IATTC Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission  

IOTC Indian Ocean Tuna Commission 

ICCAT International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas  

MS European Union Member States 

NAFO North Atlantic Fishery Organisation 

NEAFC North East Atlantic Fishery Commission 

NGO Non Governmental Organisation 

NP Data Collection National Programme 

NR Data Collection National Reports  

RAC Regional Advisory Council  

RCM Regional Co-ordination Meeting 

RFMO Regional Fishery Management Organisation 

RFO Regional Fishery Organisation  

SGRN STECF Sub-Group for Research Needs 

SPC Secretariat of the Pacific Community 

STECF Scientific, Technical and Economic Committee for Fishery 

SWIOFC South-Western Indian Ocean Fishery Commission  

SWOT Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, Threats 

WCPFC Western Central Pacific Fishery Commission 
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1.  The Data Collection Regulation: a common tool to better 
apply the Common Fishery Policy 

1.1. The previous situation 

Before the Data Collection Regulation (Reg. CE 1543/2000), the data on the fishing activity and 
the fishery sector were collected individually by each Member State, accordingly with the 
national statistical service rules or research opportunities.  

While fleet data were almost standardised and fishery production data were collected 
accordingly with the EUROSTAT system, biological and economic data were collected under 
many different systems, in various formats and sometimes provided a partial coverage of the 
main fishing activities. The differences among Member States were sometimes relevant, while 
there was a clear organisational difference between the ICES area and other areas where the EU 
fleets were active. 

As a matter of fact, the biological data collected in the ICES area for several species were at 
least formally able to provide the essential elements for many stock assessments and for the 
following management decisions, while many biological data on a long list of species were 
collected under different systems and opportunities in other areas, like the Mediterranean Sea 
and were only sometimes used for stock assessment purposes. 

The collection of economic data was more organised and structured in some countries, while it 
was not carried out in others, making difficult to assess the various fisheries. The use of bio-
economic models, adopted by the STECF since years, was limited to a very few countries, 
particularly because of a lack of basic data or domestic expertise.  

It was clear that, besides of the adoption of the EU Common Fishery Policy, a strong 
improvement of the data collection system was necessary, gradually setting-up a common 
approach, able to provide the basic data for the assessment of the fishery resources and the 
fishery sector. 

The systematic collection of reliable basic data on fisheries is essential for fish stock assessment 
and scientific advice, and consequently is of critical importance for the implementation of the 
common fisheries policy 

1.2. The first Data Collection Regulation 

After a long period of consultations, negotiations and scientific meetings, including those of 
STECF and ACF, the first Data Collection Regulation (Reg. CE 1543/2000) was adopted on 29 
June 2000.  

The DCR, as it was called since the beginning, for the first time, established a common 
framework to collect the basic data from the fishery sector and the fishing industry, with the 
purpose to provide the necessary information for the fishery biologists and economists. This 
effort was required to provide the relevant scientific bodies with a more homogenous data set, 
for providing a better scientific advice to develop the management tools within the CFP. 

The DCR did not necessarily imply an increase in the number of the data previously collected. It 
provided the general framework and the quality controls necessary to ensure the homogeneity of 
the data sets and a common collection system. The DCR provided a detailed list of parameters 
and data to be collected, time/space grids, identification of relevant groups of vessels and/or 
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ports, as well as relevant sectors of the fish processing industry (Annex I), a reference list of 
species and areas (Annex II and III) and a detailed list of economic parameters (Annex IV). 

The new regulation required all Member States to adopt National Programmes, to be agreed by 
the EC after a preliminary evaluation by the STECF (who specifically charged its SGRN). The 
first programming period covered the years 2002 to 2006, but NPs were agreed each year. The 
Data Collection was divided into two main chapters: the minimum Community programme 
covering the information absolutely needed for scientific evaluations, and an extended 
Community programme that includes, in addition to the information contained in the minimum 
programme, information likely to improve substantially the scientific evaluations. 

The following Commission Regulation (EC) 1639/2001 established the minimum and extended 
programmes for the collection of data in the fishery sector, lying down with the detailed rules 
for the application of Reg. EC 1543/2000. 

The precision levels required were specified along with many other technical or methodological 
issues, while XIX appendixes provided a very detailed list of all the parameters and data 
required for the several modules of the data collection. After the adoption of Reg. (EC) 
1639/2001 on 25 July 2001, the EC data collection framework system becomes functional and 
effective. The system was further improved after the following adoption of Reg. (EC) No. 
1581/2004 on 27 August 2004, which amended the pervious Reg. (EC) No. 1639/2001, while 
the Reg. (EC) No. 1543/2007, adopted on 13 November 2007, made the provision to establish a 
second programming period for the years 2007 and 2008, with the purpose to ensure consistent 
and synchronised programming at the Community and national level. 
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2.  The first round: an exercise which had a constant growth 
in terms of quality and quantity of data 

The practical enforcement of the DCR had at least a couple of important steps. At the beginning, 
it was still necessary to convince all MS about the relevance of this regulation and its framework 
system. The first three years were a sort of preliminary test, reducing the problems year after 
year. The segmentation of the fleets by main licence and length showed serious limits, 
particularly for the most complex fisheries, where multi-gear and multi-species activities are 
important. 

The first steps of the Data Collection programmes showed several problems and STECF 
(through its SGRN) played a great role in identifying them in detail, helping both Member 
States and the Commission in gradually improving the system over the time. 

It is quite interesting to compare the various STECF/SGRN reports on the evaluation of the 
National Reports through the first programming period.  

At the beginning and in the absence of a template for the technical reports, the structure and the 
contents of the MS were quite different: some MS provided synoptical tables on the sampling 
levels planned and achieved while others simply stated that they had fulfilled their programme 
proposal.  

During the evaluation process, STECF/SGRN came across a number of problems that were 
common to several or many technical reports: those include the late reporting, vital elements to 
the evaluation process missing in many and lots of superfluous information being given in 
others, insufficient or inadequate co-ordination at the national level, lack of precision levels in 
several NR, problems concerning the coverage of small vessels, a lack of clarity about the 
derogations required and provided, and some technical or methodological issues (sampling for 
length an age, international co-operation, etc.).  

Since the beginning, it was quite clear that there were several problems related to the funding 
procedures at the national level in several MS that were able to affect the data collection. 
STECF, in various reports, pointed out the need to adapt the DCR along with the obligations 
established by the RFMOs where the EU fleets were actively fishing.  

The large pelagic species showed several practical problems under various aspects, including 
length sampling and tagging. Furthermore, the fact that some NR were submitted in languages 
other than English created some practical problems in the evaluation procedure, sometimes due 
to a lack of time for the complete translation or to problems in the translation of the reports. 

Since 2001, many methodological workshops and meetings were held by ICES or STECF upon 
request or support by the EC, with the purpose to find solutions for the various problems faced 
by the data collection and to suggest ways to eventually amend and improve the EC DCR in the 
future.  

In the following years, STECF(1) noticed a progressive improvement of the technical reports 
submitted by MS, even if some problems remained.  

The precision levels were more broadly achieved and provided only after 2005, the problems 
with the national funding were noticed under various aspects over the time, the lack of clarity 

                                                 
1 See the several STECF and STECF/SGRN reports concerned in the Bibliography chapter. 
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about the derogations and the problems related to the “adaptation” of the DCR to international 
obligations continued. 

After the general adoption of the precision levels, quality improved a lot and data become 
finally more useful for assessment and management purposes. 

In the last two years, there was the second step of the data collection framework. As it was 
forecast, new NP were agreed for the period 2007-2008, waiting for the advanced and improved 
version of the DCR, taking into account the experience in the previous 2002-2006 period.  

According to the evaluation made by STECF/SGRN on the NR related to years 2006 and 2007, 
it is quite evident that the improvement is going on, either in terms of quality and quantity of 
data provided by MS; for the first time, STECF/SGRN adopted four parameters a reference for a 
summary quality overview of the NR, in addition to the analytical assessment carried out every 
year. The result of this exercise is presented in figure 1(2). 

Figure 1 – Quality evaluation of the National Reports for the years 2006 and 2007; data are in % 
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It is to be remarked that two MS had problems in submitting their 2007 reports: one because of 
the very late submission for the evaluation which prevented STECF/SGRN to properly assess 
the document, and the other one because of the very few data collection actions carried out 
within the agreed NP, only due to administrative reasons, which induced the MS concerned not 
to present any report. This last point again put into evidence the persisting problem of national 
funding in some MS. 

The MS which have been part of this first period of experience of the DCR are reported on 
figure 2. New MS will join the group of EU countries concerned by the DCR very soon, 
expanding the area coverage to the Black Sea. 

 

 
                                                 
2 The percentages were calculated over the total number of NR evaluated: 19 in 2006 and 18 in 2007. 
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Figure 2 – List of EU Member States and their participation to the data collection programme over the years 

Member State 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
Belgium
Cyprus
Denmark
Estonia
Finland
France
Germany
Greece
Ireland
Italy
Latvia
Lithuania
Malta
Netherlands
Poland
Portugal
Slovenia
Spain
Sweden
United Kingdom  
 
This first part of the EC data collection programme had a significant cost. While the EU funding 
are almost easy to identify, the final cost of the entire exercise is less clear, because some 
administrative problems are pending and the final approval of the MS budget report sometimes 
takes time. The European funding support to the DCR, taking into account only the co-financing 
of the NPs, is of 201.8 M € over the period 2001-2008. It is reasonable to assess the total cost 
of the data collection over the same period at about 420 M €, considering the different 
percentage of co-funding for the minimum and the extended programme. The amount of 
European funding in the various years is showed in Figure 3. 

Figure 3 – Distribution of the EC funding for the data collection in the various yeas till 2008 
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This first round of the DCR has been welcomed by several RFMOs and RFOs like ICEC, 
ICCAT and GFCM. 
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3.  Building the interconnection between biology and 
economy 

Fishery, as it is well known, is not only the way to provide proteins to humans, by using the 
marine resources, but it is also an economic activity having important social relevance. The 
economy is driving most of the fishery-related activities, maybe with the only exception of the 
pure subsistence ones, and then it is essential to collect and elaborate biological, environmental, 
economic and social data together to better define each issue, taking into account all the existing 
limits and constrains. 

Since the first steps of the EC Data Collection framework, the objective was to strictly link 
economy and biology within the fishery sector, also practically forcing and helping the two 
sectors to work together, and refining the sampling schemes according to the various needs. In 
this way, the link was clear either at the national or at the Community level. This was a 
completely new opportunity. 

While national authorities where encouraged to set-up a domestic framework having both 
economists and biologists since the first year of the enforcement of the DCR, the STECF was 
already working since its origin with both competencies, having also some technological 
expertise. Taking the opportunity of the new rules related to the STECF renewal (Reg. EC No. 
2371/2002 and 2005/629/EC), the EC worked successfully to reshuffle the components, creating 
a more balanced Committee, where biologists and economists are almost equally present3. At 
the same time, STECF itself strengthened its ability to use bioeconomic models, encouraging all 
members to get deeply involved in multidisciplinary discussions. This context formed a strong 
base not only to improve the quality of the scientific advice, but also to better help the EC to 
strictly follows and evaluate the evolution of the data collection framework system, by checking 
both the socio-economic and biological needs, even from a combined multidisciplinary 
approach.  

The new challenge of the ecosystem approach will be a complex exercise not only for the 
biologists but also for the economists, trying to find the way to sustainably use the fishery 
resources over the future times. In the new data collection framework context, the strict co-
operation among scientists and the various components of the fishery sector is becoming even 
more essential. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
3  The new STECF members were appointed with the decision 2007/C 268/08, published of the Official Journal of 

the European Union on 10 November 2007. 
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4.  Setting-up the bridge between researchers and fishers 
Since the beginning, it was clear to everybody that a more strict cooperation between the 
scientists and the fishery sector was needed.  

The provision to improve fishery landing data with discard data by using observers on board 
was clearly requiring a clear effort from researchers, fishers and fishmongers to work together, 
with the purpose to provide reliable data in the common interest. Working on board, in a strict 
contact with fishers, indirectly implies a constructive exchange of experience and knowledge 
which is an essential step for setting-up bridges if not existing before. 

The large publicity provided both by the EC and MS to the Data Collection Regulation, besides 
of some initial reluctances and suspects, informed the fishers, their organisations and the fishing 
industries about the new framework system and made clear that this was a highway to the 
enforcement of the Common Fisheries Policy, to reach a sustainable management in the general 
interest. 

Since the first steps of the DCR, fishers started to get used to see more scientists around, 
including economists making their interviews. It was logical to realize that all these efforts have 
the objective to increase the reliable knowledge of the fishery sector and to provide true data 
under a common framework.  

Many fishers’ organisations were able to immediately realise the potential power of the growing 
efforts and the several possibilities offered to the management system. Step by step the co-
operation increased, even if some grey areas still exist.  

The experience in this first round of the DCR had confirmed also the need to clearly separate the 
roles for a mutual benefit: the independent collection of fishery data can be ensured only by 
independent institutions and scientists, not involved in any fishers’ organisation or anyway 
linked to it, to increase the reliability of the collection itself and the following analysis. Fishers 
can directly carry out the data collection only when the conditions clearly defined by the 
DCR(4) occur. Fishers are essential to make the data collection possible and for bringing their 
valuable experience and know-how to scientists, with the purpose to support their efforts to 
realistically describe activities and catches.  

                                                

The new DCR will be able even to better link the scientific sector and the fishery sector, 
allowing them to work in a more reliable environment, for a general interest. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
4 Art. 11.4 of Reg.(EC) 199/2008. 
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5.  A lot of improvements, but some difficulties were still 
there 

As reported in the previous chapters, the first period of the DCR was able to provide a large 
amount of data but, at the same time, to put into evidence limits, problems and difficulties. This 
fact is considered positive and very valuable for the improvement of the DCR in the next 
version and to deeper analyse some issues. 

The false perception by some MS that the collection was not a well established obligation and 
that it had to be adjusted according to the level of contribution provided annually by the EC was 
able to create problems in some areas, while the insufficient clarity of some administrative rules 
(along with national difficulties in some MS) added unwanted troubles to the system. In some 
cases, these facts were able to strongly affect the data collection, making the effort by scientists 
partially useless because of delays in establishing the national framework or in providing 
contracts at the right times. 

There are still some MS considering the data collection programme as a sort of voluntary 
research effort, avoiding to include the cost of the NP in the national budget and always waiting 
for the final decision of the EC for setting-up the administrative framework with the research 
institutions concerned. Relevant delays and administrative lack of clarity are still happening, 
besides of the several administrative rules issued by the EC(5). 

It is well known that several research institutions had taken the financial responsibility to 
anticipate efforts and funding in many years on behalf of the MS, suffering for important delays 
and unclear contract conditions by the same MS.   

Besides of these important administrative or financial issues, some scientific problems were 
identified. The old segmentation, based on the main gear used and stock related, was a clear 
limit to have a focused analysis of the complex fisheries carried out in many areas. The new 
metier based approach is now adopted after many meetings and discussion, and it is certainly 
much better to describe the various fishing activities, but this relevant change shall create some 
troubles in the DCR historical series, whenever eventual additional information are not able to 
reconstruct and readdress the previous data.  

The general provision for allowing the observers on board is still insufficient and there are still 
well-known problems at various national levels, along with the lack of a proper financial support 
in several cases. The scientific observers need more focused and effective rules for allowing 
them on board in the simplest possible way, taking into account the risks and the difficulties of 
their duties. As an example, since years, several scientific institutions are suggesting that at least 
all new fishing vessels shall have a dedicated space for the observer on board, as a condition to 
benefit of public funds. 

The logical rule to have an international coordination for the scientific surveys is facing 
problems in some areas and it is possible that those well-established surveys at the national level 
having a long historical series might have difficulties to be enlarged to the nearest MS, due to 
administrative or management issues. 

The difficulties in immediately incorporating new mandatory rules established by RFMOs 
within the DCR framework are still difficult to solve, even if a special provision now exists 
from a general point of view. The need to explicitly refer about bilateral agreements for fisheries 
                                                 
5  The relevant Commission Decisions on the eligibility of expenditure within the DCR framework are 

2004/555/EC, 2005/486/EC, 2006/315/EC and 2007/605/EC, and the Council Decision 2005/703/EC. 
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in distant waters or in areas regulated by RFMOs, RFOs or bilateral agreements is quite 
relevant. These facts are very important when dealing with large pelagic species and distant 
water fisheries carried out by EU fleets. In this last case, the STECF noticed several problems 
also in detecting these activities and compare the NR with the NP concerned and other official 
information sources. 

The data collection of recreational fisheries(6) was initially limited to marine activities and 
partially followed by using pilot studies within the DCR framework. Not all MS were able to 
conduct these studies and some were clearly reluctant. As a consequence, this specific segment 
of the fishing sector still presents several grey areas. The new DCR now extend the data 
collection to inland waters for the eel and salmon recreational fisheries. 

The previous limit to use the data in an aggregated way and only for 20 days added difficulties 
for the scientific bodies that have to work on these data. The lack of precision levels in some 
relevant data sets for the first years of the DCR activities is able to prevent medium term 
analysis and to reduce the reliability of some stock assessments. Both issues were faced by the 
new DCR, but the previous troubles remain for the past. 

                                                 
6 Including the sport and game fisheries. 
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6.  A further step: the new framework for the collection, 
management and use of the data 

Most of the previously listed limits have been successfully overcome by the new regulation (EC 
Reg. 199/2008 and EC Reg. 665/2008)(7): now there are multi annual national programmes for 
3-year period, a single core mandatory programme and no more minimum and extended 
programmes. Annual budget commitments will be adopted by the Commission. 

The segmentation is now by metiér (which is also a practical challenge both for biologists and 
economists!) against the previous stock-based sampling, while the data collection and the 
overview will be organised on regional areas.  

The fishery management approach will be fleet- and area-based. These provisions shall imply a 
much more focused overview of the several fisheries concerned, and they certainly allow a 
better monitoring of the fishing activities, particularly in sectors where multi-gear and multi-
species are implied. This is quite important for the Mediterranean area, where these fishing 
approaches are typical. 

As a consequence, the data can be used in a more comprehensive and useful manner and this 
approach imply a broader framework.  

National data banks have been successfully set-up during the first round of the DCR and now 
data (including the VMS ones) can be used for assessment purposes without several limits 
existing before and this is a strong improvement of the system, required since the beginning by 
scientists, the rule of confidentiality being respected8. This open access for end-users is crucial 
for improving the scientific advice and its transparency, allowing also a peer review. 

The aquaculture finally entered into the framework, filling a gape which is also another 
challenge, due to the variety of aquaculture situations. The economic analysis in this field will 
be certainly able to provide a huge amount of data which are not actually available, while 
biologists should finally have access to some data sets which are relevant for some stock 
assessments. The fishing industry and processing is now fully covered by the collection of 
economic data, making possible to assess this sector in a more comprehensive way. 

A new geographical area entered into the system: the Black Sea. Besides of the initial 
difficulties in establishing the framework, this enlargement will also help the work of GFCM in 
improving the assessment in that area. A dedicated preparatory work was already carried out by 
the STECF following a precise indication by the EC. 

Several elements, quite useful to initiate the process of the ecosystem approach, are now into the 
system, even if this section will require several additional steps and many future efforts, besides 
of periodical checks and additional funding. The new data sets should be able to provide 
elements to better assess the state of the marine ecosystems impacted by fishing activities. The 
new regulation concerning conservation issues will be implemented, planning also the inclusion 
of the Natura 2000 network and the implementation of the Maritime Policy concerned (i.e.: 
closed areas). 

The biological and economic data, when relevant, have strict links; transversal variables are now 
established and bio-economic models are now normal tools for the STECF, with the purpose to 
provide a more precise advice for the managers.  
                                                 
7  Also supported by the Council Reg. No. 861/2006 on the financial perspectives for the period 2007-2013 and the Commission 

Decision draft (with technical details) No. XXX/2008. 
8  The protection of privacy for individuals and confidential economic information of companies will be guaranteed.  
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As reported in the previous chapters, the first period of the DCR was able to provide a large 
amount of data but, at the same time, to put into evidence limits, problems and difficulties. This 
fact is considered positive and very valuable for the improvement of the new DCR and even for 
future versions.  

The reliability of the data collected should be better checked, within the limits of the DCR 
framework, and this is a basic requirement and another challenge for the evaluation system. 

The need to establish a cost/efficient system in now well faced and specific provisions have 
been set to better ensure the efficiency. The new DCR will be implemented gradually. 

The new DCR now covers the whole process, from the general framework to the collection, up 
to the end-users.  

MS will continue to be responsible for setting-up the agreed data collection within the DCR 
framework and independently from the co-funding levels, for the maintenance of the primary 
data in their national databases and for their transmission when required. A sanction system will 
be enforced for non-compliance by MS. 

Several pilot projects and studies have been already identified to support and gradually improve 
the new DCR and some of them will be carried out through the co-operation of RACs. 

The Commission’s advisory bodies for the consultation are identified as the STECF, the ACFA 
and the RACs. 
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7.  The regional approach with a strong co-ordination 
The Regional approach is one of the most important changes adopted by the new DCR. It 
provides not only the logical geographic framework for the collection, but also the step-by-step 
procedure to set-up internationally agreed efforts to provide data which are more useful for the 
management and for the better understanding of the evolution of the various stocks or fisheries 
concerned. 

The regions identified by Reg. (EC) No. 665/2008 are the following: 
• the Baltic Sea (ICES areas III b-d), 
• the North Sea (ICES areas IIIa, IV and VIId) and the 
• Eastern Arctic (ICES areas I and II), 
• the North Atlantic (ICES areas V-XIV and NAFO areas), 
• the Mediterranean Sea and the Black Sea, 
• regions where fisheries are operated by Community vessels and managed by Regional 

Fisheries Management Organisations to which the Community is contracting party or 
observer. 

MS and the Commission shall coordinate their efforts and cooperate in order to further improve 
the reliability of scientific advice, the quality of the work programmes and the working methods 
of the regional fisheries management organisations to which the Community is contracting party 
or observer and international scientific bodies9. 

The role of RCMs will be enhanced and reinforced and the Commission will play a support role 
for both MS and third countries, with the purpose to better co-ordinate the national programmes, 
and implement the collection, management and use of data in the same region.  

A strong programming action is now well set, where adjustments can be done with the purpose 
to properly fit the NP within the regional international framework, also taking into account the 
various needs of the RFMOs. 

The issue of how to incorporate in real time within the DCR framework and the NPs the relevant 
rules or provisions eventually established by RFMOs(10) on a yearly base is still to be defined in 
detail. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
                                                 
9  Art. 24, Reg. (CE) 199/2008. 
10  i.e.: GFCM, ICCAT, IATTC, IOTC, etc. 
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8.  The support for the international meetings 
There is a part of the new DCR which maybe seems minor, but it is, on the contrary, quite 
important in terms of the international approach for the management of fishery resources.  

The Reg. (CE) 199/2008 now includes in art. 23 a specific provision for scientists participating 
at meetings organised by international scientific bodies or by RFMOs where the Community is a 
contracting party or observer. In such cases, MS shall ensure the participation of their national 
experts. 

The Reg. (CE) No. 665/2008, art. 10, concerns the new provision to agree about a list of 
international meetings, organised by international scientific bodies or by RFMOs where the EC 
is contracting party or observer and where MS have a specific interest to participate. Now, the 
EC is able to provide an economic support to scientists(11), with the purpose to have always a 
good team of community scientists at each meeting, to improve the scientific advice and ensure 
the international co-operation at the regional level. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
11 The financial support by the EC is limited to a maximum of two scientists per MS. 
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