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I. General frame work 

Lithuania carried out the National Fisheries Data Collection Programme in 2016 which is compliant with 

the Data Collection Framework (DCF) (Council Regulation EC 199/2008, Commission Regulation EC 

665/2008 and Commission Decision 2010/93/EU). The Annual Report covers fisheries, biological, and 

economical sampling activities in relevant years, collected within the Lithuanian National Programme for 

the Collection of Fisheries Data for 2014-2016.  The report is performed with regard to the Guidance for 

the submission of the Annual Reports on the National Data Collection Programmes under Council 

Regulation (EC) 199/2008, Commission Regulation (EC) 665/2008, and Commission Decision 

2010/93/EU, Version of Annual Report 2015 (January 2016).  

The Annual Report contains the general aspects of Lithuanian National Programme implementation and 

deviations from the Lithuanian National Programme. No methodological changes have been made in 

2016 and the data collection was undertaken with only some deviations with explanation of reasons are in 

the report.  

There are no derogations for Lithuania for the collection of biological data. Also, no derogations for 

economics data collection. Exclusion of aquaculture from DCF is based on Commission Decision 

2010/93/EU proposition: “Collection of data for fresh water species is not mandatory. However, if this 

data is collected, Member States shall follow the segmentation set out in Appendix XI“. The standard 

table I.A.2 includes bilateral and multilateral agreements concluded by Lithuania.  

II. National data collection organization 

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 2016 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 biological parameters on 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 economic analyses of fisheries sector. 

Lithuanian national co-ordination meeting was held on 20 of December 2016, in Vilnius. Minutes of the 

meeting are attached as Annex 

 I. The data collection problems in 2016 were discussed with representatives from institutions, which 

are involved in DCP implementation – FS and AIRBC. The main discussion objects were Lithuanian 

National Programme in 2014-2020, problems raised in 2016 and outlook for the program in 2017, 

including financing. The next National coordination meeting is planned in 2017 IV quarter. 
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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:  

Jolita Nečiūnienė  

Phone: + 370 5 239 8410                          

E-mail: Jolita.neciuniene@zum.lt 

Implementing body 

Fisheries Service 

Lelevelio str. 6, 

LT-01103 Vilnius 

Lithuania 

Phone: +370 5 2391175 

Fax: + 3705 2391176 

E-mail: zuvis@zuvis.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 

 

II.B Regional and International coordination 

II.B.1 Attendance of international meetings 

Attendance at International meetings in 2016 is described in Table II.B.1. During 2016 Lithuania 

participated at the relevant ICES planning groups, study groups, working groups, regional co-ordination 

meetings and workshops which were planed and directly related to data collection requirements under 

Commission Regulation (EC) 199/2008. Lithuania did not attend some planned meeting because the most 

suitable experts for the participation in the respective meetings were not available. 
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II.B.2 Follow-up of regional and international recommendations and agreements 

There were 4 recommendations from various working groups and RFMO meetings addressed to or 

relevant to Lithuania. The list of relevant recommendations and the responsive actions are given in the 

table II.B.2.  

III. Module of the evaluation of the fishing sector 

III.A General Description of the fishing sector 

In 2016, the Lithuanian fishing fleet consisted of 154 registered vessels, with a combined gross tonnage 

of 50506 GT, a total engine power of 58356 kW and an average age of 35 years. The size of the 

Lithuanian fleet increased between 2015 and 2016; the number of vessels increased by 6 %. Gross 

tonnage and total engine power increased by 12 % and 15,8 %, respectively. Fleet is divided into 3 

segments: pelagic trawl, demersal trawl, passive gear.  

The Baltic Sea 

In 2016 the Lithuanian fleet operating in the traditional grounds of Divisions III D, was composed by 64 

small vessels using passive gears, 23 trawlers and 2 gillnetters. The total commercial marine catch has 

decreased from 26 779 tons in 2009 to 19 112 in 2016. The bulk of the catch consisted of sprat 11 548  

tons, followed by Baltic herring 5 199 tons and cod 1 1669 tons. This is explained mostly by the reduced 

fleet and quota of sprat. In the coastal fisheries, the low value freshwater species have become less 

frequent. 

Other Regions 

In 2016 Lithuanian fishing fleet was consist of 10 fishing vessels were operated in the High seas (other 

regions): 2 demersal trawlers and 2 pelagic trawlers were operated in the Eastern Arctic and  North Arctic 

and 6 pelagic trawlers were operated in the other regions (the Islamic Republic of Mauritania, Moroccan 

EEZ and Angolan EEZ). Nominal catches recorded 83 545 tons in Eastern Arctic, North Arctic and other 

regions in total in 2016. The total commercial marine catch has decreased from 148 679 tons in 2009 by 

56 percent. The main species caught in the other waters are pelagics: mackerel, horse mackerel and 

sardines, round sardinella. 

III.B Economic variables 

All supra regions 

As far as the same methodology was applied for all fleet population and it is permitted by Guidelines, 

information will be provided to all supra regions in the same chapter. 

 

III.B.1 Achievements: Results and deviation 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 and 

were used for annual survey of fleet economic activity and employment. Institution, responsible for 

economic and certain transversal data collection and processing was State enterprise Agricultural 

Information and Rural Business Centre (AIRBC).  Data collection for fleet economic activity and 
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employment is included in annual Lithuanian Official Statistic Data Program and therefore quality is 

ensured by application of principles of European Code of Practice. The data collection processes in 

AIRBC complies the ISO 9001 requirements for data quality and ISO 27001 requirements for data 

security. 

 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 institutions in charge of collection for each economic variable is presented in 

Table 1.  

 

Table 1. Economic variables, data sources and Institutions responsible for the data collection 

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 Annual DR-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Other income
 

Euro Annual DR-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Costs 

 

Crew wages 
 

Euro Annual DR-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Imputed value of unpaid 

labour 

Euro See comment 3 
AIRBC 

Energy costs
 

Euro Annual DR-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Repair costs
 

Euro Annual DR-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Other variable costs
 

Euro Annual DR-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Other non-variable costs
 

Euro Annual 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 

 

Annual DR-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Financial 

position 

Debt/asset ratio
 

 

% 

 

See comment 5 AIRBC 

Employment  Engaged crew
 

Number Annual 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 from accountancy, thereby crosschecking of data is available for all fleet 

segments. For data quality purpose income data from questionnaires are compared to variable value of 

landings. Missing values are estimated according logbook information concerning volume of landings and 

weighted average price.   
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Comment 2. Lease or rent fishing quota or fishing right to another stakeholder is not allowed by national 

law. There are no such costs in the sector, or Lease/rental payments for quota or other fishing rights are 

equal to 0.  

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 for debts and assets are gathered from 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. FTE harmonized was based on a threshold of 2 000 hours per FTE 

using the same methodology as in calculations of FTE national. 

 

Estimation of missing variables 

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 for large scale and long distance fleet and primary sale 

notes for coastal fisheries) of missing vessel and sample. 

jn

i i

n

i i

j Y
y

x
X *

1

1







   

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. 

 

Missing employment values are obtained from State Social Insurance Fund Board under the Ministry of 

Social Security and Labour. 
 

Clustering of fleet segments 

National fleet is represented by 5 different segments out of which 4 segments were clustered due to 

confidentiality reasons and their specificity (Standard table III.B.2.). First clustered segment A27 DFN 

10-12 merge passive gear vessels (fixed and drift nets) from 10 to 24 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 and partly fishing area. In 

addition, due to low number of units there is a threat of confidentiality issues.  

Second clustered segment A27 TM 24 40 merge active gear large scale Baltic Sea pelagic trawlers from 

24 to more than 40 m. Two clustered segments are similar with each other, clustered mainly because of 

confidentiality reasons.  
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Third clustered segment is large scale Baltic Sea demersal trawlers 24-40 m. It merge similar two 

segments, with a difference only in vessel length 18-24 m and 24-40 m. Clustering is due to 

confidentiality reasons and same characteristics.  

Irrespective of gear type and supra region, large scale vessels operating in NEAFC, CECAF and 

SPRMFO were clustered to long distance fleet segment OFR TM 40XX. This cluster merge segments 

similar with each other and is referred as important segment in term of landings accounting for almost 90 

% of national totals.  

Unclustered segment with distinct characteristics were boats shorter than 10 m., attributed to small scale 

fishery and is regarded important segment concerning social aspects. 

In the case of vessels with a mixed gear fishing, segmentation is based on effort (fishing days) for 

separate gear type. Several vessels use mixed gear fishing and depending on effort during the year, may 

be shifted from one to other segment between A27 DTS 24-40 m and A27 TM 24-40 m. 

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. NP also missing A27 DTS 24-40 active vessels, 

operating in Baltic Sea, which are clustered with A27 DTS 24-40.  

 

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 = Current 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% 
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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% 

 

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

Data quality in terms of response rate is consistently improving. As was mentioned before, data collection 

processes in AIRBC comply with the ISO 9001 requirements for data quality. Data collection is 

organized according AIRBC approved procedure. At least one month before deadline, data collection 

forms, instructions and official cover letter are sent to each population unit. Enterprises have access (ID 

and password) to interactive data input system (IDIS) and have an option to enter data directly in to the 

system data base. Another option is to report filled questionnaire forms by email, by fax or by mail.  

Received statistical forms are firstly checked for compliance of quality targets (completeness, expert 

assessments for each vessel profitability, cost structure and labour productivity in comparison with 

particular segment time series). If inconsistencies and major shortfalls are found and are sequential, data 

inspection unit visits company and perform data quality check at place. The priority for data inspection at 

place is set for the enterprises which present lower quality questionnaires.   

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.  

 

In terms of response rate, the quality of data is constantly improving. For instance, in 2008 response rate 

for small scale fishery fleet was 27%, whereas 2015 it was 93%.  Failure to respond rate to questionnaires 

is mostly typical for very low economic activity small scale enterprises which could be interpreted as 

non-commercial ones. Data for Large scale fleet, long distance and larger coastal fleet segments were 

collected by 100% with exception of pelagic trawlers from Baltic Sea, where one company did not 

provide data due to the closure of business. 

 

No deviation from NP. 

 

III.B.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

No shortfalls. 
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III.C Metier-related variables 

Baltic Sea 

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

Lithuania used Metier Based sampling strategy and information used for ranking of metiers was obtained 

from national fishery database (IFDIS). In the Baltic Sea Lithuania sampled three metiers that were 

selected by the ranking system and belonged to the top 90% of the parameter’s cumulative value and 2 

metiers in inland waters (for eel fishery) (Table III.C.1). All information on sampled trips are indicated in 

tables III.C.3, III.C.4, III.C.6.  

Subdivision 25-32. OTB_DEF_105_1_110 (vessels 24-40 m). This fishery is targeting cod with small 

proportion of flounder as a by-catch. Both species were selected for length/age sampling in landings and 

discards. According to the plan 10 trips had to be sampled at sea and 10 trips on shore. At sea: 7/10 = 

70%, on shore: 16/10 = 160%.  

Subdivision 25-32. GNS_DEF_110-156_0_0 (vessels 24-40 m, 12-18 m and <10 m in coastal fishery). 

Main target of this metier is cod. Cod was selected for length/age sampling in landings and discards. 

According to the plan 10 trips had to be sampled at sea and 10 trips on shore. At sea: 0/10 = 0%, on 

shore: 8/10 = 80%. 

Subdivision 25-32. 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. On shore: 8/5 = 160%.  

FYK_CAT_0_0_0 (Fyke net fishing in Curonian Lagoon.) 1 trip 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. 

III.C.2 Data quality issues 

Due to poor status of cod size of samples and quantity is changing. It’s observed that fishing intensity 

(effort) had increased, while fishing efficiency and volume of landings decreased drastically. Lesser 

number of sampling at sea was performed due to implementation of landing obligation regulation, when 

all cod captured must be landed. After introduction of landing obligation all vessels are obliged to register 

discarded volumes of cod if any and flounder in logbooks. Since none of the vessels have capability to 

carry observers on board, once per month inspection surveys at sea had been performed for biological 

sampling of discards. Data collection in such way lasts whole day onboard of fishing vessels, what 

allowed gathering more data on this catch category without presents at sea. Data on the bycatch of other 

species from demersal trawl fishery had been collected during the inspection surveys and by the way of 

sample deliveries from fishing vessels upon request (self-sampling). 
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Planned sampling level for sampled trips were not reached for métier (GNS_DEF_110-156_0_0) 

targeting cod in the open sea. According to observations only two species are present in catches of 

gillnets, which are cod and flounder. Later one is caught as bycatch and does not reach more than 3% of 

total catch. All discards are registered in logbooks and there were no need to participate in sampling at 

sea. Due to lack of space on board and security reasons only surveys could be performed for fleet segment 

<10 m. By the way of self-sampling, samples of bycatch were analysed. 

Pelagic fishery is targeting mixed herring-sprat catches. Discards of other species are considered as 

insignificant or not present at all. 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 harbour (sampling trips on shore). Due to changed fishing strategy 

(more landings took place at native port) extra samples had to be taken for herring. Number of samples 

was sufficient to cover whole fishing season and all fleet segments. Extra trips to gather samples did not 

require any additional costs. 

Samples for length measurements have been collected in respect to fishing intensity. Details on 

achievement are indicated in Table III.C.6. 

FYK_CAT_0_0_0 (Fyke net fishing in Curonian Lagoon) and  FPO_CAT_0_0_0 (Trap fishing in Inland 

lakes) CV for eel was not reached in Fyke net fishing -13,2 % - due to high variability of this part of 

samples. 

III.C.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

Due to safety reasons and poor status of the vessels there are no extra space for observers onboard. 

Availability of the vessels for observation depends on if vessel operates within Lithuanian EEZ and/or do 

land the fish at home port. 

Pelagic fishery for herring and sprat is more concentrated outside Lithuanian EEZ and landings depend on 

the plans of fishing companies. In this case sampling closely depends on them. Only herring in sufficient 

quantities for sampling are landed at home port, while 98% of sprat are caught and landed outside 

Lithuania. Bilateral agreement between Denmark and Lithuania on sprat sampling is in place, that 

obligates Denmark to sample sprat landings from Lithuanian vessels at their ports  

North Sea and Eastern Arctic 

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

III.C.1.1. ICES I, II 

In this region Métier Based sampling strategy was used, because there were 2 vessels, operating in this 

area. 1 vessel was specialized in shrimp Pandalus borealis fishery (OTB_CRU_32-69_0_0) and other 

vessels engaged in redfish Sebastes mentella fishery (OTM_DEF_100-119_0_0). For shrimp fishery 1 

trip was planned and 2 trips were achieved. Number of length measurements: planned vs achieved (1000 

vs 1000).  

For redfish fishery 1 trip was planned and 1 trip was achieved. Number of length measurements was 

oversampled (planned vs achieved: 2000 vs 2212).  
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III.C.2 Data quality issues 

Representative samples of Pandalus borealis have been collected for length measurement. The bycatch 

and discards of other species are prohibited by Norwegian law. Oversampling of trips had happened 

because contract with technicians for sampling is signed for whole fishery season, despite of how many 

trips company performs. However, this action did not require extra costs. 

The bycatch and discards of other species are prohibited by Norwegian law. Fishery lasted 1 month and 

number of over 2000 individuals was sufficient amount to have representative length distribution of 

catches in that area. 

III.C.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

Not relevant. 

North Atlantic 

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

III.C.1.1. ICES XII, XIV and Va 

Metier Based sampling strategy was used, because only 1 vessel operated in NEAFC (ICES division 

XIVb1 only). That vessel was targeting Sebastes mentela (métier OTM_DEF_100-129_0_0). Fishery in 

this area lasted 1 month: 1 trip was planned and 1 trip was achieved. 

Number of length measurements was achieved over the plan (2000 vs 2955).  

III.C.1.2 NAFO 3LMNO 

Métier Based sampling strategy was planned in NAFO area. 3 métiers had to be sampled in this region: 

OTB_CRU_40-59_0_0 is targeting Pandalus borealis, OTB_MDD_>=130_0_0 is targeting groundfish 

species, OTB_MDD_>=280_0_0 is targeting skates with by-catch of groundfish. 

There were no fishery in this area in 2016. 

III.C.2 Data quality issues 

In NEAFC area Norwegian law prohibits the bycatch and discards of other species. 

Oversampling for length measurements of redfish occur due to methodology applied and was sufficient to 

have representative length distribution of catches in that area. 

III.C.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

Not relevant. 

Other regions 

III.C.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal 
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In CECAF region there is no need to rank métiers as only 1 métier 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 2011.  

In SPRFMO region there is no need to rank métiers as only 1 métier was identified 

(OTM_SPF_>=40_0_0).  

III.C.2 Data quality issues 

Starting with 2012 the sampling of pelagic fishery is performed on the basis of multi-lateral agreement 

between Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, the Netherlands and Poland. The results of this sampling could be 

found in the Annual Report of the Netherlands. 

Lithuanian fleet did not operate in SPRFMO in 2016.  

III.C.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

Not relevant for CECAF region.  

In 2015 multilateral agreement for SPRFMO was prepared (Poland, Lithuania, Germany, and 

Netherlands), to ensure streamlined data collection. Agreement was signed in 2016 and Poland will take 

initiative to coordinate sampling in this area from 2017 onwards. 

III.D Recreational fisheries 

Baltic Sea 

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

According to Lithuanian NP for 2016 three species, which are cod, salmon and eel from recreational 

fishery were sampled. Sampling had been performed in the Baltic Sea (for cod and salmon) and in inland 

waters (for salmon and eel). 

Sampling in the Baltic Sea 

Amateur fishers traditionally are catching cod and salmon in coastal area within Lithuanian exclusive 

economic zone of the Baltic Sea. 

In total 42 inspection trips were performed for cod sampling and 1 trip for salmon. 

Sampling in inland waters 

In total 4 trips covering all indicator rivers for salmon were performed. Additionally 145 questionnaires 

as well as online surveys had been distributed among fishermen targeting salmon in 2016. 

Using the questionnaires strategy 1178 fishermen targeting eel were interviewed. 

III.D.2 Data quality issues 
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Cod 

The recreational fishery for cod (Gadus morhua) in Lithuania is monitored using effort information 

(number of daily angling trips) provided by State border guard service (SBGS) and mean weight of cod 

calculated from at sea observed trips and sampling on shore. Raising sample mean weight of the anglers 

catch from observed trips by the known number of trips at the population level, the total recreational 

catch of cod is obtained. 

Two types of data were collected in order to monitor the development of recreational fisheries and to 

estimate the catch level. 

1. Data on the number of recreational sea-going trips and the number of anglers participating at those trips 

were collected from SBGS registers. 

2. Data on total weight of fish caught were collected during the inspection trips. 

Information on total number of boats at sea is under jurisdiction of State border guard service (SBGS). 

Each angling vessel’s departure, including number of anglers on-board, is recorded in SBGS documents. 

Main purpose of inspection trips is to record total weight of catches by species. This allows for estimating 

the total catch applying raising method by number of trips recorded by SBGS. 

Vessels are selected randomly during the regular inspections in coastal area. However, inspection does 

not cover weekends and holidays, when more recreational fishermen go for fishing (if weather conditions 

are favorable). In this context, these data may be biased and are likely represent an underestimate of the 

total recreational catch. 

Salmon 

For assessment of salmon catches yelded by anglers in Lithuanian rivers and Lithuanian coastal area of 

the Baltic Sea online survey, face to face survey and individual interview with selected anglers and boat 

owners was conducted. Surveys have been conducted from the end of autumn fishing season on rivers till 

the end of December. The questionnaire was developed by taking into account the questionnaire schemes, 

used by other countries. The CPUE of total catch, released catch and kept catch is calculated from the 

surveys data. Total amount of caught, released and taken salmon as well as sea trout in rivers was 

calculated on the basis of CPUE from the surveys and from number of sold licenses for salmon and sea 

trout angling. 

Eel 

Eels fishing season continues from April to October, so interviews were carried out after the eel fishing 

season (from October to March), 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 and ice thickness. The total number of fishermen (with annual permits) in Lithuania in 

2016 was more than 7 thousand During the interviews data on length, weight, quantity and the location on 

the catches of eels have been collected in 2016. According to the collected data and the total number of 

licenses for recreational fishery (this data was provided by the Ministry of Environment) the number of 

annual catches on eels was estimated. No eel recorded in catches in the marine waters of Lithuania. Total 

volume of eel catch in the inland waters estimated was more than 7 tons in 2016. 
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III.D.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

In order to minimize the potential bias regarding data quality (section III.D.2 above), it is planned to 

extend the monitoring of cod recreational fisheries by implementing the questionnaires survey. Also 

Fishery Service is preparing a manual for sampling of commercial fishery with description of the 

methodology for eel.  

North Sea and Eastern Arctic 

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 NP 

2014-2016. 

III.D.2 Data quality issues 

Not relevant.  

III.D.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

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 NP 

2014-2016. 

III.D.2 Data quality issues 

Not relevant.  

III.D.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

Not relevant.  

Other regions 

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 NP 

2014-2016. 

III.D.2 Data quality issues 

Not relevant.  

III.D.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

Not relevant.  
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III.E Stock-related variable 

The planned and achieved sampling is summarized in Table III.E.3. 

Baltic Sea 

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

According to NP 2016 Lithuania should sample 5 stocks in the Baltic Sea. 

Anguilla anguilla (inland waters). 2 eel (Anguilla anguilla) stocks was selected for sampling purposes in 

the Inland waters. Number of individuals collected for biological variables is presented in Table III.E.3, 

III.C.6. Age and length of this species are extremely variable in Curonian lagoon and Inland lakes (Min 

eel length was 59 cm, max – 105 cm, age varied from 5 to 22 years). Because of the diversity it is difficult 

to achieve required precision. For that it is needed to measure much bigger amount of the individuals, 

which is hardly achievable task due to scarce temporal and spatial catch. In Curonion lagoon was difficult 

to achieve required index, because in 2016 was not succeeded to buy an eel from fishermen of  lagoon . 

The main reason is that the eel fishing in the Curonian lagoon was completely reduced in recent year by 

lower catches. In 2016 catches was only  900 kg, i.e. 73% less than in 2011 year. This factor affected the 

sale price of eel, wich was more than high. 

Gadus morhua SD25-32: Baltic cod stock SD25-32 was undersampled by 66% in term of number of fish 

measured for length and by 81% weight, sex, age and maturity. The main reason for the shortfall was 

overall decrease in individual growth rate for Baltic cod, which resulted in domination of smaller length 

groups in landings and thus lesser requirement for number of samples to achieve certain number of 

weight@length ratio for individuals in order to get the reliable weight-length relationship. In the light of 

poor cod status almost no catches were observed during the surveys, which had effect on the achievement 

of samples to be collected for biological parameters. 

Clupea harengus SD 25-32: There were no shortfall in number of fish measured for age stocks of Clupea 

harengus. The intention was to collect sufficient number of samples for detailed biological analyses from 

both trips sampled on shore and surveys at sea. Oversampling did not require additional cost. 

Sprattus sprattus SD22-32: Baltic sprat was undersampled by 29% in term of number of fish measured 

for length and by 83-87% weight, sex, age and maturity. mainly due to the fact that nearly 99% of total 

national landings were performed abroad and only 1 samples has been collected from commercial fishery. 

Rest part of samples have been collected and analyzed during the surveys. 

Platichthys flesus SD22-32: Flounder was sampled slightly undersampled by 3%. However, this shortfall 

is negligible and the number of samples was sufficient to meet requirements for all biological variables. 

III.E.2 Data quality issues 

There were no deviations from the sampling methods used for collecting data. In cases, where there were 

deviations in sampling intensity for particular stock related variables, reason of which is described in 

section III.E.1 above. 
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III.E.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

Shortfalls described in sections III.E.1 were unavoidable due to the changes in the fishing pattern in 2016. 

Sampling scheme needs to be adjusted according to fishing spatial and temporal distribution and therefore 

more direct contacts and dialogue with fishing industry is planned. 

North Sea and Eastern Arctic 

According to NP 2016 Lithuania should sample two stocks in the region of North Sea and Eastern Arctic, 

Pandalus borealis I-II and Sebastes spp. I-II.  

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

III.E.1.1. ICES I, II 

2000 individuals of Sebastes spp. and 1000 individuals of Pandalus borealis were planned to analyze for 

individual length-weight distribution. 

In total 2212 individuals were measured for length distribution of landings of Sebastes spp. Individual 

length and weight was determined for 1100 individuals, sex was determined for 950 ind. 200 otoliths 

were collected but not aged. 

Pandalus borealis was oversampled according to NP plan (1100 ind.). Oversampling did not require extra 

costs. 

III.E.2 Data quality issues 

In 2013 Lithuania did request for feedback from relevant to stock coordinators and chairmen of AFWG 

and NIPAG on Lithuanian biological data needs and quality issues. In case of Pandalus borealis 

Lithuania have insignificant contribution to stock exploitation. NIPAG response was that Lithuanian data 

for Pandalus borealis is not needed for stock assessment and WG receives sufficient data from Norway 

and Russia, which are the main fishing nations in this area. Only catch statistics by MS is required. 

The reply from AFWG was that other biological parameters from Lithuania could be useful, but not 

crucial for stock assessment. 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. Lithuania will ask for derogation not to read otoliths. 

III.E.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

There were no shortfalls in the sampling biological variables for these stocks. 

North Atlantic 

According to NP 2016 Lithuania should sample two stocks in the region of North Atlantic, Sebastes 

mentela XII-XIV and Pandalus borealis NAFO 3LM. 
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III.E.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal 

III.E.1.1. ICES XII, XIV and Va 

During the trip 2974 individuals were measured for length distribution of landings (each sample 

contained aprox. 200 ind.). In total 15 samples were taken. Additionally, samples were analysed for 

individual length-weight distribution (998 ind.), sex determination (998 ind.) and 200 otoliths were taken. 

Age was not read so precision for variables related to age was not evaluated.  

III.E.1.2 NAFO 3LMNO 

There was no fishery in NAFO area in 2016. 

III.E.2 Data quality issues 

For comments on data for redfish see text in previous section. 

III.E.3 Actions to avoid deviations  

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.  

Lithuania has no experts in age reading for species outside the Baltic Sea. Lithuania will ask for 

derogation not to read otoliths for Sebastes spp. 

Other regions 

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

CECAF 

Sampling in 2016 was arranged through agreed joint sampling programme. 

Following RCM LDF 2011 recommendation, Lithuania signed to “Multi-lateral agreement between 

Germany, Latvia, Lithuania, The Netherlands and Poland for biological data collection of pelagic 

fisheries in CECAF waters”. In 2015 an amendment to that agreement was signed extending it for another 

two years period, ending 31 December 2016 – attached in Annex I. 

The above joint sampling programme is coordinated by the Netherlands. Sampling activities and 

achievements are to be described in the Netherlands’ Annual Report 2016.  

SPRFMO 

There were no fishing activities in the SPRMFO area by Lithuanian vessels in 2016. 

III.E.2 Data quality issues 
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CECAF 

Sampling in 2016 was arranged through agreed joint sampling programme, coordinated by the 

Netherlands. Sampling activities and achievements are to be described in the Netherlands’ Annual Report 

2016. 

SPRFMO 

There were no fishing activities in the SPRMFO area by Lithuanian vessels in 2016. 

III.E.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

Not relevant for CECAF. 

In 2015 multilateral agreement for SPRFMO was prepared (Poland, Lithuania, Germany, and 

Netherlands), to ensure streamlined data collection. Agreement was signed in 2016 and Poland will take 

initiative to coordinate sampling in this area from 2017 onwards. 

III.F Transversal variables 

Transversal variables data are derived from database system IFDIS which contains the data referred to 

Commission Regulation (EC) No 26/2004 of 30 December 2003 on the Community fishing fleet register 

in Annex I and Council Implementing Regulation (EC) No 404/2011 in Annex X. As well IFDIS contains 

obligatory by National legislation monthly reports for vessels of less than 8 m length overall which is 

operating in the Baltic Sea. System is integrated with Electronic reporting (Logbook) system and fleet 

register. Transversal data which have been collected under Control Regulation (1224/2009) is not 

provided in Table III.F.1 

III.F.1 Capacity 

III.F.1.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal  

Active and inactive vessels are included in the vessel register. The maintenance and continuous updates 

are up to dates. No deviations in the achieved data collection compared to what was planned in the 

relevant NP proposal. 

III.F.1.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal 

Data quality assurance procedures are built into the data registration process and are based on census 

information. 

III.F.1.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

There is no need of actions. 

III.F.2 Effort 

III.F.2.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal  

For over 8 m length overall vessels for effort variables the community logbook and electronic logbook are 

the key source of data. For small vessels of less than 8 m length overall the monthly reports, that derived 
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from national logbook, are the key source of data.  Administrations systems have been developed such 

that for any particular fishing gear reported on the logbook there are several associated effort elements 

that should be reported by fisherman on their logbook, and then captured in the data entry process in 

IFDIS.  IFDIS allows nearly all of the variables within the fishing effort heading of Commission Decision 

2010/93/EU in Appendix VIII to be derived.  No deviations in the achieved data collection compared to 

what was planned in the relevant NP proposal. 

III.F.2.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal 

Data quality assurance procedures are built into the data registration process and are based on census 

information. 

III.F.2.3: Actions to avoid deviations 

There is no need of actions. 

III.F.3 Landings 

III.F.3.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal  

Data on landings are derived from the combination of the monthly report, landing declarations and sales 

notes. These provide the key details on the species, presentation, location of landings, weight and value of 

fish being landed that is entered onto computer system. No deviations in the achieved data collection 

compared to what was planned in the relevant NP proposal. 

III.F.3.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal 

Data quality assurance procedures are built into the data registration process and are based on census 

information. 

III.F.3.3: Actions to avoid deviations 

There is no need of actions. 

III.G Research surveys at sea 

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

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. 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, 2013, Addendum 1). In total 6 stations in BITS Q1 and 6 

stations in Q4 had to be carried out by Lithuania (Fig. 1 and Fig. 2). Due to rough bottom, vast 

underwater obstacles and potential risk of gear damage only 5 hauls in each survey have been performed. 
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Samples for measurement and age determination of cod, flounder and other species were taken.  

 

Figure 1. Allocation of stations assigned to Lithuania for BITSQ1 survey in 2016 
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Figure 2. Allocation of stations defined in the LEEZ for BITSQ4 survey in 2016 

All survey data are stored in database of Fisheries Service 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, 2012, Addendum 2). In 

total 7 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. 
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Figure 3. Cruise track design and hauls of SAS survey in LEEZ in 2016 

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, 2012, Addendum 2). 
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Figure 4. Cruise track design and hauls of BIAS survey in LEEZ in 2016 

 

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

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). 

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 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 

NP2014-2016 requirements.  

2 days were planned for SAS in May and 2 days per BIAS in October.  
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1 station during the both BITS surveys was not performed due to rough bottom and risk of trawl damage. 

WGBIFS was informed during the meeting on this issue. No response on data deficiency was received 

from the WG. 

III.G.3 Actions to avoid deviations  

Not relevant 

IV. Module of the evaluation of the economic situation of the aquaculture and processing industry 

IV.A Collection of data concerning the aquaculture 

As presented in Commission Decision 2010/93/EU “Collection of data for fresh water species is not mandatory. 

However, if this data is collected, Member States shall follow the segmentation set out in Appendix XI“, data 

collection for aquaculture is not foreseen and therefore excluded from data collection program.  

 

IV.A.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal  

Not applied. 

 

IV.A.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal  

Not applied. 

 

IV.A.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

Not applied. 

 

IV.B Collection of data concerning the processing industry  

IV.B.1 Achievements: Results and deviation 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. 

Data for enterprises where processing considered as main activity is collected by segments: Companies 

with <=10 employees; Companies with 11-49 employees; Companies with 50-249 employees; 

Companies with >=250 employees. Data collected on annual basis for all variables listed in Table 5. Data 

for companies in Not main activity segment is collected on annual basis, but only for two variables: 

Number of enterprises and Turnover, attributed to fish processing. 
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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 Annual ŽF-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Other income Euro Annual ŽF-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Personnel Costs 

 

Wages and salaries of 

staff 

Euro Annual ŽF-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Imputed value of 

unpaid labour 

Euro See comment 2 AIRBC 

Energy costs Energy costs Euro Annual ŽF-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Raw material costs Purchase of fish and 

other raw material for 

production  

Euro Annual ŽF-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Other operational 

costs  

Other operational 

costs  

Euro Annual ŽF-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Capital costs Depreciation of 

capital 

Euro Annual 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 Annual ŽF-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Net Investments  Net Investments Euro See comment 5 AIRBC 

Debt Debt Euro Annual ŽF-1 questionnaires AIRBC 

Employment  Number of persons 

employed 

Number Annual 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 
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equal to the ratio between the hours worked and the reference level. According to the national law, the 

average working hours in 2014 was 2001. 

 

Estimation of missing variables 

In the case, when response rate is less than 100% of the population, the missing information will be 

derived from the sample, taking into the consideration the value of production of the missing enterprise 

and sample. The calculations will be as follows: 
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where: 

Xi – missing variable information about the enterprise; 

ix  - collected variable of the sample; 

n – number of responders; 

Yj – value of fish production in the enterprise or employment; 

jy  - value of fish production or employment in the responders. 

Missing employment values are obtained from State Social Insurance Fund Board under the Ministry of 

Social Security and Labour. 

 

Deviations from NP proposal 

No deviation from NP. 

IV.B.2 Data quality: Results and deviation from NP proposal  

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: 

%100*
N

n
rj   

jr  - response rate; 

N – total enterprises in the segment; 

n – number of enterprises which provided questionnaires. 

 

No deviations from NP 

 

IV.B.3 Actions to avoid deviations 

No shortfalls. 

 

V. Module of evaluation of the 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. 
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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. 

V.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal  

No deviations from NP were encountered. Fisheries independent research survey data were collected in 

2016 during four surveys, i. e. BITSQ1, BITSQ4, BIAS and SAS. Data collected during surveys included 

data related to four DCF indicators describing the effects of fisheries on the marine ecosystem 

(conservation status of fish species, proportion of large fish, mean maximum length of fishes and size at 

maturation of exploited fish species). 

VMS data and catch data collected directly from the national Electronic fishing logbook system - vCatch 

and Vessel monitoring system – vTrack. The data combined with fishing vessel register data and 

aggregated according to DCF data calls format. 

V.2 Actions to avoid deviations 

No action required. 

VI. Module for management and use of the data 

VI.1 Achievements: Results and deviation from NP proposal  

Data transmission to end-users is listed in Table VI.1. All data were submitted as required except some 

cases (for explanations see Table VI.1). All fishery and survey data collected and archived under the DCF 

were maintained in a form to allow assessment of exploited stocks and the estimation of the total volume 

of catches (defined by regional metiers and time period) including discards. Information from logbooks of 

commercial fishery, sale notes and monthly reports were captured in the data entry process in national 

database IFDIS. The estimation of the biological parameters followed the standard ICES practises. 

Several data calls (Annual Economic Report, effort, fish processing industry, aquaculture, RCMs) had to 

be answered in 2015, which was done within the respective deadlines and with complete and quality-

checked data. Data sets were produced and validated according to provided end-users instructions. Data 

were transmitted to the different ICES working groups, EU expert groups and data calls or uploaded to 

relevant databases (RDB, InterCatch, DATRAS). No deviations from NP were encountered.  

VI.1.1 Management of data 

The amount of data calls increased and also the amount of requested data within each data call. Unique 

reports types have been developed for some data calls. However, there were changes in data call formats 

and requests during the data processing. This has of course put a large pressure on the data handling 

process within Lithuania and the time spent on data processing increased significantly. 

Data quality assurance procedures are built into the data registration process in IFDIS. Data validation 

systems, including systems of cross-checks of vessel monitoring systems, catch, effort and sale data and 

data related to the Community fishing fleet register as well as the verification of licences and fishing 

authorisations through automated computerised algorithms are developed in IFDIS.  

https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp/control/technologies/vms_en
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VI.1.2 Data transmission 

All relevant and requested data with some negligible deviations was submitted in 2016.  

VI.2 Actions to avoid deviations 

No action required. 
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VII. List of acronyms and abbreviations 

DCF – Data Collection Framework  

NP – National Plan 

AIRBC – Agricultural Information and Rural Business Centre  

ICES – The International Council for the Exploration of the Sea 

RFMO – Regional fisheries management organizations 

IFDIS - Integrated Fisheries Data Information System 

NAFO – Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization 

CECAF – Fishery Committee for the Eastern Central Atlantic 

SPRFMO – South Pacific Regional Fisheries Management Organization 

EEZ - Exclusive economic zone 

MS – Member State 

AFWG – Arctic Fisheries Working Group 

NIPAG – Joint NAFO/ICES Pandalus Assessment Working Group 

NWWG – North-Western Working Group 

NAFO SC – Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organization Scientific Council 

RCM LDF – Regional Coordination Meeting for Long distance fisheries 

LEEZ – Lithuanian Exclusive Economic Zone  

BITS – Baltic International Trawl Survey 

DATRAS – The Database of Trawl Surveys 

BIAS – Baltic International Acoustic Survey 

WGBIFS – Baltic International Fish Survey Working Group  

WGBFAST – Working Group on Fisheries Acoustic Science & Technology  

WG – Working group 

DCF – Data Collection Framework 

RDB – Regional Data Base 

WGSFD - Working Group on Spatial Fisheries Data 

VIII. Comments, suggestions and reflections 

IX. References 
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