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WGBYC role & Terms of Reference 

• Council Regulation (EC) 812/2004 has been the main driver: repealed 2019

• ToRs A & B – summarise reports with respect to monitoring, bycatch 
estimates and mitigation

• Provides scientific outputs for ICES advice process 

• ToR C – evaluate impacts of bycatch & prioritise areas where additional 
monitoring is needed 

• Collate and assess information on bycatch for protected species, including 
mammals, birds, turtles and fish.

• ToR F – Maintain WGBYC database & populate through formal Data Call 





• Fishing effort, sampling effort and bycatch records 

• Regulation 812/2004 and Data Collection 
Framework (DCF), EU-MAP

• In 2020, 19 of the 24 countries contacted 
responded (ICES and non-ICES members)

• Quality and quantity of submitted data varies

Data call & WGBYC database 



ICES WGBYC: Bycatch Risk Approach 
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Bycatch Risk Approach example





Impacts of bycatch: strandings

Bay of Biscay and the Channel (WGBYC 2018) 

Mortality exceeds the ASCOBANS anthropogenic removal limit of 
1.7% of best estimated abundance



Special request from OSPAR to ICES 2021: 
mortality of marine mammals due to bycatch in 

the OSPAR region



Quality Status Report (QSR 2023)

• Assess the environmental status of the North East Atlantic against the 
objectives of the North East Atlantic Environmental Strategy 2010-2020 Part I 
(NEAES 2020)

• May be used by Contracting Parties that are also EU Member States to 
support their reporting obligations under the Marine Strategy Framework 
Directive

• OSPAR Marine Mammal Expert Group (OMMEG) tasked with delivery 

• UK (Macleod, JNCC) leads marine mammal bycatch indicator



Grey seal and 
harbour porpoise

Common dolphin

Indicator on marine mammal bycatch

Candidate
indicator 



Assessment approach

• Bycatch Risk Approach of ICES WGBYC (September 2021)

• Data call Spring 2021

• Thresholds to be provided by the OSPAR expert group (OMMEG) 

• Currently, OSPAR has not agreed a conservation objective 

• OSPAR-HELCOM workshop (September 2019) recommendations: 
Minimise and where possible eliminate incidental catches of marine 
mammals, such that they do not represent a threat to the 
conservation status of the species

• Proposed for OSPAR’s draft North East Atlantic Environment Strategy 
(NEAES) 2030 Part II 



• Removal Limit Algorithm (RLA): North Sea harbour porpoise

• Potential Biological Removal (PBR): harbour porpoise other 
regions and common dolphin

• 1% of the best available abundance estimate

(ASCOBANS’ intermediate precautionary objective) 

Setting thresholds for cetacean assessments

Data “rich” 

Data “poor” 



• ASCOBANS “short-term practical sub-objective” “to restore and/or 
maintain stocks/populations to 80% or more of the carrying 
capacity” (Res.3.3).

• The population should recover to or be maintained at 80% of 
carrying capacity, on average, within a 100-year period” (RLA: 
Hammond et al. 2019). 

• Will adopt the Hammond et al. objective for the RLA and a 
“nouveau” PRB (Matthieu Authier, La Rochelle University, France)

Objectives for threshold procedures
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Thank you! 

kelly.macleod@jncc.gov.uk 


