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Lithuanian National Programme for Fisheries Data Collection for the years 2011‒2013 has been developed in accordance with the Data Collection Regulations:
· Council Regulation (EC) No 199/2008 of 25 February 2008 concerning the establishment of a Community framework for the collection, management and use of data in the fisheries sector and support for scientific advice regarding the Common Fisheries Policy;
· Commission Regulation (EC) No 665/2008 of 14 July 2008 laying down detailed rules for the application of Council Regulation (EC) No 199/2008 concerning the establishment of a Community framework for the collection, management and use of data in the fisheries sector and support for scientific advice regarding the Common Fisheries Policy;
· Commission Regulation (EC) No 1078/2008 of 3 November 2008 laying down detailed rules for the implementation of Council Regulation (EC) No 861/2006 as regards the expenditure incurred by Member States for the collection and management of the basic fisheries data;
· Commission Decision 2008/949/EC of 6 November 2008 adopting a multiannual Community programme pursuant to Council Regulation (EC) No 199/2008 establishing a Community framework for the collection, management and use of data in the fisheries sector and support for scientific advice regarding the common fisheries policy.

Fisheries sector in Lithuania is administered by the Ministry of Agriculture and the Ministry of  Environment of the Republic of Lithuania. Most functions of conservation of marine fish resources and fishery control are delegated by the Ministry of Agriculture to the Fisheries Service under the Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Lithuania.

This report is annual report of activity of the work carried out in 2013 with reference to the aims described in the proposal for the NP and the requirements listed in the DCR. This report closely follows the template and guidelines for submission of technical reports, adopted by STECF SGRN and submitted by the European Commission to the Member States (MS) for this purpose.

[bookmark: _Toc389667181][bookmark: _Toc389667440][bookmark: _Toc397090829][bookmark: _Toc325717252]II. National data collection organization
[bookmark: _Toc257813093][bookmark: _Toc389667182][bookmark: _Toc389667441][bookmark: _Toc397090830]II.A National correspondent and participating institutes

The Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Lithuania (hereinafter – Ministry of Agriculture) acts as the National Correspondent and is responsible for the overall coordination of NP and for data submission to the European Commission.

The work in the Lithuania in 2013 was carried out by two implementing bodies:

1) Fisheries Service under the Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Lithuania (hereinafter – Fisheries Service or FS). It is responsible for catches, landings, research surveys at sea, transversal variables and effort statistics. 

2) Agricultural Information and Rural Business Centre (hereinafter –AIRBC). It is responsible for economic data collection, provision of social and economical analyses of fisheries sector.

Lithuanian national co-ordination meeting was held on 20 of December 2013. Minutes of the meeting are attached as Annex I. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]There is no derogations for  Lithuania for the collection of data.

	National Correspondent
	Ministry of Agriculture
Gedimino 19,
LT-01103 Vilnius
Lithuania
Phone: +370 5 2391111
Fax: + 3705 2391212
E-mail: zum@zum.lt
Internet: www.zum.lt
	Contact person: 
Vilda Griūnienė
Phone: + 370 5 2398406 
[bookmark: _Hlt521734991]E-mail: vilda.griuniene@zum.lt

	Implementing body
	Fisheries Service
Lelevelio str. 6,
LT-01103 Vilnius
Lithuania
Phone: +370 5 2391175
Fax: + 3705 2391176
E-mail: zuvis@zum.lt
Internet: www.zuv.lt
	Contact person for biological data:
Romas Statkus
Phone: + 370 46 391122
E-mail: romas.statkus@zuv.lt

	
	Agricultural Information and Rural Business Centre
V. Kudirkos str. 18,
LT-03105 Vilnius 
Phone: +370 5 266 0601
Fax: +370 5 266 0609
E-mail: info@vic.lt
	Contact person for economic data:
Aleksandras Savilionis
Phone: +370 37 397094
E-mail: aleksandras.savilionis@vic.lt




[bookmark: _Toc389667183][bookmark: _Toc389667442][bookmark: _Toc397090831]II.B Regional and International coordination
[bookmark: _Toc325717253][bookmark: _Toc389667184][bookmark: _Toc389667443][bookmark: _Toc397090832]II.B.1 Attendance of internationals meetings

An overview of the international co-ordination meetings that was attended by Lithuania is given in standard table II.B.1.Most of the planned meetings have been attended by Lithuanian representatives in 2013. The preference was given to data collection coordination meetings (RCMs, PGCCDBS) and ICES assessment working groups (WGBIFS, WGBFAS, WGBAST) and other meetings which are more important for Lithuania in relation to fishing activities and respective data collection. In some cases Lithuania did not attend planned meeting because the most suitable expert for the participation in the respective workshop was not available. Lithuania could not attend meetings for the North Sea and Eastern Arctic region as well as Long distance fishery due to cut off the budget.
[bookmark: _Toc389667185][bookmark: _Toc389667444][bookmark: _Toc397090833]II.B.2 Follow-up of regional and international recommendations

The list of relevant RCM recommendations and the responsive actions are given in the text table below. 

	Source
	Recommendation
	Action

	RCM NS & EA 2013
	RCM recommends that MS document their interpretation of trips, samples and sampling events and describe what the TripID and SampleID represent in there uploaded data.
	Lithuania will present the requested information at the 2014 RCM’s

	RCM Baltic 2012 and endorsed by the LM.
	Concerning Sampling of Métier related variables including foreign landings: Requirement of on-line information on fleet behaviour – In order to ensure possibilities for adequate sampling of biological and métier related data including landings in foreign MS, national institutes need to have online access to national logbook data and national VMS data. LM notes that this recommendation is  common to the Baltic, NS&EA and NA regions.
	Fishery Service staff has online access to VMS

	RCM NS&EA 2012

	Access to data hold in RDB-FishFrame  is restricted to persons with a password. Different roles are defined within the system and different users have access to a certain level of data and functionalities. To facilitate future regional coordination work it is recommended that members in the RCMs are given a specific role in the system in accordance with their needs.
	Lithuania support this recommendation.

	RCM NS&EA 2012 
	RCM NS&EA recommends that the Oostende declaration is reviewed by RCM NA, RCM Baltic, the Liaison meeting and STECF EWG 12-15 as the appropriate framework for proposing, carrying out and reporting on regionally coordinated data collection from commercial marine fisheries under the proposed DC MAP.
	Lithuania supports the idea behind the Oostende Declaration.

	RCM Baltic 2011
	To ensure possibilities for adequate sampling of biological and métier related data including landings in foreign MS, national institutes need to have online access to national logbook data and national VMS.
	Fishery Service and AIRBC staff has  online access to VMS data and logbook information

	RCM Baltic 2011
	1. MS should upload all landing data into the Regional Data Base allowing the RCM to analyse the possible needs for bilateral agreements.
2. The RCMs should each year perform an analysis on landings in foreign countries and conclude were bilateral agreements needed to be made. MS should set up agreements, fixing the details of sampling, compilation and submission of data in each case when it is indicated by the RCM that a bilateral agreement is needed. To include the agreed analysis in FishFrame would be very convenient and time saving.
3. MS should set up agreements, fixing the details of sampling, compilation and submission of data in each case it is concluded by the RCM that a bilateral agreement is needed.
	Lithuania has uploaded all relevant  data to the RDB

	RCM NS & EA 2011
	The RCM NS&EA recommends that that all MS respond to the data call in 2012 from the chair of RCM NS&EA and load their data to FishFrame or make it available in the FishFrame format. This data call will include Commercial Landings (CL), Commercial Effort (CE) and Commercial Samples (CS) records for 2010 and 2011.
	All relevant data is uploaded to RDB FishFrame.

	RCM Baltic (2010)
	In order to move forward and get data into FF, a work plan was set up to support the MS in the upload process. Landing data, sampling and effort data for 2009 was agreed to be uploaded by all MS before 1 Sept 2010.
	Lithuania uploaded the data as agreed.

	RCM Baltic 2010
	To ensure the wide implementation of COST, the RCM Baltic recommends that after the trial period lasting until May 2011 the working experience of member states will be reassessed and a training workshop should be organized in the first half of 2012.
	Lithuania has used a lot of effort during 2010 to learn how to use cost.

	RCM Baltic 2010
	In order to be able to analyse the current sampling level of sprat in the Baltic and suggest optimal sampling levels for future regional coordinated  sampling,  the data must be available  in an agreed format and checked for errors. Data has to be uploaded in Fishframe All MS should upload 2009 sprat data into Fishframe before the end of October 2010.
	Lithuania has uploaded the requested data

	RCM NS & EA 2010
	RCM recommended that MS start to implement COST
	Lithuania  has put a lot of effort to implement and use  cost

	RCM NS & EA 2010
	In order to have correct reference list of species and stocks in Appendix VII 2010/93 and to avoid inconsistencies and errors in the tables filled in by MS in their NP proposals RCM NS &EA made a recommendation to establish a reference list for revision of the guidelines and templates for future NP proposal
	Lithuania has acted according to this recommendation.



[bookmark: _Toc325717254][bookmark: _Toc397090834]III. Module of the evaluation of the fishing sector
[bookmark: _Toc397090835]III.A General description of the fishing sector

On the 1st of January 2014 there were 146 vessels flying the Lithuanian flag and registered in the EU Fishing fleet register. The commercial fishing operations inside a 12 mile zone of the Baltic Sea was carried out by a fleet of 108 active boats of 3–15 meters in length. Outside of that 12 mile zone of the Baltic Sea commercial fishing was carried out by 30 active vessels of 24 meters in length or greater and 8 active vessels of 40 meters in length or greater in other regions. In the Baltic Sea most of the commercial fishing boats of all sizes at that time were participating in cod, herring and sprat fishing. In other regions there were participating in sardinella, sardine and mackerel fishing. Large vessels used trawls and gillnets. Small scale vessels were generally using gillnets mostly. In comparison with 2012 the Lithuanian fleet reduced by 1,35 % (in numbers), but enlarged by 20,4 % in GT and 18,4 % in kW due to return of the large fishing vessel in high seas. 
[bookmark: _Toc389667186][bookmark: _Toc389667445][bookmark: _Toc397090836]III.B Economic variables
[bookmark: _Toc389667187][bookmark: _Toc389667446][bookmark: _Toc397090837]AREA27 supra region
[bookmark: _Toc389667188][bookmark: _Toc389667447][bookmark: _Toc397090838]III.B.1 Achievements: results and deviations from NP proposal
For all Lithuanian fleet segments data collection was carried out on census basis. Questionnaires (code DR-1) were approved by the Order of the Minister of Agriculture No 3D-707 on 4-th August of 2010. Institution, responsible for economic and certain transversal data collection and processing was State enterprise Agri-information and Rural Business Centre (AIRBC), whereas transversal data were collected and processed in Fisheries Service under the Ministry of Agriculture (FS) from the data source Integrated Fisheries Data Information System (IFDIS). Further information, concerning data source and responsible institution for each economic variable is presented in Table 1. 

Table 1. Economic variables, data sources and Institutions responsible for the data collection
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK3]Variable group
	Variable
	Unit
	Data Source
	Institution responsible for data collection and proceeding

	Income
	Value of landings 
	Euro
	See comment 1
	FS and AIRBC

	
	Income from fishing rights
	Euro
	See comment 2
	AIRBC

	
	Direct subsidies
	Euro
	DR-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	
	Other income
	Euro
	DR-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	Costs

	Crew wages 
	Euro
	DR-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	
	[bookmark: OLE_LINK1]Imputed value of unpaid labour
	Euro
	See comment 3
	AIRBC

	
	Energy costs
	Euro
	DR-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	
	Repair costs
	Euro
	DR-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	
	Other variable costs
	Euro
	DR-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	
	Other non-variable costs
	Euro
	DR-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	
	 Rights cost
	Euro
	See comment 2
	

	
	Annual depreciation
	Euro
	See comment 4
	AIRBC

	Capital value
	Value of physical capital: depreciated replacement value
	Euro
	
	

	
	Value of physical capital: depreciated historical value
	Euro
	
	

	
	Value of quota and other fishing rights
	Euro
	See comment 2
	

	Investments 
	Investments in physical capital
	Euro

	DR-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	Financial position
	Debt/asset ratio

	%

	See comment 5
	AIRBC

	Employment 
	Engaged crew
	Number
	DR-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	
	FTE national
	Number
	See comment 6
	AIRBC

	
	FTE harmonised
	Number
	
	AIRBC


Comment 1. Income from value of landings for vessels, operating in Baltic Sea is calculated form volume of landings multiplied by average fish price (IFDIS database). Parallel to cost items, income of landings is collected with questionnaires, thereby crosschecking of data is available for all fleet segments. Since data collection from coastal area fleet is characterized by relatively lower response rate, compare to other segments, first sale notes are used as data source for income of landings as well as main factor in estimation of missing data in vessels which did not presented questionnaires. For other fleet segments income is obtained from questionnaires together with linked cost items and remaining economic variables. For data quality purpose income data from questionnaires are compared to transversal variable value of landings. Missing values are estimated according logbook information concerning volume of landings and weighted average price.  
Comment 2. Until year 2013, Fishing companies had no right to lease or rent fishing quota or fishing right to another stakeholder according to national law. There are no such costs in the sector, or Lease/rental payments for quota or other fishing rights are equal to 0. Starting from 2013, data will be available.
Comment 3. Imputed value of unpaid labour estimation is based on particular fleet segment crew wage (data from questionnaires) and number of unpaid family members engaged in fishery sector. 
Comment 4. PIM methodology is applied (No FISH/2005/03). Explanation is in section “Estimation of capital value and capital costs”.
Comment 5. Data source for debts and assets is questionnaires (enterprise balance sheet). Financial position is estimated as the ratio between debt and assets. 
Comment 6.  Full-time equivalent (FTE) national calculations based on the national reference level for FTE working hours of the crew members on board the vessel (excluding resting time) and the working hours onshore. Data for FTE calculation is derived from DR-1 questionnaires (ratio between hours worked per year and number of persons employed). If the annual working hours per crew member exceeded the reference level, the FTE is regarded as 1, if not exceeds is equal to the ratio between the hours worked and the reference level. According to the national law, the average working hours in 2012 was 2010. FTE harmonized was based on a threshold of 2 000 hours per FTE using the same methodology as in calculations of FTE national.

Missing variables estimation. In the case, when response rate was less than 100% of population, the missing variables were estimated from the sample, taking into the consideration the value of landings (volume of landings from logbooks multiplied by weighted average of landed species)  of missing vessel and sample. 

 
where:
Xi – missing variable information about the vessel;
xi– collected variable of the sample;
n – sample size;
Yj – value of landings of the vessel;
yi– value of  landings of the sample.

[bookmark: _Toc389667189][bookmark: _Toc389667448][bookmark: _Toc397090839]Estimation of capital value and capital costs:

1. The reference values taken into account for the estimation of the Price per Capacity Unit (PCU) were second hand prices.
2. Method of estimating PCU:
a. Observed depreciated historical value (second hand prices);
b. Identification of a price index (heavy machinery index);
c. Calculation of current depreciated value (price index multiplied by historical value);
d. Estimation of cumulated depreciation costs (estimated as above);
e. Calculation of gross current value (observed depreciated current value + cumulated depreciation costs);
f. Calculation of PCU (gross current value/capacity), where capacity can be expressed in terms of GT/GRT, kW or meters.
3. Formula for calculating gross value:
Current Gross value = Curent Net Value/ (1-depreciation rate)t
4. Machinery price index from 1992 to 2010 and estimations for earlier years have been used.
5. Depreciation rates for macro approach were used in accordance with general assumptions made by Workshop on calculating capital value using PIM:

	
	Depreciation rate

	Hull
	7%

	Engine
	25%

	Electronics
	50%

	Other equipment
	35%


6. Age schedule:
	
	Renovation years

	Hull
	never

	Engine
	10

	Electronics
	5

	Other equipment
	7


7. Asset share in the total value of capital:
	
	Share in Total Investments

	Hull
	60%

	Engine
	20%

	Electronics
	10%

	Other equipment
	10%


	

[bookmark: _Toc389667190][bookmark: _Toc389667449][bookmark: _Toc397090840]Economic Clustering of fleet segments
Vessels which operated entirely in Baltic Sea were merged to 7 segments, out of which 3 segments were clustered due to confidentiality reasons and their specificity (Standard table III.B.2.). First clustered segment merge passive gear vessels (fixed and drift nets) from 10 to 40 m. It follows approach “Segments similar to other segments” and in comparison with another same gear segment (0-10 m. boats using passive gear and operating in coastal are), differs in vessel length class as well as due to low number of units there is a threat of confidentiality issues. In contrast to 0-10 m passive gear segment clustered one combine few vessels operating in open Baltic Sea with drift and fixed nets.
The second clustered segment is “Active gears, pelagic trawlers from 24 to more than 40 m”. It is important segment with distinct characteristics, clustered mainly due to confidentiality reasons and cannot be merged to demersal trawlers. 
Due to the specificity compare to vessels fishing in Baltic Sea, units which operate in North Atlantic region were clustered to high sea vessels segment, regardless gear type and supra region. This cluster is referred as important segment with distinct characteristics and in term of landings accounts for almost 85 % of national totals. 
One of unclustered segments with distinct characteristics were boats shorter than 10 m., attributed to small scale fishery and is regarded important segment concerning social aspects, therefore it was separated from other passive gear vessels as not clustered segment.  
Second unclustered segment is referred as a main segment in Lithuanian fleet, targeting demersal fish species in Baltic Sea, mainly cod and surely dependant from cod management plans.  

Deviation from NP proposal. In the Standard table III.B.1.the information concerning the target population, frame population, planed sample and other variables was updated, consequently it differs from NP proposal. In table III.B.1 was reported additional segment consisting of inactive vessels from 18 m. to 24 m. because in NP this segment was missing. Next NP should be corrected according to this deviation.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK5][bookmark: OLE_LINK6]
[bookmark: _Toc389667191][bookmark: _Toc389667450][bookmark: _Toc397090841]III.B.2 Data quality: results and deviations from NP proposal
Data quality in terms of response rate is consistently improving. Three from five important segments reached almost 100%. Relatively low CV of total estimates indicates homogeneity of main segments. The information about data collection strategy, quality and methods used is presented in Standard table III.B.3. The quality indicators are reported for each variable and for each segment as they were reported for data call (three of them are clustered segments). 
Data quality assessment:
1. Response rate was calculated as achieved no/ frame population no. Presented in %. 
2. Achieved sampling rate was calculated as achieved sample no./frame population no. 
3. 
Coefficient of variation was calculated form equation:





 estimated standard deviation of 

is the estimate of total
 
The lowest response rate was in small scale fishery segment, but compare to previous years, first time more than 70% response rate was reached. With a current tendency, the quality of data is foreseen to improve. For instance, in 2008 response rate for small scale fishery fleet was 27%, whereas 2011 reached 62% and 72% in 2012.
The low response rate is mainly influenced by very low activity vessels.  For example, 30% of total population contributes to 3,5% in terms of landings value at the homogenous segment level. Nevertheless, the data quality and representativeness have a tendency to increase. 

[bookmark: _Toc397090842]III.B.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
	PGECON 2012
Recommendation 

	“direct subsidies” should include:
Refunds of fuel duty, subsidies for temporary cessation, socio-economic 
compensation for fishermen.

“direct subsidies” should exclude:
Fuel tax exemption, subsidies for permanent cessation of fishing activities,investment subsidies (fleet modernization).


[bookmark: _Toc397090843]III.B.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls
No shortfalls. 
[bookmark: _Toc389667192][bookmark: _Toc389667451][bookmark: _Toc397090844]Other regions
[bookmark: _Toc389667193][bookmark: _Toc389667452][bookmark: _Toc397090845]III.B.1 Achievements: results anddeviations from NP proposal
The variables which have to be collected, data sources and methodology are the same as for area 27 supra region, See III.B.1. 
The segment aggregates segments with high sea vessels fishing in other regions and partly in Area 27. This clustered segment is described as important segment with distinct characteristics and consists of active gears, pelagic and demersal trawlers more than 40 m. Clustering performed mainly due to confidentiality reasons and specificity as well as according to regional recommendations.

[bookmark: _Toc389667194][bookmark: _Toc389667453][bookmark: _Toc397090846]III.B.2 Data quality: results and deviations from NP proposals
The information about planned data quality and methods used to collect the data is presented in Standard Table III.B.3 and described in chapter II.B.2 of area 27 supra region.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK18][bookmark: OLE_LINK19]
[bookmark: _Toc389667195][bookmark: _Toc389667454][bookmark: _Toc397090847]III.B.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
The same recommendation as for Area 27 supra region.

[bookmark: _Toc389667196][bookmark: _Toc389667455][bookmark: _Toc397090848]III.B.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls
No shortfalls. 

[bookmark: _Toc389667197][bookmark: _Toc389667456][bookmark: _Toc397090849]III.C Metier – related variables
[bookmark: _Toc257813122][bookmark: _Toc325717257][bookmark: _Toc389667198][bookmark: _Toc389667457][bookmark: _Toc397090850]Baltic Sea

[bookmark: _Toc325717258][bookmark: _Toc389667199][bookmark: _Toc389667458][bookmark: _Toc397090851]III.C.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

5 metiers were planned to sample.
OTB_DEF_105_1_110 (vessels 24-40 m). This fishery is targeting cod with small proportion of flounder by-catch. Both species were selected for length/age sampling in landings and discards. Additionally, randomly selected vessels are obliged to fill out special forms with indication of discarded volumes. Also, once per month randomly selected vessel has to deliver samples of all discarded species to research laboratory. According to the plan 10 trips had to be sampled at sea and 10 trips on shore. All trips were achieved according to the plan.

GNS_DEF_110-156_0_0 (vessels 24-40 m and 12-18 m were combined together, while vessels <10m were treated as separate segment). Main target of this metier is cod. Cod was selected for length/age sampling in landings and discards. Length/age structures of landings and discards are very similar. 
Due to lack of space on board and security reasons only surveys could be performed for fleet segment <10 m. Prior agreement with fishers and phone calls before landings enabled to register information on discard volumes and length distribution of catches. Randomly selected vessels are obliged to fill out special forms with indication of discarded volumes. Also, once per month randomly selected vessel has to deliver samples of all discarded species to research laboratory. According to the plan 10 trips had to be sampled at sea and 10 trips on shore. All trips were achieved according to the plan.

PTM_SPF_16-31_0_0 (combined with OTM_SPF_16-31_0_0) (vessels 24-40 m). Targeting both sprat and herring in different proportions. According to the plan 5 trips were planned on shore and 8 trips were achieved. Extra trips to gather samples did not require any additional costs.

FYK_CAT_0_0_0 (Fyke net fishing in Curonian Lagoon.) 6 trips out of 6 planned were achieved. This fishery is targeting eel. This species was selected for length/age sampling in landings. Samples for biological analysis were obtained on shore.
FPO_CAT_0_0_0 (Trap fishing in Inland lakes). This fishery is targeting eel. 6 trips out of 6 planned were achieved. This species was selected for length/age sampling in landings. Samples for biological analysis were obtained on shore.
Numbers of achieved trips by metier are presented in Tables III.C.3 and III.C.4.
Achievements in sampling of length/age distribution for landings and discards are presented in Tables III.C.5 and III.C.6.

[bookmark: _Toc257813130][bookmark: _Toc325717259][bookmark: _Toc389667200][bookmark: _Toc389667459][bookmark: _Toc397090852]III.C.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Pelagic fishery is targeting mixed herring-sprat catches. Discards of other species are considered as insignificant or not present at all. Therefore, there is no reason to send observers on board. Besides, nearly 90% of Lithuanian herring and 98,7% sprat in 2013 were landed in foreign ports. Therefore sampling of catches is strongly related to received information from the vessels on landing places prior the beginning of the trip. Following the agreement with fishing companies randomly selected vessels are delivering unsorted catches of herring and sprat either directly to research laboratory or with the possibility to pick up samples at harbor (sampling trips on shore). Number of samples was sufficient to cover whole fishing season and all fleet segments. 
For all species number of achieved length measurements was higher that it was planned. This was performed in order to reach required precision level. Precision target (<12,5%) for length measurements from landings and discards were achieved for all stocks sampled. In any case, oversampling did not require additional costs.
Details on achievement are indicated in Table III.C.5.

FYK_CAT_0_0_0 (Fyke net fishing in Curonian Lagoon) and  FPO_CAT_0_0_0 (Trap fishing in Inland lakes) CV of 12.5% for eel was not reached in Fyke net fishing -13,2 % - due to high variability of this part of samples.

[bookmark: _Toc325717260][bookmark: _Toc389667201][bookmark: _Toc389667460][bookmark: _Toc397090853]III.C.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Recommendations from RCM 2012

MS should upload all landing data into the Regional Data Base allowing the RCM to analyse the possible needs for bilateral agreements.
All data collected within DCF are uploaded to RDB before deadline (1st July 2013).

The RCMs should each year perform an analysis on landings in foreign countries and conclude were bilateral agreements needed to be made. MS should set up agreements, fixing the details of sampling, compilation and submission of data in each case when it is indicated by the RCM that a bilateral agreement is needed. To include the agreed analysis in FishFrame would be very convenient and time saving.
In that case Lithuania will needed bilateral agreements with Denmark, Sweden, Latvia and Estonia. This assumed to be discussed during the RCM Baltic 2014.
MS should set up agreements, fixing the details of sampling, compilation and submission of data in each case it is concluded by the RCM that a bilateral agreement is needed.
There was no need to setup any agreements on sampling. In future (if it will be the case) recommendation will be considered.

The RCM Baltic 2012 recommends that landings should not be sampled abroad by landings countries as these data cannot be used but should be compensated by the flag countries by a higher sampling level in the flag country.
In that case Lithuania will needed bilateral agreements with Denmark, Sweden, Latvia and Estonia. This assumed to be discussed during the RCM Baltic 2014.
To ensure possibilities for adequate sampling of biological and métier related data including landings in foreign MS, it is recommended that the national authorities give ensure that national institutes have online access to national logbook data and national VMS data as this is needed for carrying out cost efficient DCF obligations.
All national institutes in Lithuania have access to national logbooks and VMS data

[bookmark: _Toc257813132][bookmark: _Toc325717261][bookmark: _Toc389667202][bookmark: _Toc389667461][bookmark: _Toc397090854]III.C.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

High ratio of refusal to accept scientists on board is due to lack of space on the vessel and safety requirements. Also small scientific staff is unable to cover all segments of fleet and there are no plans to employ more people in this field, which also requires training time and additional budget. For demersal trawl and gillnet fisheries Lithuania has implemented additional to regular observation onboard action plan that encompasses collection of information through special logbooks on discard volumes. This alternative data collection is especially relevant to fleet segments <10 m and 12-15 m, where observation at sea is practically impossible due to lack of space onboard. Samples of all discarded fish for biological analysis are provided by fishermen.
Concerning pelagic fishery, planning of trips for sampling is quite conservative. Fishing companies are informed on what should be done in the framework of DCF and they are ready to provide samples of fish for analysis. However, it’s almost impossible to know in advance how many trips and how much landed fish will be performed at native port. Therefore, number of samples is strongly dependent on fishery strategy during the sampling year.


[bookmark: _Toc257813134][bookmark: _Toc325717262][bookmark: _Toc389667203][bookmark: _Toc389667462][bookmark: _Toc397090855]North Sea and Eastern Arctic
[bookmark: _Toc257813135][bookmark: _Toc325717263][bookmark: _Toc389667204][bookmark: _Toc389667463][bookmark: _Toc397090856]III.C.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

[bookmark: _Toc389667205][bookmark: _Toc389667464][bookmark: _Toc397090857]III.C.1.1. ICES I, II

Only 1 metier was planned to sample in this region (OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0 which is targeting Pandalus borealis). 1 trip was planned and 2 trips were achieved. 
Number of length measurements was oversampled (1000 vs 2000). 

Only 1 metier was planned to sample in this region (OTM_DEF_100-119_0_0 which is targeting Sebastes mentella). 1 trip was planned and 2 trips were achieved. 
Number of length measurements was achieved according to the plan (2000 vs 2000). 

[bookmark: _Toc257813141][bookmark: _Toc325717264]
[bookmark: _Toc389667208][bookmark: _Toc389667467][bookmark: _Toc397090860]III.C.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

2 trips instead of 1 planned in ICES I, II for Pandalus borealis and Sebastes mentela respectively. Sampling was performed in order to cover high season of fishery. However, this action did not require extra costs.
2 trips instead of 1 planned in ICES XII-XIV for Sebastes mentela. Sampling was performed in order to cover high season of fishery. However, this action did not require extra costs.
There was no fishery performed by Lithuanian fleet in NAFO area in 2013.

[bookmark: _Toc257813142][bookmark: _Toc325717265][bookmark: _Toc389667209][bookmark: _Toc389667468][bookmark: _Toc397090861]III.C.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Recommendations from RCM NS&EA 2012

RCM recommends that MS document their interpretation of trips, samples and sampling events and describe what the TripID and SampleID represent in there uploaded data.
Trip ID is according to logbook numeration. Lithuania performs only sampling at sea. Sufficient number of fish is taken as sample to cover length and weight distribution. That is done by haul or more sparsely.


[bookmark: _Toc257813143][bookmark: _Toc325717266][bookmark: _Toc389667210][bookmark: _Toc389667469][bookmark: _Toc397090862]III.C.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Not relevant.

North Atlantic
III.C.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal


III.C.1.1. ICES V, VI, XII, XIV & NAFO SA 2+ (Div. 1F+3K)

Only 1 metier was planned to sample in this region (OTM_DEF_100-129_0_0 is targeting Sebastes mentela).
1 trip was planned and 2 trips were achieved.
Number of length measurements was achieved according to the plan (2000 vs 2000). 

III.C.1.2 NAFO 3KLMNO

3 metiers have to be sampled in this region.
OTB_CRU_40-59_0_0 is targeting Pandalus borealis. 1 trip was planned and 0 trips were achieved.
OTB_MDD_>=130_0_0 is targeting groundfish species. 1 trip was planned and 0 trips were achieved.
OTB_MDD_>=280_0_0 is targeting skates with by-catch of groundfish. 1 trip was planned and 0 trips were achieved.

III.C.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

2 trips instead of 1 planned in ICES XII-XIV for Sebastes mentela. Sampling was performed in order to cover high season of fishery. However, this action did not require extra costs.
There was no fishery performed by Lithuanian fleet in NAFO area in 2013.

III.C.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Recommendations from RCM NS&EA 2012

RCM recommends that MS document their interpretation of trips, samples and sampling events and describe what the TripID and SampleID represent in there uploaded data.
Trip ID is according to logbook numeration. Lithuania performs only sampling at sea. Sufficient number of fish is taken as sample to cover length and weight distribution. That is done by haul or more sparsely.

III.C.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Not relevant.

[bookmark: _Toc257813158][bookmark: _Toc325717267][bookmark: _Toc389667211][bookmark: _Toc389667470][bookmark: _Toc397090863]Other regions

[bookmark: _Toc389667212][bookmark: _Toc389667471][bookmark: _Toc397090864]CECAF

[bookmark: _Toc257813159][bookmark: _Toc325717268][bookmark: _Toc389667213][bookmark: _Toc389667472][bookmark: _Toc397090865]III.C.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

There is no need to rank metiers as only 1 metier was identified (OTM_SPF_>=40_0_0). 1 trip was planned nationally. Netherlands took initiative to coordinate whole sampling process in this area and multi-lateral agreement came into force from 2013.

[bookmark: _Toc257813165][bookmark: _Toc325717269][bookmark: _Toc389667214][bookmark: _Toc389667473][bookmark: _Toc397090866]III.C.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Not relevant. The results have to be provided in the report of Netherlands.

[bookmark: _Toc257813166][bookmark: _Toc325717270][bookmark: _Toc389667215][bookmark: _Toc389667474][bookmark: _Toc397090867]III.C.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Recommendations from RCM 2012

There were no recommendations relevant to Lithuania.


[bookmark: _Toc257813167][bookmark: _Toc325717271][bookmark: _Toc389667216][bookmark: _Toc389667475][bookmark: _Toc397090868]III.C.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Not relevant

[bookmark: _Toc389667217][bookmark: _Toc389667476][bookmark: _Toc397090869]SPRFMO
[bookmark: _Toc325717272][bookmark: _Toc389667218][bookmark: _Toc389667477][bookmark: _Toc397090870]III.C.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

There is no need to rank metiers as only 1 metier was identified (OTM_SPF_>=40_0_0). 1 trip was planned to sample and 0 trips were achieved.

[bookmark: _Toc325717273][bookmark: _Toc389667219][bookmark: _Toc389667478][bookmark: _Toc397090871]III.C.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

1 trip was planned to sample and 0 trips were achieved.

[bookmark: _Toc325717274][bookmark: _Toc389667220][bookmark: _Toc389667479][bookmark: _Toc397090872]III.C.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

There are no specific recommendations for this region.

[bookmark: _Toc325717275][bookmark: _Toc389667221][bookmark: _Toc389667480][bookmark: _Toc397090873]III.C.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Lithuania has been experiencing difficulties to fulfil DCF requirements for sampling in SPRFMO area due to limited staff availability. Tender with fishing companies on sampling and submission of biological data was not successful. Companies refused to collect data referring to lack of professional expertise.
Lithuania is seeking for cooperation with Poland and Netherlands. However, due to uncertainties of fishery in this region, intentions to sign bi- or multi- lateral agreements are suspended for a while. This issue will be discussed again during the RCM LDF 2014.

[bookmark: _Toc257813170][bookmark: _Toc325717276][bookmark: _Toc389667222][bookmark: _Toc389667481][bookmark: _Toc397090874]III.D Recreational fisheries

[bookmark: _Toc257813171][bookmark: _Toc325717277][bookmark: _Toc389667223][bookmark: _Toc389667482][bookmark: _Toc397090875]Baltic Sea

[bookmark: _Toc257813172][bookmark: _Toc325717278][bookmark: _Toc389667224][bookmark: _Toc389667483][bookmark: _Toc397090876]III.D.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Cod
The licenses for amateur fishing are unique both for inland or marine fishery. Therefore, the only way to estimated volumes of cod catch at sea is the counting the number of private and charter boats carrying anglers to the sea. Information on catch amounts per person comes from diaries of boat owners and skippers. For data collection on recreational catches special questionnaires were designed and distributed among ship/boat owners. Data on cod landings, frequency of trips to the sea from the recreational fishery was collected using the questionnaires. Data on total catch volume was estimated using the questionnaires on the number of boats exploited in recreational fishing and the number of anglers participating in cod at sea angling trips. Also logbooks on board of vessels with data on number of anglers were used for effort estimation. Limited catch basket (up to 15 kg per person) is multiplied by number of anglers and number of trips. The estimated cod harvests suggest that in 2013 recreational fishermen caught around 10 t.
Salmon
Recreational fishery on salmon in general is not developed. Only single specimen could be caught in Lithuanian marine waters. There is no any information on catches of salmon in marine recreational fishery. All catches of salmon have been registered from inland waters. In 2013 there were 510 kg of salmon caught in total.
Eel
No statistics of the recreational fishery on eels are available. Studies of the impact of recreational fishery on eels have been performed in 2012. Data on eel landings to the inland waters from the recreational fishery was collected using the questionnaires strategy. Data on total catch volume was estimated using the questionnaires on the number of anglers participating at inland angling trips in different parts of Lithuania.  Data on the total number of fishermen were taken from the Ministry of Environment. There are no records for eel catches in the marine waters of Lithuania. Total volume of eel catch in the inland waters estimated was nearly 3000 kg and 3750 in units in 2013. 
Shark
There is no information on accidental catch of sharks in Lithuanian part of the Baltic Sea. Seeing hydrological features of SE Baltic the chance to capture sharks is bare possibility in this area.

[bookmark: _Toc257813178][bookmark: _Toc325717279][bookmark: _Toc389667225][bookmark: _Toc389667484][bookmark: _Toc397090877]III.D.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Using the questionnaires strategy 1500 fishermen were interviewed in Inland waters. Eels fishing season continues from April to October, so interviews were carried out after the eel fishing season (from October to April), when the fishermen were less active. In autumn fishing intensity is less than 10 percent of the total fishing intensity per year. In winter season fishing intensity depends on the weather conditions. The total number of fishermen (with annual permits) in Lithuania in 2013 was 57 thousandDuring the interviews there were collected data on length, weight, quantity, frequency and the location on the catches of eels in 2013. According to the collected data and the total number of licenses for recreational fishery (this data was provided by the Ministry of Environment) was calculated the number of annual catches on eels. 
Licensing of recreational fishery in Lithuania is governed by the Ministry of Environment. The licenses for amateur fishing are unique both for inland or marine fishery. MoEP do not collect catch statistics from amateur fishery neither in Baltic Sea nor in inland waters. Therefore, the only way to estimated volumes of catch at sea is the counting the number of private and charter boats carrying anglers to the sea. Information on total number of boats at sea is under jurisdiction of national border police. They can provide annual reports with total number of them. In order to distinguish boats between charter and fishing ones, fishing inspectors perform weekly surveys to the sea, where they can approximately count which boat is fishing and which is not. Due to irregularity of amateur fishing trips (depends on weather conditions) inspectors not always have a chance to evaluate the percentage of fishing boats during the week. In most cases amateur fishermen go for fishing during the holidays and weekends, when authorities have days off. For that reason a lot of information is missing.
Evaluation of data quality is not performed. We assume that data obtained under conditions as described above are moderate.

[bookmark: _Toc257813180][bookmark: _Toc325717280][bookmark: _Toc389667226][bookmark: _Toc389667485][bookmark: _Toc397090878]III.D.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

There are no relevant recommendations.

[bookmark: _Toc257813181][bookmark: _Toc325717281][bookmark: _Toc389667227][bookmark: _Toc389667486][bookmark: _Toc397090879]III.D.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Fishery Service is preparing manual for sampling of recreational fishery with describtion of methodology. Additionally, Ministry of Agriculture is willing to contact representatives of Ministry of Environment protection for discussions on possibilities collect data on catch statistics form recreational fishery. Also, there are intentions to make an agreement with national border police authorities for detailed information on movements of boats and small vessels within Lithuanian coastal zone of the Baltic Sea

[bookmark: _Toc389667228][bookmark: _Toc389667487][bookmark: _Toc397090880]North Sea and Eastern Arctic

[bookmark: _Toc389667229][bookmark: _Toc389667488][bookmark: _Toc397090881]III.D.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Lithuania is not involved into recreational fishery in this region and therefore there were no plans in NP2011-2013.

[bookmark: _Toc389667230][bookmark: _Toc389667489][bookmark: _Toc397090882]III.D.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Not relevant. 

[bookmark: _Toc389667231][bookmark: _Toc389667490][bookmark: _Toc397090883]III.D.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Not relevant. 

[bookmark: _Toc389667232][bookmark: _Toc389667491][bookmark: _Toc397090884]III.D.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Not relevant. 

North Atlantic

III.D.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Lithuania is not involved into recreational fishery in this region and therefore there were no plans in NP2011-2013.

III.D.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Not relevant. 

III.D.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Not relevant. 

III.D.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Not relevant. 

[bookmark: _Toc389667233][bookmark: _Toc389667492][bookmark: _Toc397090885]Other regions

[bookmark: _Toc389667234][bookmark: _Toc389667493][bookmark: _Toc397090886]III.D.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Lithuania is not involved into recreational fishery in this region and therefore there were no plans in NP2011-2013.

[bookmark: _Toc389667235][bookmark: _Toc389667494][bookmark: _Toc397090887]III.D.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Not relevant. 

[bookmark: _Toc389667236][bookmark: _Toc389667495][bookmark: _Toc397090888]III.D.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Not relevant. 

[bookmark: _Toc389667237][bookmark: _Toc389667496][bookmark: _Toc397090889]III.D.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Not relevant. 

[bookmark: _Toc257813182][bookmark: _Toc325717282][bookmark: _Toc389667238][bookmark: _Toc389667497][bookmark: _Toc397090890]III.E Stock-related variable
[bookmark: _Toc257813183][bookmark: _Toc325717283][bookmark: _Toc389667239][bookmark: _Toc389667498][bookmark: _Toc397090891]Baltic Sea

[bookmark: _Toc257813184][bookmark: _Toc325717284][bookmark: _Toc389667240][bookmark: _Toc389667499][bookmark: _Toc397090892]III.E.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

4 stocks are selected for sampling purposes in the Baltic Sea, which are cod, herring, sprat and flounder. 
For all Baltic stock sampled achievement is lower than 100%. In the Table III.E.3 of NP 2011-2013 “Planned minimum No of individuals to be measured at national level” numbers are indicating only length measurements, while for calculation of variables data on individual fish length, weight, sex, maturity and age was used. Naturally, amount of biological parameters is always lower than amount of measured individuals for length compositions. True values of measured individuals per stock are indicated in Tables III.C.5 and III.C.6.
2 eel (Anguilla anguilla) stocks was selected for sampling purposes in the Inland waters. Number of individuals collected for biological variables along with precision target is presented in Table III.E.3.
Number of individuals collected for biological variables along with precision target is presented in Table III.E.3.

[bookmark: _Toc325717285][bookmark: _Toc389667241][bookmark: _Toc389667500][bookmark: _Toc397090893][bookmark: _Toc257813193]III.E.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

CVs were calculated using COST tool. 90% of dominating length groups were used to achieve precision requirements. 2 parameters slightly exceeded CV requirements, which are maturity@length for Platichthys flesus (CV 0,027) and weight@age for Sprattus sprattus (CV 0,028). These deviations could be explained by extreme variability in maturity stages sampled in case of flounder and variability in individual weight in case sprat in subdivision 26 over the year. All other parameters met required CV target.
[bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Plan for sampling intensity was prepared in 2010. Since then fishing strategy of Lithuanian fleet have been changed drastically. Over the last 3 years nearly 90% of sprat is caught and landed in foreign countries. For that reason sampling of pelagic fish is getting complicated. In case of cod catches and landings has decreased drastically and relevant number of samples were reduced. These aspects of fishery were well known however, major changes in national proposal 2011-2013 were not allowed. Therefore, number of samples were lower. Nevertheless, precision target in most cases were achieved.
Required precision target CV for eel was not achieved for variables related to age and length. Age and length of this species are extremely variable in Curonian lagoon and Inland lakes (Min eel length was 44 cm, max – 99 cm, age - from 5 to 17 years). 





[bookmark: _Toc325717286][bookmark: _Toc389667242][bookmark: _Toc389667501][bookmark: _Toc397090894]III.E.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Recommendations from RCM 2012

There were no relevant recommendations.

[bookmark: _Toc325717287]
[bookmark: _Toc389667243][bookmark: _Toc389667502][bookmark: _Toc397090895]III.E.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls
Planning for sampling is very conservative. Sudden changes in landing volumes may lead to correction of sampling intensity. Lithuania will put more effort to achieve planned number of samples

[bookmark: _Toc325717288][bookmark: _Toc389667244][bookmark: _Toc389667503][bookmark: _Toc397090896]North Sea and Eastern Arctic
[bookmark: _Toc257813194][bookmark: _Toc325717289][bookmark: _Toc389667245][bookmark: _Toc389667504][bookmark: _Toc397090897]III.E.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

[bookmark: _Toc389667246][bookmark: _Toc389667505][bookmark: _Toc397090898]III.E.1.1. ICES I, II

2000 individuals of Sebastes spp. and 1000 individuals of Pandalus borealis were planned to analyse for individual length-weight distribution. Sebastes spp. was sampled according to the plan, while Pandalus borealis was oversampled. Oversampling did not require extra costs.
400 otoliths were collected but not aged for Sebastes spp. 


[bookmark: _Toc325717290][bookmark: _Toc389667249][bookmark: _Toc389667508][bookmark: _Toc397090901]III.E.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

The number of individuals for length composition was sufficient to cover whole fishing season and fishing grounds for all stocks. Precision targets for length-weight variable were not achieved for Sebastes spp. in ICES I-II  due to high variability of individual weight.

[bookmark: _Toc325717291][bookmark: _Toc389667250][bookmark: _Toc389667509][bookmark: _Toc397090902]III.E.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Recommendations from RCM 2012

Where it was identified that bilateral agreement is required, according to the rules agreed upon at the RCM NS&EA 2011 and endorsed by the LM8 and STECF 11-19, MS are requested to establish or update a bilateral agreement on sampling of landings abroad.
Lithuania will overview NP for the period of 2015 onwards and will indicate the needs for such agreement(s).


[bookmark: _Toc325717292][bookmark: _Toc389667251][bookmark: _Toc389667510][bookmark: _Toc397090903]III.E.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

First of all Lithuania applied to stock coordinators and chairmen of AFWG and NWWG to examine if Lithuanian biological data is needed including detailed information what type of data are crucial. In case of Pandalus borealis Lithuania have insignificant contribution to stock exploitation. AFWG response was that Lithuanian data for Pandalus borealis is not needed for stock assessment. Only catch statistics by MS is required.
In case of redfishes observers are instructed how to collect otoliths from fish. However, it’s not clear who will be responsible age reading of otoliths because fulfilment of this task requires species-specific knowledge and experience. Lithuania has no experts in age reading for species outside the Baltic Sea. Each year stock coordinators have been asking for Sebastes spp. data from ICES I-II (length distribution and landings only). The request to relevant ICES working groups (NWWG and AFWG) for information on demand for Lithuanian data have been sent in 2013. The reply was that other biological parameters from Lithuania could be useful, but not crucial for stock assessment.
Lithuania is hiring fish processing experts from fishing companies operating in ICES I, II. There are no other options for Lithuania to collect data because there are no biologists available for such type of work. 

North Atlantic
III.E.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

III.E.1.1. ICES V, VI, XII, XIV & NAFO SA 2+ (Div. 1F+3K)

2000 individuals of Sebastes spp. were planned to analyse for length-weight distribution. 2000 individuals were sampled. 
400 otoliths were collected but not aged for Sebastes spp. 

III.E.1.2 NAFO 3KLMNO

Only Pandalus borealis was planned to sample for length composition. This type of fishery is under moratorium. Other stocks were not planned to sample.

III.E.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

The number of individuals for length composition was sufficient to cover whole fishing season and fishing grounds for all stocks. Precision targets for length-weight variable were not achieved for Sebastes spp.  In ICES XII-XIV due to high variability of individual weight.

III.E.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Recommendations from RCM 2012

Where it was identified that bilateral agreement is required, according to the rules agreed upon at the RCM NS&EA 2011 and endorsed by the LM8 and STECF 11-19, MS are requested to establish or update a bilateral agreement on sampling of landings abroad.
Lithuania will overview NP for the period of 2015 onwards and will indicate the needs for such agreement(s).

III.E.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

First of all Lithuania applied to stock coordinators and chairmen of AFWG and NWWG to examine if Lithuanian biological data is needed including detailed information what type of data are crucial. 
In case of redfishes observers are instructed how to collect otoliths from fish. However, it’s not clear who will be responsible age reading of otoliths because fulfilment of this task requires species-specific knowledge and experience. Lithuania has no experts in age reading for species outside the Baltic Sea. Each year stock coordinators have been asking for Sebastes spp. data from ICES XII-XIV (length distribution and landings only). The request to relevant ICES working groups (NWWG and AFWG) for information on demand for Lithuanian data have been sent in 2013. The reply was that other biological parameters from Lithuania could be useful, but not crucial for stock assessment.
Lithuania is hiring fish processing experts from fishing companies operating in ICES XII-XIV and NAFO. There are no other options for Lithuania to collect data because there are no biologists available for such type of work. 


[bookmark: _Toc257813203][bookmark: _Toc325717293][bookmark: _Toc389667252][bookmark: _Toc389667511][bookmark: _Toc397090904]Other regions

[bookmark: _Toc389667253][bookmark: _Toc389667512][bookmark: _Toc397090905]CECAF

[bookmark: _Toc325717294][bookmark: _Toc389667254][bookmark: _Toc389667513][bookmark: _Toc397090906]III.E.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

According to NP 2011-2013 there was a plan to sample 7 species:
Trachurus spp.
Sardinella aurita
Engraulis encrasicolus
Scomber japonicus
Sardina pilchardus
Katsuwonus pelamis
Sarda sarda

Netherlands took initiative to coordinate whole sampling process in this area and multi-lateral agreement came into force from 2012.

[bookmark: _Toc325717295][bookmark: _Toc389667255][bookmark: _Toc389667514][bookmark: _Toc397090907]III.E.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Not relevant. The results should be available from the report of Netherlands.

[bookmark: _Toc325717296][bookmark: _Toc389667256][bookmark: _Toc389667515][bookmark: _Toc397090908]III.E.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Recommendations from RCM 2012
There are no specific recommendations on stock-related variables for this region.

[bookmark: _Toc325717297][bookmark: _Toc389667257][bookmark: _Toc389667516][bookmark: _Toc397090909]III.E.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Not relevant

[bookmark: _Toc389667258][bookmark: _Toc389667517][bookmark: _Toc397090910]SPRFMO

[bookmark: _Toc325717298][bookmark: _Toc389667259][bookmark: _Toc389667518][bookmark: _Toc397090911]III.E.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal

There was a plan to sample 2 stocks in this region that are Trachurus spp. and Scomber japonicus. Lithuania did not sample in 2013.

[bookmark: _Toc325717299][bookmark: _Toc389667260][bookmark: _Toc389667519][bookmark: _Toc397090912]III.E.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Plan was not achieved.

[bookmark: _Toc325717300][bookmark: _Toc389667261][bookmark: _Toc389667520][bookmark: _Toc397090913]III.E.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

There are no specific recommendations on stock-related variables for this region.

[bookmark: _Toc325717301][bookmark: _Toc389667262][bookmark: _Toc389667521][bookmark: _Toc397090914]III.E.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

According to the statement in the RCM LDF report 2012 the MS concerned discussed the possibility to introduce a common sampling programme for all MS. However, given the poor state of the Chilean jack mackerel stock and a fast reduction of available fishing quota, it was expected that the fishery by EU vessels would cease and no sampling programme was proposed. In 2011, only a few EU vessels participated in the fishing for a few weeks. In 2012, no EU vessels participated in the fishery at all. At present, in the absence of fishing activity in the area, no sampling or EU coordination of sampling is required. Lithuania will seek for cooperation with Poland on common sampling program.

[bookmark: _Toc389667263][bookmark: _Toc389667522][bookmark: _Toc397090915]III.F Transversal variables

[bookmark: _Toc325717303][bookmark: _Toc389667264][bookmark: _Toc389667523][bookmark: _Toc397090916]III.F.1 Capacity
[bookmark: _Toc325717304][bookmark: _Toc389667265][bookmark: _Toc389667524][bookmark: _Toc397090917]III.F.1 1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal
Fleet capacity data are collected from database system IFDIS which is integrated with Electronic reporting (Logbook) system, fleet register and other sources. This helps Fisheries Service to process all incoming data. 

	Field
	Number of vessels

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	GT, KW, vessel age

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



No major shortfalls.

[bookmark: _Toc325717305][bookmark: _Toc389667266][bookmark: _Toc389667525][bookmark: _Toc397090918]III.F.1.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal
Census is used to collect data from Fleet Register. No deviations from aim. 
[bookmark: _Toc325717306]No major shortfalls.

[bookmark: _Toc389667267][bookmark: _Toc389667526][bookmark: _Toc397090919]III F.1.3 Follow- up of Regional and international recommendations
There were no recommendations from Liaison meetings

[bookmark: _Toc397090920]III.F.1.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls 
There is no need of actions.

[bookmark: _Toc389667268][bookmark: _Toc389667527][bookmark: _Toc397090921]III.F.2 Effort
[bookmark: _Toc325717307][bookmark: _Toc389667269][bookmark: _Toc389667528][bookmark: _Toc397090922]III.F.2.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal
Fishing effort data are collected from database system IFDIS and fishing logbooks. 

	Field
	Number of vessels

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	




	Field
	Days at sea

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Hours fished

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Fishing days

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	kW* fishing days

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	GT, fishing days

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Number of trips

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Number of rings - N/A

	Achieved sample rate
	N/A
N/A 
N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Number of fishing operations

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Number of nets/Length

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Number of hooks, Number of lines

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Number of Ports, traps

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Soaking time

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



No major shortfalls.

[bookmark: _Toc325717308][bookmark: _Toc389667270][bookmark: _Toc389667529][bookmark: _Toc397090923]III.F.2.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal
Fishery control system became more effective using IFDIS. The database system IFDIS is linked to Electronic reporting (Logbook) system, VMS, Fleet Register and other sources and assures the quality of the data. RFMO sets new requirements related to transmission, integration and cross-checking of fisheries data by using satellite-based VMS. Upgraded VMS, IFDIS and other systems assured the quality of the collected data. 

No major shortfalls.

[bookmark: _Toc325717309][bookmark: _Toc389667271][bookmark: _Toc389667530][bookmark: _Toc397090924]III.F.2.3 Follow-up of regional and international recommendations
No Liaison Meeting recommendations. 

[bookmark: _Toc325717310][bookmark: _Toc389667272][bookmark: _Toc389667531][bookmark: _Toc397090925]III.F.2.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls 
There is no need of actions.

[bookmark: _Toc325717311][bookmark: _Toc389667273][bookmark: _Toc389667532][bookmark: _Toc397090926]III.F.3 Landings
[bookmark: _Toc325717312][bookmark: _Toc389667274][bookmark: _Toc389667533][bookmark: _Toc397090927]III.F.3.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal
Data on landings are collected from the database system IFDIS and other sources. 

	Field
	Value of landings total and per species

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Live weight of landings total and per species

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Prices per commercial species

	Achieved sample rate
	100 %
100 %

N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



	Field
	Conversion factor per species

	Achieved sample rate
	N/A 
N/A 
N/A

	Response rate
	

	CV
	



No major shortfalls.

[bookmark: _Toc325717313][bookmark: _Toc389667275][bookmark: _Toc389667534][bookmark: _Toc397090928]III.F.3.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal
Fishery control system became more effective using IFDIS. The database system IFDIS is linked to Electronic reporting (Logbook) system, VMS, Fleet Register and other sources and assures the quality of the data. RFMO set new requirements related to transmission, integration and cross-checking of fisheries data by using satellite-based VMS.
Upgraded VMS, IFDIS and other systems assured the quality of the collected data.

No major shortfalls

[bookmark: _Toc325717314][bookmark: _Toc389667276][bookmark: _Toc389667535][bookmark: _Toc397090929]III.F.3.3 Follow-up of regional and international recommendations
[bookmark: _Toc389667277][bookmark: _Toc389667536]No Liaison Meeting recommendations. 

[bookmark: _Toc325717315][bookmark: _Toc389667278][bookmark: _Toc389667537][bookmark: _Toc397090930]III.F.3 4 Actions to avoid shortfalls
There is no need of actions.

[bookmark: _Toc257813229][bookmark: _Toc325717316][bookmark: _Toc389667279][bookmark: _Toc389667538][bookmark: _Toc397090931]III.G Research surveys at sea
[bookmark: _Toc257813230][bookmark: _Toc325717317][bookmark: _Toc389667280][bookmark: _Toc389667539][bookmark: _Toc397090932]III.G.1 Achievements: Results and deviations from NP proposals

[bookmark: _Toc257813231]Lithuania has planned to undertake 4 surveys in the Baltic Sea, Division IIId, subdivision 26 (LEEZ) using the R/V DARIUS. All surveys are of priority 1 and included into the program as defined in Appendix IX of the Commission Decision 2010/93/EU. A summary of the surveys is presented in the Table III.G.1 of the Standard Tables. A short summary of the different surveys follows below.

Baltic International Trawl Survey (BITS Q1 and Q4). The main aim of the BITS surveys is to estimate cod recruitment indices and cod abundance in the Lithuanian Exclusive Economic Zone (LEEZ) ICES Division IIId. The surveys were conducted in February – March and November – December using the TV3 trawl according to the BITS manual (ICES, 2009, Addendum 1). In total 7 stations in BITS Q1 and 6 stations in Q4 have been carried out by Lithuania (Fig. 1 and Fig. 2). Samples for measurement and age determination of cod, flounder and other species were taken. 
[image: ]
[bookmark: _Toc257813232][bookmark: _Toc257813233]Figure 1. Allocation of stations assigned to Lithuania for BITSQ1 survey in 2013
[image: ]
Figure 2. Allocation of stations defined in the LEEZ for BITSQ4 survey in 2013
All survey data are stored in database of Fisheries Service in Klaipeda and uploaded to DATRAS for international data storage. The surveys provide data to the ICES international data storage to Baltic International Fish Survey Working Group (WGBIFS) and Baltic Fisheries Assessment Working Group (WGBFAS).
Sprat Acoustic Survey. The main objective of SAS is to assess sprat biomass and abundance in the Lithuanian Exclusive Economic Zone (LEEZ) Baltic Sea ICES Division IIId. The survey has been conducted in May using the midwater trawl according to the BIAS manual (ICES, 2009, Addendum 2). In total 5 hauls have been carried out and the cruise covered 120 echo Nm of LEEZ (ICES subdivision 26) (Fig. 3). Samples of herring and sprat for otoliths, weight and maturity have been collected.
[image: O:\My Documents\Google Talk Received Files\SAS-2.jpg]
Figure 3. Cruise track design and hauls of SAS survey in LEEZ in 2013
Baltic International Acoustic Survey (Autumn). The main objective of BIAS is to assess herring biomass and abundance in the Lithuanian Exclusive Economic Zone (LEEZ) Baltic Sea ICES Division IIId. The survey has been conducted in October using the midwater trawl according to the BIAS manual (ICES, 2009, Addendum 2). In total 7 (2 per rectangle) hauls have been carried out and the cruise covered 120 echo Nm of LEEZ (ICES subdivision 26) (Fig. 4). Samples of herring and sprat for otoliths, weight and maturity have been collected.
[image: O:\My Documents\Google Talk Received Files\BIAS-2.jpg]
Figure 4. Cruise track design and hauls of BIAS survey in LEEZ in 2013
BIAS and SAS surveys are coordinated within the frame of the Baltic International Acoustic Surveys (BIAS). The data are stored in database of Fisheries Service in Klaipeda and have been uploaded for international data storage to Baltic International Fish Survey Working Group WGBIFS. The surveys provide data to the ICES Working Group on Fisheries Acoustic Science & Technology (WGBFAST) and Baltic Fisheries Assessment Working Group (WGBFAS).

[bookmark: _Toc257813235][bookmark: _Toc325717318][bookmark: _Toc389667281][bookmark: _Toc389667540][bookmark: _Toc397090933]III.G.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal

Surveys were conducted in accordance with the requirements and recommendations raised by relevant ICES WGs. Data are available prior to the meeting of stock assessment WG upon request (usually 2 months in advance).
3 days in total were planned for BITS surveys in Q1 and Q4 accordingly and 2 days were used in per each survey. Number and distribution of stations for trawling are allocated just before each survey (usually 2-3 months in advance). All stations were covered according to what was planned by WGBIFS and not by NP2011-2013 requirements.
2 days were planned for SAS in May and 2 days per BIAS in October. Plans were achieved without deviations. 


[bookmark: _Toc257813236][bookmark: _Toc325717319][bookmark: _Toc389667282][bookmark: _Toc389667541][bookmark: _Toc397090934]III.G.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Recommendations from RCM 2012

There were no recommendations relevant to surveys.

[bookmark: _Toc257813237][bookmark: _Toc325717320][bookmark: _Toc389667283][bookmark: _Toc389667542][bookmark: _Toc397090935]III.G.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Not relevant


[bookmark: _Toc389667284][bookmark: _Toc389667543][bookmark: _Toc397090936]IV. Module of the evaluation of the economic situation of the aquaculture and processing industry
[bookmark: _Toc389667285][bookmark: _Toc389667544][bookmark: _Toc397090937]IV.A Collection of data concerning the aquaculture

Not applied.

[bookmark: _Toc389667286][bookmark: _Toc389667545][bookmark: _Toc397090938]IV.B Collection of data concerning the processing industry
[bookmark: _Toc389667287][bookmark: _Toc389667546][bookmark: _Toc397090939]IV.B.1 Achievements: results and deviations from NP proposal

Data for fish processing industry was collected by the AIRBC on census basis. Population was determined from official database of State food and veterinary service.  Questionnaire for data collection was approved by the Order of the Minister of Agriculture No 3D-707 on 4-th August of 2010. Results are presented in Standard Tables IV.B.1 and IV.B.2. Variables collected for fish processing industry is presented in Table 5.


Table 5. Collection of data concerning the processing industry
	Variable group
	Variable
	Unit
	Data Source
	Institution responsible for data collection and proceeding

	Income
	Turnover
	Euro
	See comment 1
	AIRBC

	
	Subsidies
	Euro
	ŽF-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	[bookmark: _Hlk211331903]
	Other income
	Euro
	ŽF-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	Personnel Costs

	Wages and salaries of staff
	Euro
	ŽF-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	
	Imputed value of unpaid labour
	Euro
	See comment 2
	AIRBC

	Energy costs
	Energy costs
	Euro
	ŽF-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	Raw material costs
	Purchase of fish and other raw material for production 
	Euro
	ŽF-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	Other operational costs 
	Other operational costs 
	Euro
	ŽF-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	Capital costs
	Depreciation of capital
	Euro
	ŽF-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	
	Financial costs, net
	Euro
	See comment 3
	AIRBC

	Extraordinary costs, net
	Extraordinary costs, net 
	Euro
	See comment 4
	AIRBC

	Capital value
	Total value of assets
	Euro
	ŽF-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	Net Investments 
	Net Investments
	Euro
	See comment 5
	AIRBC

	Debt
	Debt
	Euro
	ŽF-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	Employment 
	Number of persons employed
	Number
	ŽF-1 questionnaires
	AIRBC

	
	FTE National
	Number
	See comment 6
	AIRBC

	Number of enterprises
	Number of enterprises
	Number
	The list of animal food handling entities holding veterinary approval number
	Lithuanian State Food and Veterinary Service


Comment 1. Turnover refers to the sales of processed fish production during reference period. Packed production without additional processing as well as other type of revenues should be submitted as other income.
Comment 2.  Imputed value of unpaid labour estimation is based on particular segment wages and salaries of staff (data from questionnaires) and number of unpaid family members, submitted in questionnaire.
Comment 3.  Financial cost net is estimated as Financial expenditures minus Financial income.
Comment 4.  Extraordinary cost net is estimated as Extraordinary expenditures minus Extraordinary income.
Comment 5.  Net investments is estimated as difference between purchase and sale of assets during year.
Comment 6.  Full-time equivalent (FTE) national calculations based on the national reference level for FTE working hours of the staff in fish processing industry Data for FTE calculation is derived from ŽF-1 questionnaires (ratio between hours worked per year and number of persons employed). If the annual working hours per employee exceeded the reference level, the FTE is regarded as 1, if not exceeds is equal to the ratio between the hours worked and the reference level. According to the national law, the average working hours in 2012 was 2010.
Deviations from NP proposal
In NP population of fish processing industry enterprises is presented in segments, bus during data call reports are prepared by total population as it is in line with DCF requirements. Data reporting by segments is not applied because of low number of enterprises in some segments. Therefore, in Annual Report, data quality and other information is presented for total population as was reported in data call and it could be considered as a minor deviation from NP.

[bookmark: _Toc389667288][bookmark: _Toc389667547][bookmark: _Toc397090940]IV.B.2 Data quality: results and deviations from NP proposals

The information about planned data quality and methods used to collect the data is presented in Standard Table IV.B.2.
As the data collection scheme is census (A), the response rate is used for the quality evaluation. It is calculated as follows:



 - response rate;
N – total enterprises in the segment;
n – number of enterprises which provided questionnaires.


Additionally Coefficient of variation as quality indicator was applied. 


[bookmark: _Toc389667289][bookmark: _Toc389667548][bookmark: _Toc397090941]IV.B.3 Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

There are no relevant recommendations. 

[bookmark: _Toc389667290][bookmark: _Toc389667549][bookmark: _Toc397090942]IV.B.4 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Due to confidentiality reasons data for companies which carry out fish processing not as a main activity were not reported separately. The turnover and corresponding costs of processed fish as well as corresponding employment for those companies which do not perform fish processing as main activity was merged to rest of population (where fish processing is main activity) and was reported un-separately, providing a complete information of Lithuanian fish processing industry with regard to reported response rate. As far as data were not disaggregated due to confidentiality, and covers total population, it could be considered as justified minor minor shortfall.

[bookmark: _Toc325717324]
[bookmark: _Toc389667291][bookmark: _Toc389667550][bookmark: _Toc397090943]V. Module of the evaluation of effects of the fishing sector on the marine ecosystem

Temporal and spatial coverage of data for calculation of ecosystem indicators can be performed according to sampling scheme specified for data collection in relevant tables. Surveys which contribute data for indicators 1, 2, 3, 4 are specified in section III.G.
Indicator 8 will be evaluated from data collected during the commercial fishing trips.
Indicator 9 will be calculated using landings and price data from logbooks and IFDIS, the fuel consumption and costs will be calculated in accordance with the data provided in the DR-1 statistical forms and efforts.

[bookmark: _Toc389667292][bookmark: _Toc389667551][bookmark: _Toc397090944]V.1 Achievements: Results and deviations from NP proposals

Results were not evaluated yet, because no methodology is known.

[bookmark: _Toc389667293][bookmark: _Toc389667552][bookmark: _Toc397090945]V.2 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Not relevant.
[bookmark: _Toc389667294][bookmark: _Toc389667553][bookmark: _Toc397090946]VI. Module for management and use of the data

[bookmark: _Toc325717325][bookmark: _Toc389667295][bookmark: _Toc389667554][bookmark: _Toc397090947]VI.1 Achievements: Results and deviations from NP proposals

Data from logbooks of commercial fishery are uploaded to national database IFDIS. Several data calls (Annual Economic Report, effort, fish processing industry, aquaculture, RCMs) had to be answered in 2013, which was done within the respective deadlines and with complete and quality-checked data. Data were transmitted to regular data users such as ICES assessment working groups and uploaded to relevant databases (RDB, InterCatch, DATRAS). Catch data on Sebastes spp. from ICES XII-XIV were submitted to NWWG upon request. Furthermore, collected Anguilla anguilla landing and biological data was provided to ICES according request of WGEEL working group. See Table VI.1. No deviations occurred.
. 

[bookmark: _Toc325717326][bookmark: _Toc389667296][bookmark: _Toc389667555][bookmark: _Toc397090948]VI.2 Actions to avoid shortfalls

Not relevant

[bookmark: _Toc325717327][bookmark: _Toc325717328][bookmark: _Toc325717329][bookmark: _Toc389667297][bookmark: _Toc389667556][bookmark: _Toc397090949][bookmark: _Toc257813270]VII. Follow-up of STECF recommendations
	Recommendation
	Response

	SGECA/SGRN 09-01recommends that MS:
· SGRN recommends the MS to present an action plan regarding the inclusion of this fleet in the MS sampling programme. MS should consider the general comment on long distance fisheries
· SGRN recommends to clarify the situation in CECAF and to explain the lack of information for the Pacific pelagic fleet.

	This issue is solved by signing of multilateral agreement on data collection for CECAF area (see relevant section in the current report).
Concerning Pacific pelagic fishery, due uncertainty of the fishery in this region there are no any agreements signed yet (for details, see relevant text in the current report). In any case, Lithuania is unable to fulfil the requirements itself. 

	STECF PLEN 09-03 recommends that at least Cyprus, France, Germany, Greece, Italy, Lithuania, Malta, The Netherlands, Portugal and Spain should participate in the RCM on Long-Distant Fisheries, considering their fisheries in the CECAF area, South Pacific, Indian Ocean and 'other regions where fisheries are operated by EU vessels and managed by RFMOs'.
	Lithuania has participated in all RCMs LDF from the beginning.

	SGRN 10-01 (Evaluation of NP proposals 2011-2013)
	no relevant recommendations to MS

	STECF EWG 11-08 (Evaluation of AR 2010)
	no relevant recommendations to MS

	According to Commission Decision 93/2010, all MS performing the ranking system should use the average values of the 2 previous years. EWG 11-19 recommends that MS (even if they submitted or not a revised version of the National Program) use the most update set of values (i.e. landing values, tons, fishing days) in order to select the métiers to be sampled.
	Lithuania has been considering these recommendations and strictly followed the guidelines during the preparation of NPs





	EWG 11-19 recommends that revisions in the text of the NP proposals within the programme period should be done in a way allowing the reader to follow the development in the MS. This means that all information valid for the first years of the triannual programme should be kept and not deleted. For example, if a pilot study was carried out in 2011 and the NP for 2012 was revised in accordance with the result from the pilot study, information about the pilot study should be kept in the text of the NP, specifying that this was the situation in 2011, and description of the related modifications should be added, specifying that this was the revised situation for 2012.
	Lithuania has been considering these recommendations and strictly followed the guidelines during the preparation of NPs

	EWG 11-19 recommends that the issues raised during the DCF brainstorm session (list of 46) should be used to inform the debate on the new DCF. The focus should be on addressing these issues rather than identifying new issues.
	Lithuania participated in the debate on the new DCF and considered these issues.

	EWG 11-19 recommends that the updated SWOT analyses (Table 3.2) should be used to inform the debate on the new DCF. The focus should be on addressing the issues in the SWOT rather than identifying new issues.
	Previous comment

	EWG 11-19 recommends that the 18 issues outlined in the Table 4.1 of this report are included in the discussion on a new DCF during the early part of 2012.
	Previous comment

	EWG 11-19 recommends that for on-shore sampling, MS should continue to sample the metiers and make sure to cover all the species/stocks where a demand is formulated by an end-user (or listed in Appendix VII of the Comm. Dec.), but the methodology used to achieve the goals remains at the discretion of the MS, provided that it is fully documented and approved within
	Lithuania samples all metiers and species landed on shore, except cases when vessels are landing catches in foreign ports of the Baltic Sea and/or bases there for major part of fishing season.

	STECF-EWG 12-01 recommends that the roles of the institutions involved in the collection and analysis of transversal data should be discussed and clearly defined in a dialogue between all relevant parties, i.e. research institutes, control & enforcement agencies and fishing industry representatives. The roles and tasks of these parties have to be described in the relevant legislation or at least in the MS Operational Programmes.
	The duties for relevant data collection and responsibilities are assigned among different institutions involved into data collection programme. These duties are approved by order of the Ministry of Agriculture.

	STECF-EWG 12-01 recommends that MS scientific institutions involved in data collection have online access to VMS and logbook data, as well as data collected under the Control Regulation.
	IFDIS database contains all necessary information, including VMS and logbook data and all experts involved in data collection have access to it

	STECF EWG 12-08 (Eval. AR 2011)
	no relevant recommendations to MS

	STECF EWG 12-15 (Review of DCF 2014-2020 part 2)
	no relevant recommendations to MS

	STECF-EWG 12-20 recommends that when a MS proposes a pilot study in its NP, details of the duration of the study should be given, together with information on when the results are to be expected. This and which STECF Expert Group will be responsible for the evaluation should be included in the guidelines.
	Lithuania is following these recommendations

	STECF EWG 12-20 agrees with the recommendation and suggests taking this approach also for biological and transversal variable data calls. The EWG further recommends going further and to omit the data call structure and to replace it by deadline only. Data calls would only be made in exceptional cases. MS should be able to submit biological and economic data whenever they are available rather than being restricted to a defined time window. Moreover, MS would be able to update older data whenever better data are available. This approach would have another advantage: Both recent data and amended older data can be made available earlier compared to the data call approach.
	Lithuania always submits data in time and as well as updates old data

	STECF EWG 13-07 (Eval. AR 2012)
	no relevant recommendations to MS



[bookmark: _Toc325717330][bookmark: _Toc389667298][bookmark: _Toc389667557][bookmark: _Toc397090950]VIII. List of acronyms and abbreviations
AIRBC– Agricultural Information and Rural Business Centre
BIAS – Baltic International Acoustic Survey
BITS – Baltic International Trawl Survey
CECAF – Fishery Committee for the Eastern Central Atlantic
DATRAS – DATabase of TRAwl Surveys
DCF – Data Collection Framework.
DCP – Data Collection Programme
DCR – Data Collection Regulation
EU – European Union
FS – Fisheries Service under the Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Lithuania 
FTE AIRBC Full Time Equivalent
ICES – International Council for Exploitation of the Sea
IFDIS – Integrated Fishery Data Information System
LEEZ – Lithuanian Exclusive Economic Zone
MS – Member State
NACE – Nomenclatures des Activities de Communite Europeene
NAFO – North Atlantic Fisheries Organization
NEAFC – North East Atlantic Fisheries Commission
NP – National Program
NPA – National Paying Agency under the Ministry of Agriculture
NDCP – National Data Collection Programme
NS&EA – North Sea and Eastern Atlantic
LDF – Long Distance Fishery
PIM – Perpetual Inventory Method
RCM – Regional Co-ordination Meeting
RFMO – Regional Fisheries Management Organisation
SGECA  STECF sub-group on economic affairs
SPRAS – Sprat Acoustic Survey
SPRFMO – South Pacific Regional Fisheries Management Organisation
STECF – Scientific, Technical and Economic Committee for Fisheries
VMS – Vessel Monitoring System
WG – Working Group
WGBFAS – Baltic Fisheries Assessment Working Group
WGBFAST – Working Group on Fisheries Acoustic Science & Technology
WGBIFS – Baltic International Fish Survey Working Group
WKDRP – Workshop on Discard Raising Procedures
WKSCMFD – Workshop on Sampling and Calculation Methodology for Fisheries Data
WSMRF – Workshop on Sampling Methods for Recreational Fisheries

[bookmark: _Toc257813271][bookmark: _Toc325717331][bookmark: _Toc389667299][bookmark: _Toc389667558][bookmark: _Toc397090951]IX. Comments, suggestions and reflections

No comments.
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ICES, 2009. Report of the Working Group on Baltic International Fish Survey (WGBIFS), 30 March - 3 April 2009, Lysekil, Sweden. ICES CM 2009/LRC:05. 742 pp.
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Annex I. Documents from the national coordination meeting (5 pages). 
Annex II. The copy of Multi – lateral agreement between Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, The Netherlands and Poland for biological data collection of pelagic fisheries in CECAF waters (4 pages).
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