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Project Proposals Received for Future Funding 

 

1. Following a call for project proposals issued to ASCOBANS Parties and partner 
organizations on 12 January 2010, the attached funding applications were received by 
the Secretariat. 

2. The members of the Advisory Committee are requested to consider the proposals and 
decide on their suitability for funding through the Agreement, as well as the priorities to 
be assigned to suitable projects. 

3. In order to ensure the necessary flexibility, the Secretariat would welcome it if the AC did 
not produce a definitive shortlist, trying to match the projects selected with the available 
funds.  Rather, it is proposed that proposals are grouped in categories, such as: 

 very high priority 

 high priority 

 medium priority 

 not a priority / not suitable for funding 

4. Such a categorization would enable the Secretariat to respond appropriately if a selected 
project does not materialize or the budgetary needs of a project need to be corrected by 
the time a funding agreement is concluded.  It would also allow the Secretariat to 
fundraise specifically for those projects that the Committee has assigned high priority, but 
for which funds are lacking. 

5. The Advisory Committee may of course also decide to provide partial funding for projects.  
In this case, the AC should instruct the Secretariat which maximum amount should be 
made available to the applicant, provided co-funding from other sponsors can be 
obtained.  A condition for funding through ASCOBANS is that the project is guaranteed to 
be implemented. 

6. The AC retains the right to decide on the use of leftover funds, including assigning them 
to projects conceptualized during the meeting or emerging issues.  If that is the case, the 
meeting could: 

 request a meeting participant to develop and forward a proposal to the Secretariat, 
which will be reviewed by email 

 instruct the Secretariat to make a call for proposals on a specific subject, to be 
reviewed by email 

7. In order to aid such an inter-sessional evaluation process, it is suggested that the 
meeting set up a working group.  The Advisory Committee would delegate the authority 
to decide on the funding of proposals received under the conditions described in 
paragraph 5 above to this working group. 
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Proposals Received in Response to the 2010 Call 

8. A total of eight proposals was received by the deadline set (28 February).  The detailed 
proposals and CVs of researchers, if provided, are attached in the annexes to this 
document.  The following table gives an overview: 

 

No. Title Applicant Funding 
Requested 

1 Inventories of harbour porpoise Phocoena 
phocoena phocoena presence in Russian 
territorial waters of the Baltic sea 

Biologists for Nature 
Conservation 

6,950 EUR 

2 Porpoise alerting device to enhance 
awareness towards fishing gear: prototype 
and field tests 

Prof. Dr. Boris Culik, 

F3. Forschung. Fakten. 
Fantasie. 

25,617 EUR 

3 Feasibility study on the creation of a web-
accessed strandings database covering 
Agreement Party and Range States within 
the ASCOBANS region 

Dr Paul Jepson / Rob 
Deaville 

Zoological Society of 
London 

8,500 EUR 

4 Pollutant exposure in coastal top predators: 
assessing current levels of exposure and 
toxic effects 

Dr Paul Jepson / Rob 
Deaville 

Zoological Society of 
London 

9,750 EUR 

5 Effects of contaminants on reproduction, 
Phase II 

Dr Sinéad Murphy 

Sea Mammal Research 
Unit, University of St. 
Andrews 

13,591 EUR 

6 Understanding harbour porpoise (Phocoena 
phocoena) and fishery interactions in the 
north-west Iberian Peninsula 

Prof. Graham J. Pierce / 
Fiona L. Read 

School of Biological 
Sciences (Zoology), 
University of Aberdeen / 
Instituto Español de 
Oceanografía 

10,000 EUR 

7 Evolutionary history and conservation 
genetics of white-sided dolphin and white-
beaked dolphin in the North Atlantic: 
Evaluating evolutionary differences and 
causes of diversity decline on pelagic and 
coastal dolphin species 

Dr. Eulalia Banguera-
Hinestroza 

School of Biological 
Sciences, University of 
Durham 

22,976 GBP 

8 Investigation of the Eye Peninsula, Isle of 
Lewis, Scotland as a nursery ground for 
Risso’s dolphins (Grampus griseus) 

Sarah Dolman 

Whale & Dolphin 
Conservation Society 

11,110 GBP 
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FORMAT FOR PROJECT PROPOSALS  

FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF THE ASCOBANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

 

 

Title 

 

Inventories of harbour porpoise Phocaena phocaena 

phocaena presence in Russian territorial waters of the Baltic 

sea. 

Justification:  

CMP 

Project ID: 

PP/2010/01 

Implementing 

Agency / 

Applicant 

 

Saint Petersburg Charitable Public Organisation (SPb CPO) "Biologists for 

Nature Conservation" 

Russian Federation, Saint Petersburg, Universitetskaya emb. 7/9 

Reg. No  7801210676  

Phone: +7 812 328-96-20 

Fax: +7 812 328-97-53 
 

Collaborating 

Agencies / 

Other 

Sponsors 

 

Russian State University named after Kant, St. Petersburg State University, WWF 

Sweden 

Background / 

Problem 

 

Harbour porpoise Phocaena phocaena phocaena (Linnaeus, 1758) was considered 

extinct in the eastern part of the Baltic sea. Nevertheless there are some data obtained 

recently by Finish biologists on detection of P.p. phocaena in Finish water area. In the 

Russian Federation there were no recent studies devoted to determination of P.p. 

phocaena status in the Russian part of the Gulf of Finland. But there’re still some 

concerns on whether this mammal is still exist in the area or not. Currently this species 

is included into Red Data Book of the Russian Federation as a subspecies with unknown 

status, poorly studied and low in number.  

 

Objectives 

 

Project aims to find out if there are any observations or recordings of Harbour porpoises 

made by fishermen or locals and also to try to find any remains or bones of the animals 

on the Gulf of Finland islands in order to prove or disprove occurrence of this 

subspecies in the Russian water area in the Baltic sea. Depending on the results future 

investigation activities and/or conservation measures will be proposed.  

 

Relevance to 

ASCOBANS 

 

Harbour porpoise is an object of Jastarnia group work. For example during the 16
th

 

meeting of ASCOBANS Advisory Committee it was agreed to submit a draft 

Resolution on the adoption of the revised Jastarnia Recovery Plan for Baltic Harbour 

Porpoises and the Conservation Plan for Harbour Porpoises in the North Sea to the 

6th Meeting of Parties. It was also agreed that the Harbour porpoise population needs 

urgent conservation measures and for instance south-western Baltic sub-region 

seems to be a geographic gap between the Baltic and North Sea Action Plans. We 

suppose that Eastern part of the Baltic sea also needs to be studied in order to 

complete the data on P.p. phocaena distribution.  
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Activities 

 

The main activities will be the following: 

- To work out questionnaires for fishermen and locals working in the Russian Part of 

the Gulf of Finland or living near the coast line.  

- To establish a network of contacts with commercial fishing brigades and individual 

fishermen in Kaliningrad region and Leningrad region.  

- To implement questionnaire survey by distribution (and further collection) of 

questionnaires among target groups and conducting of verbal interviews.  

- To implement a few field observations (using boat or catamaran) around the main 

islands, located in the Russian part of the Gulf of Finland in order to find bones or 

other remains of P.p. Phocaena on the shores.  

- To process collected data and write a report based on the results achieved. If the 

results are positive then develop a major project for more precise investigation of P. 

p. phocaena population in the Gulf of Finland and propose measures for its 

effective conservation.    

 

Outputs 

 

- Report on the investigations made containing detailed information received from 

fishermen in different regions of studying area, maps with points (if any) where P.p. 

phocaena was observed by fishermen, locals or experts or its remains were found. 

- Set of measures for further research, conservation and management activities 

concerning P.p. phocaena in the Gulf of Finland if any traces of its presence in the 

area are found.  

-      Publication of research results 

Work Plan 

and 

Timetable 

 

Activity  Dates Responsible persons 

Working out of the 

questionnaire 

20.05.2010 – 

10.06.2010 

Irina Trukhanova, 

Rustam Sagitov 

Field observations (boat or 

catamaran) 

20.05.2010-

20.07.2010 

Mikhail Verevkin, Irina 

Trukhanova, Gennadiy 

Grishanov 

Work with fishermen and 

locals: questionnaire survey, 

data collecting  

10.06.2010 – 

31.08.2010 

Irina Trukhanova, Mikhail 

Verevkin, Gennadiy 

Grishanov 

Processing of data, development  of 

report and related papers 
1.09.2010 – 

30.09.2010 

Irina Trukhanova, Mikhail 

Verevkin, Gennadiy 

Grishanov, Rustam 

Sagitov 

Financial reporting 01.10.2010 – 

15.10.2010 

Margarita Dudareva 

Project duration – from 20.05.2010 to 20.12.2010 

 

Project 

Personnel 

 

1. Irina Trukhanova  

Position, affiliation: projects coordinator, SPb CPO "Biologists for Nature 

Conservation"  

Contacts: e-mail irina_trukhanova@yahoo.com, tel. +79052233156 

Specialization – ecologist, marine mammal specialist 

Role within the project – project coordinator 

mailto:irina_trukhanova@yahoo.com


DRAFT FORMAT FOR PROJECT PROPOSALS FOR ASCOBANS 

 3 

 

2. Mikhail Verevkin  

 

Position, affiliation: research worker in St. Petersburg State University, zoological 

department, expert in SPb CPO "Biologists for Nature Conservation"  

Contacts: vermiv@yandex.ru, tel. +79219769499,  

Specialization: mammalogist, marine mammal specialist 

Role in the project: expert 

 

 

3. Gennadiy Grishanov  

Position, affiliation: head of zoological and ecological department in Russian State 

University named after Kant (Kaliningrad region) 

Contacts: tел. 8 (4012) 53 37 26. 

Specialization: zoologist, PhD 

Role within the project: expert 

 

4. Rustam Sagitov  

Position, affiliation: director, SPb CPO "Biologists for Nature Conservation"  

Contacts: rustam_sagitov@bfn.org.ru 

Specialization: zoologist, Phd 

Role within the project: expert 

 

5. Margarita Dudareva 

Position, affiliation: accountant, SPb CPO "Biologists for Nature Conservation"  

Contacts: rita381@mail.ru, tel. 8812-328-96-20 

Role within the project: accountant 

 

Budget 

Estimates 

 

 

Project item 

Per 

item, 

Euros 

 

Number 

of items, 

max 

Funds 

requested of 

ASCOBANS, 

Euros 

Additional 

sources of 

funding 

 

Catamaran 

(boat) rent 

  

800 per 

day 

 

2 

 

1600  

Possibly WWF 

Sweden 

- several additional 

days of catamaran 

rent within 

investigation of the 

Gulf of Finland 

islands’ fauna 

programme 2010 

Salary 

(including 

13% fee) 

 

Experts 

 

30 

per day 

per 

expert 

 

90 

 

2700 

Additional working 

days if needed 

(SPb CPO 

"Biologists for 

Nature 

Conservation") 

mailto:vermiv@yandex.ru
mailto:rita381@mail.ru
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Project 

coordinator 

30 

per day 

30 900 Additional working 

days if needed 

(SPb CPO 

"Biologists for 

Nature 

Conservation") 

 

Accountant 

25 

per day 

10 

 

250 Additional working 

days if needed 

(SPb CPO 

"Biologists for 

Nature 

Conservation") 

Travelling  

 

 

Car fuel    200  

Train/bus 

tickets 

  800 Accommodation and 

per diems  

800 Euros 

(SPb CPO 

"Biologists for 

Nature 

Conservation" and 

Kaliningrad State 

University) 

Other 

project 

related costs 

Office 

supplies, 

post 

services, 

etc.  

  300 300 Euros  

(SPb CPO 

"Biologists for 

Nature 

Conservation") 

 

Bank 

charges 

  200  

Translation 

services  

    500 Euros 

(SPb CPO 

"Biologists for 

Nature 

Conservation") 

Publications     300 Euros 

(SPb CPO 

"Biologists for 

Nature 

Conservation") 

Organizing 

of working 

meetings  

(venue, 

meal) 

 100 

Euros 

Per 

meeting 

3  300 Euros 

(SPb CPO 

"Biologists for 

Nature 

Conservation") 

Total, 

Euros 

   6950 2200 
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Title 

Porppoise alerting device to enhance 
awareness towards fishing gear: prototype and 
field tests  

Justification:  

(to be 
completed by 
the Secretariat) 

Project ID: 

(to be 
completed by 
the Secretariat) 

 

Implementing Agency / 
Applicant 

 

 
Prof. Dr. Boris Culik 
F³: Forschung . Fakten . Fantasie 
Am Reff 1 
D- 24226 Heikendorf 
  
Fon: +49(0) 431 2378 588 
Mobil +49 (0) 172 750 41 92 
Fax: +49(0) 431 2378 589 
Email: bculik@fh3.de 
Web: www.fh3.de 
 

 

Collaborating Agencies 
/ Other Sponsors 

 

 

Potential partners (to be confirmed): 

L3 ELAC Nautik, Kiel 

MC-Elektronik, Schwedeneck 

Fjord and Baelt Centre, Kerteminde, DK 

(SEAMARCO, Harderwijk, NL) 

(Gesellschaft zum Schutz der Meeressäuger, Hamburg) 

 

 

Background / Problem 

 

 

Due to their habitat in productive coastal waters, harbour 

porpoises are captured incidentally in commercial fisheries 

throughout their range. Porpoises are taken in a variety of gear 

types including weirs, pound nets, cod traps, purse seine nets and 

surface gill nets, but the vast majority of this mortality occurs in 

bottom-set gill nets (Culik, 2010). The annual bycatch of harbour 

porpoises e.g. in the Danish North Sea bottom-set gillnet fisheries 

was estimated to have been in the range of 2,867-7,566 between 

1987-2001, with a significant reduction in the most recent years 

due to a decrease in both effort and landings (Vinther and Larsen, 

2004). 

Acoustic deterrents (i.e. pingers) exclude harbour porpoises from 

the vicinity of threatening nets and reduce by-catch rates in gillnet-

fisheries (Culik et al. 2001). Pingers are now mandatory in Danish 

gillnet-fisheries around wrecks (Finn Larsen, pers. comm.) as well 

as in the North and Celtic Seas, the German Baltic Sea  between 

Warnemünde and the Polish border and in 2 areas in Swedish 

Baltic for fishing vessels over 12 m length (EU Regulation 
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812/2004). However, porpoises also become entangled in nets set 

from boasts smaller than 12 m. 

But the main drawbacks of the currently used pingers are a) 

adaptation. Animals may become used to the signal and reduce 

their distance to the harmful obstacles, becoming entangled in the 

end. B) exclusion from feeding grounds. Porpoises were shown to 

widely avoid pingers and therefore would be excluded from 

biologically relevant habitat (Culik et al. 2001). This is of particular 

concern, as e.g. in Kiel Bight in the Baltic Sea, every km of 

shoreline is fished with set gillnets on 100 days per year. If all 

these nets were equipped with pingers, porpoises would 

effectively be excluded from all potential fishing grounds. And nets 

not equipped with pingers (i.e. from boats smaller than 12 m), and 

set simultaneously in adjacent areas would be prone to catch 

porpoises and do. 

Another possibility for the reduction of by-catch is the use of 

acoustically reflective nets. Mooney et al (2004) and we ourselves 

found that in an acoustically enhanced Barium-Sulfate net, 

acoustic target strength was higher at 150 kHz than in a standard 

nylon net (Koschinski et al. 2006). Field tests showed that 

Harbour porpoises can detect the enhanced net 4.4 m in advance 

of standard nylon nets.  

This material was tested by others in real fisheries, albeit  

with variable results: by-catch was reduced in some field tests, 

while catch rates of target species remained constant. In other 

tests, by-catch and catch rates were both reduced (e.g. Trippel et 

al. 1999).  

However, because in our study porpoises were often found to 

swim without echolocating, we suggested using a combination of 

reflective nets and warning sounds (Koschinski et al. 2006).  

Another solution may lie in using enticing sounds only, i.e. of 

acoustically alerting porpoises to nets rather than attempting to 

deter them with the currently used standard pingers. This has the 

advantage of including the animals cognitive capabilities in the 

strategy of avoiding entanglement and reducing by-catch.  

The idea of using harbour porpoise clicks for enhancing 

awareness was originally developed by Nick Tregenza, 

UK.Koschinski et al. (2003) and Eskesen et al. (2003) report that 

certain sounds trigger investigative behaviour, echolocation 

activity increasing by 70–130% to investigate the sound source. 
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This may help in alerting them to otherwise "invisible" nets.  

However, a field study by Kindt-Larsen (2008) concluded that a 

custom-made PAS pinger producing directional porpoise-alerting-

sounds based on porpoise clicks did not reduce bycatch in a 

short-term field test. The author does not exclude, however, the  

possibility that a technically improved alerting pinger which 

succeeds in stimulating porpoises to a higher click rate may 

achieve this.  

In a preliminary study, we developed together with L3-ELAC-

Nautik and MC Elektronik a novel porpoise alerting device. This 

prototype (composed of sound transducer, cable and electronics 

box) emits porpoise echolocation clicks at a frequency of 132 kHz 

and a sound source level of 142.5 dB re 1 µPa 1m. These are 

bundled in click trains of adjustable inter-click interval and klick 

number. Sounds at these frequencies are inaudible to seals and 

fish. 

In a preliminary test at the Fjord and Baelt Centre, Kerteminde, 

DK, one of two centers maintaining harbour porpoises in captivity 

world-wide, the reaction of two animals naïve to this alerting 

device was tested. Preliminary visual and acoustic observational 

data suggests that the animals were not deterred by the artificial 

clicks but rather investigated the source by increasing their 

echolocating intensity (Culik, unpublished results). These results 

were very promising 

 

 

Objectives 

 

 

We apply here for funds to continue our investigations on this 
novel acoustic porpoise alerting device. We plan: 

- To conduct a dedicated and scientifically sound study on 
the reactions of captive harbour porpoises towards the 
sounds emitted by the prototype of the alerting device in 
the Fjord and Baelt Centre,  DK  

- To repeat this test on free-living harbour porpoises in 
areas of high animal density 

- To continue development of the alerting device, reducing 
power consumption and improving the general design, so  
that two self-contained prototypes can be produced for 
further trials. 

We expect the echolocation activity of harbour porpoises to 
increase significantly during deployment of this alerting device. 
Inquisitive active acoustic behaviour should lead especially young 
animals which have very acute hearing (Kastelein et al. 2002) in 
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the wild to detect the monofilament of fishing nets, thus enabling 
them to avoid the obstacle in time before becoming entangled.  

 

 

Relevance to 
ASCOBANS 

 

 

As stated in the Agreement on the Conservation of Small 
Cetaceans of the Baltic and North Seas (New York, 1992), 
Chapter 2: 

2.1 The Parties undertake to cooperate closely in order to achieve 
and maintain a favourable conservation status for small 
cetaceans. 
2.2. In particular, each Party shall apply within the limits of its 
jurisdiction and in accordance with its international obligations, the 
conservation, research and management measures prescribed in 
the Annex.  
 
The Annex states explicitly in Chapter 2: 
“Studies under (c) should include research on habitat 
requirements, feeding ecology, trophic relationships, dispersal, 
and sensory biology with special regard to effects of pollution, 
disturbance and interactions with fisheries, including work on 
methods to reduce such interactions. 
 

 

Activities 

 

 

A. Tests on harbour porpoises in captivity: 

These tests are to be conducted during the early summer months 
in the Fjord and Baelt Centre,  DK. The objective of these tests is 
to assess the reaction of harbour porpoises to the two variables 
“duration of interclick-interval” and “numbers of clicks in the 
pulse”. These tests are to be scientifically and statistically 
documented and are required to optimize the performance of the 
alerting device with respect to power consumption vs. reaction 
achieved. 

We plan for a series of 4 tests over the course of 2 months, each 
lasting 3 days. This requires travel to the aquaria, the help of a 
field assistant and a contribution towards animal husbandry. 
Subsequent data analysis and comparison with data on previous 
sound tests will require ca. 8 days.  

 

B. Test on naïve animals in the wild. 

These filed tests are to be conducted in an area of high Harbour 
Porpoise density, i.e. in the waters of the Lille Baelt, DK. HP 
activity will be monitored visually and acoustically using a 
theodolite from an elevated position as well as an autonomous 
click detector moored at the same position as the alerting device. 
The alerting device will be remotely switched on and off and 
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sound / no sound periods compared. A series of 4 field tests is 
envisaged, each lasting 5 days. 

 
C. Development of self-contained prototypes for further tests. 

The lab-version alerting device consists of a sound transducer, 
cable and electronics box and cannot be used in fishery field tests 
as it is. This step requires further development of the electronics 
and transducer. The delicate electronic components need to be 
encased in a shock- and waterproof housing and the sound 
transmission to the surrounding water optimized by using 
appropriate encapsulation and sound coupling techniques 
available at ELAC. Two field tests are planned to test that harbour 
porpoises in captivity and in the wild react to these prototypes 
similarly to the results obtained with the lab-version. 

 

 

Outputs 

 

 

The aim of this project is to develop an alternative to acoustic 
harassment devices used to reduce harbour porpoise by-catch. 
These so-called standard pingers have a variety of drawbacks, 
such as habitat exclusion, noise generation and reduction in 
efficiency over time.  

Alerting at the site of the risk, at frequencies which do not call 
other species such as seals (because they can't hear 130 kHz) 
and which are inaudible to fish, with low energy requirements and 
at low costs to the customer (i.e. the fishermen) is, in my view, the 
technical solution. The research I propose aims at improving the 
enhancing device so that in the end we have a device that works. 

Outputs of the activities will be in form of:  

- A novel self-contained acoustic alerting prototype 

- progress reports to parts A-C 

- scientific publications on parts A and B 

- public outreach and popular science reports in the local 
media 

 

The applicant of this proposal is familiar with the various bycatch 
reducing devices currently available (to be updated in a dedicated 
workshop during the European Cetacean Society Conference on 
March 20, 2010 in Stralsund, Germany). To the best of my 
knowledge there is no other company or organisation developing 
a similar product. 

 
Note: These investigations are the basis for further research: In 
order to test whether wild porpoises learn to associate the sound 
emitted by the new alerting device with threatening gillnets 
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employed in commercial fisheries, a subsequent field study will be 
required. A positive outcome would suggest that the alerting 
device is sufficient to attract the porpoises attention towards the 
net. A negative outcome would require a subsequent test in 
conjunction with reflective nets. 

 

Work Plan and 
Timetable 

 

 

Part A: Tests with harbour porpoises maintained in captivity are to 
be conducted: 

a) in April-May on the lab-version of the alerting device. Data 
analysis is to be completed in June, 2010.  

b) In August 2010 on the self-contained prototype alerting 
device. 

Tests will involve visual observation of porpoise behaviour, 
e.g. using a video camera, as well as acoustic monitoring 
using a click detector moored at the same position as the 
alerting device. 

 

Part B: Field tests on wild animals are to be conducted: 

a) on the lab-version of the device during the summer months 
as of June 2010.  

b) On the self-contained version starting in August 2010. 

In addition to the setup described in “A” above, a theodolite 
will be employed to determine porpoise position, course and 
minimal distance from the alerting device during periods of 
“on” and “off”. 

 

Part C: Optimisation of the alerting device and building of four  
self-contained prototypes with properties allowing autonomous 
use in a fishery test will commence in July 2010. These devices 
are to be tested in the aquarium as well as field situations prior to 
the fall. 

 

 

Project Personnel 

 

The project is to be carried out by the applicant as well as by 
partners in the institutions mentioned above. 

 

 

Budget Estimates 

 

Part A: tests in Fjord and Baelt Centre. 

12 testing days scientist à € 350 

12 testing days student à € 100 

12 testing days animal husbandry à € 600 

12 Overnight stays including daily allowance à € 150 

4 Travelling allowance from Kiel to Fredericia à € 150 

Data analysis 8 days scientist à € 350 
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Sum Part A: € 17.800 +  € 3.382 (19% VAT) = € 21.182 

 

Part B: Tests in the field 

4 x 5 days scientist à € 350 

rental of theodolite equipment € 3.200 

4 x 4 overnight stays à € 150 

4 trips à € 150 

Data analysis scientist 8 days à € 350 

Sum Part B: € 16,000 +  € 3.080 (19% VAT) = € 19.080 

 

Part C: Building of four self-contained prototypes 

Includes electronic layout, sound transducer, encapsulation, 
physical testing in tank 

Lump sum: € 4.500 +  € 855 (19% VAT) = € 5.355 
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FORMAT FOR PROJECT PROPOSALS  

FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF THE ASCOBANS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

 

Title 

Feasibility study on the creation of a web-accessed 
strandings database covering Agreement Party and Range 
States within the ASCOBANS region.  

Justification:  

CMP 

Project ID: 

PP/2010/03 

Implementing Agency / 

Applicant 

 

Dr Paul Jepson; Rob Deaville 

Institute of Zoology (Zoological Society of London) 

Regent’s Park 

London NW1 4RY 

UK  

 

Collaborating Agencies / 

Other Sponsors 

 

All stranding networks in the ASCOBANS regions will be invited to 
participate and a list of initial contacts has already been compiled. 

 

Background / Problem 

 

Existing stranding networks throughout Europe monitor and investigate 
cetacean strandings around the coastlines of the countries in which they 
operate. Although data which they collect during the course of such 
investigations are routinely recorded and in some cases made available 
through reports or public release of information, no centralised 
European point of access currently exists for the recording and display 
of data on both strandings and any necropsies which have been carried 
out. Creation of a web-accessed database in the ASCOBANS region 
would facilitate access to data on European strandings and would be of 
potential benefit for scientists, policy makers and NGOs, as well as 
helping inform the wider public.  

 

Objectives 

 

In this project, we aim to invite participants from stranding networks in 
the ASCOBANS region to attend a meeting at Zoological Society of 
London (ZSL) in London, UK. At the meeting, strandings and necropsy 
data held by each network would be discussed, with a view to 
establishing potential common areas and current methods of data 
output. Stranding networks from both Agreement Party states and 
Range States would be invited to attend.  

 

 

Figure 1 Agreement Parties and Range States  

AC17/Doc.6-02 (S) 
Annex 3 
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If agreement is reached that display of selected strandings and 
necropsy data could take place, discussion would next focus on the 
possible structure and operation of a web-accessed database. The 
proposed web-accessed database could act as a central point of access 
for data from European strandings networks in the ASCOBANS region. 
Outcomes from the meeting and discussion process could be used to 
produce a detailed proposal for the creation of such a system. 

 

An ASCOBANS web accessed database would act as a centralised 
repository for selected strandings data and selected pathology data 
derived during necropsies. Data could ideally be uploaded at periodic 
intervals to the portal by contributing networks. Display of data could 
take place through a portal that either mirrored the current ASCOBANS 
design or one that had a specifically designed appearance. Selected 
data could be exported in one or more agreed formats and could also 
be directly mapped through the front end interface (e.g. via Google 
Maps capability). The system would ideally be expandable to allow 
future inclusion of data from other networks. 

 

Relevance to ASCOBANS 

 

Creation of a web-accessed database would allow a long standing objective 
of the Conservation and Management Plan of the Agreement to be met; 

 

“3. Use of by-catches and strandings 
Each Party shall endeavour to establish an efficient system for reporting and 
retrieving by-catches and stranded specimens and to carry out, in the 
framework of the studies mentioned above, full autopsies in order to collect 
tissues for further studies and to reveal possible causes of death and to 

document food composition. The information collected shall be made 

available in an international database.” 

 

In addition, public display of data collected throughout the ASCOBANS 
region along with a qualitative overview of information on both 
strandings and research carried out by strandings networks (e.g. 
species found stranded, reporting arrangements, causes of death and 
conservation threats etc)  will help facilitate another objective; 

 

“5. Information and education 
Information shall be provided to the general public in order to ensure support 
for the aims of the agreement in general and to facilitate the reporting of 
sightings and strandings in particular; and to fishermen in order to facilitate and 
promote the reporting of by-catches and the delivery of dead specimens to the 
extent required for research under the agreement.” 

 

Finally, such a system would serve as a potentially useful point of 
access for scientists, policy makers and NGOs. 

 

Activities 

 

If funding is agreed, a meeting will be held at ZSL, London with potential 
collaborating partner networks and other stakeholders. Where possible, 
this meeting should;  

 

 establish common areas of data held by each network  

 establish current methods of data archive and dissemination 

 agree a defined list of fields for a potential centralised database 
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