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I. General framework
In May 2008, the Netherlands submitted a proposal for a National Programme for the year 2009 for the collection of biological and economic data of the fishing sector and commercial exploited fish stocks. In this report, this national data collection programme will be further referred to as the National Programme (NP). The basis for this NP was a suite of renewed regulations
 introduced by the European Commission (EC) for the collection of biological and economic data in the period 2009-2013. These regulations oblige Member States (MS) to collect data, needed to support the Common Fishery Policy (CFP). This Framework of Data Collection Regulations (DCF) contains procedures, guidelines, and both qualitative as well as quantitative criteria, on which and how much data has to be collected. Further, the EC has established provisions to facilitate the cooperation between MS. 
The data collection in this framework has started in 2002. In 2004 a number of changes have been introduced. In 2009 the data collection requirements were expanded and continued under a new DCF. 

This report is a technical report of activity (TR) of the work which was carried out in 2009 with reference to the aims described in the proposal and the requirements listed in the DCF. The lay out of the report differs considerably from previous TR and follows closely the template submitted by the Commission to the MS for this purpose in 2009
. Most of the required information is given in the tables (grey fields) which are distributed separately in an Excel document.
II.
Organisation of the National Programme

II.A.
National correspondent and participating institutes
The Dutch National Correspondent in 2009 was ir. D.J. van der Stelt. He is employed by the Dutch Ministry of Agriculture, Nature Conservation and Food Quality in the department Directorate of Agriculture, Fisheries and Agribusiness
The NP in the Netherlands was carried out by 3 partners in 2009:

1) The Dutch Directorate of Agriculture, Fisheries and Agribusiness (LNV-AKV). This is a section in the Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality and performs control and authority exercises at the commercial fisheries and the recreational and game fisheries. This partner also acted as coordinator;

2) LEI (Institute of Agricultural Economics). This institute is a private research institution, part of the Wageningen University and Research Centre. LEI B.V. is responsible for collection of agricultural and fisheries economics statistics in The Netherlands;

3) IMARES (Institute for Marine Resources & Ecosystem Studies). This institution is a private research institution, as part the Wageningen University and Research Centre. 
	Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality

Bezuidenhoutseweg 73 

Post-box 20401

2500 EK The Hague Netherlands

Phone: +31 70 3793911

Fax: + 31 70 3786153

web: www.minlnv.nl
	Netherlands Institute for Agricultural Economics (LEI)

Alexanderveld 5

Post-box 29703

2502 LS The Hague Netherlands

Phone: +31 70 3358330 

Fax: +31 70 3615624 

web: www.lei.nl
	Institute for Marine Resources & Ecosystem Studies (IMARES)

Haringkade 1

Post-box 68

1970 AB IJmuiden Netherlands

Phone: +31 317 480900

Fax:  +31 317 487362

web: www.imares.nl

	Contact: Dirk-Jan van der Stelt

Phone: + 31 70 3784891

E-mail: d.j.van.der.stelt@minlnv.nl
	Contact: Hans van Oostenbrugge

Phone: + 31 70 3358239

E-mail: hans.vanoostenbrugge@wur.nl
	Contact: Frans van Beek
Phone: + 31 317 487044
E-mail: frans.vanbeek@wur.nl


II.B.
Regional and International coordination
II B 1
Attendance of International meetings
Table II.B.1 list the meeting which have been attended by the MS in 2009. MS participated in all meetings which were planned in the NP
II B 2
Follow-up of regional and international recommendations 
This section lists the recommendation from all relevant RCM which are not dealt with a specific section of the report.
	source
	Recommendation
	Responsive actions

	Baltic (2007)
	RCM Baltic recommends that MS and the Commission consider possibilities for optimising timing in the entire DCR process.
	MS agrees and considers that RCM meetings should be held prior to the submission of new proposals

	Med&BS( 2009)
	The RCM Med recommends the participation of the National Correspondents of the MS in the future RCMs, 

for achieving better internal organisation.

For ensuring the link between the two forums, it is recommended that the chairman of the PGMed participates to the RCM Med.

The RCM Med encourages the participation of one economist from each MS to the future RCMs.
	The National Correspondent or his representative will participate in the RCM meetings indicated in the table above.

	NS&EA
Baltic, NA, 
Med&BS ( 2009)
	In the NP proposals, a short description of all metiers selected by the 90% ranking procedure should be provided. Such a table would enable RCM to identify whether a metier with the same name covers the same or different fisheries in different NPs.

Moreover, the RCM-NA recommends MS to investigate on the mesh size ranges actually used in their fisheries and describes more precisely the metiers operating with bottom trawls with the objectives of defining possible common metiers at the national level (level 7).

Moreover, the RCM-Med&BS recommends MS to investigate on the mesh size or gear sizes ranges actually used in their fisheries, especially for nets and hooks, and to provide information during the next PGMed meeting, for a possible agreement of size ranges at level 6.
	MS has provided short description of the métiers in Annex 4, using the standard template.

	Med&BS
(2009
	The RCM-NA recommends that all MS should follow strictly the naming conventions for reporting the sampling and statistics information. To that aim, MS are invited to investigate closely on the mesh size range actually used. The SGRN Guidelines for NP proposals should be revised in order to ensure unambiguous coding of the metiers and fishing grounds and to stress the importance to adhere to these rules. Careful attention to the naming of the metiers
	The proposed naming convention has been applied in the NP

	NS&EA (2009)
	RCM NS&EA recommends MS to use the average landing figures over the years 2007-2008 as the basis for ranking métiers within the NP 2011-2013
	This recommendation was followed in the NP


III.
Module of evaluation of the fishing sector

III.A.
General description of the fishing sector

The Dutch fishing sector in marine waters can be split up in three major sectors: the demersal fishery in the North Sea, the pelagic fishery in European and international waters and coastal fisheries for bivalves. Table III.A.1 gives an overview of the areas where Dutch fisheries are active. 
A major change in the fishery is a reduction of the demersal fleet from 345 vessels in 2008 to 308 vessels in 2009.  The reduction is a result of (inter)national measures to reduce fishing effort in the demersal fisheries.
Composition of Dutch fleet (31-12-2008)

	Fishing fleet
	No. of vessels 
2009

	Demersal fisheries
	308

	Pelagic fisheries
	14

	Other sea fisheries
	217

	Aquaculture                  
	76

	Non active
	177

	Total Dutch fleet
	792


source: Visserij in cijfers 2009
Demersal fisheries

The major demersal fishery in the Netherlands is the beam trawl fishery directed to flatfish in the North Sea. These fisheries are mixed fisheries taking also non target species and discards and operate all year round. Three métiers can be distinguished within the beam trawl fleet: beam trawlers <300 HP and two métiers of beam trawlers >300 HP. The first group exist of relative small vessels, operating in coastal areas
 which are by regulation not accessible to the larger beam trawlers. Within the second group, two métiers can be distinguished, those fishing with a minimum mesh size of 80-99 mm for a mixture of plaice and sole, mainly fishing in Division IVc and part of  Division IVb and those fishing for plaice with 100 mm mesh size and larger in Division IVb. The number of vessels and effort of the beam trawl fleet has decreased considerable in recent years due to decommissioning schemes. Also, a gradual switch towards other fishing methods can be observed in recent years, such as twin trawling and shrimping.
Small fleet segments, which have recently developed in the Netherlands are twin trawlers, fishing in the southern North Sea for a mixture of plaice, roundfish and non quota species such as mullets and gurnards. Also a fishery directed to Norway lobster, mainly with twin trawls and beam trawls has developed in recent years.

The fishery for brown shrimp (Crangon crangon) is carried out within the 6 mile zone along the continental coast extending from Sylt to the Dutch-Belgian border, including the Wadden Sea and other estuaries. This fishery is regulated by licenses
The Netherlands have some small quota for demersal species in the Gulf of Biscay (VIIIc) and the Irish Sea (VIIa). Traditionally these quotas are exchanged with other countries and no fishing of Dutch vessels is assumed to take place in these areas in 2009 and 2010.

Pelagic fisheries

Dutch pelagic trawlers fish for pelagic species using pelagic or semi-pelagic trawls in North East Atlantic, North African and Pacific waters. The fishing operations of the pelagic fisheries are by nature directed to single species which are taken with relative few discards. Major target species in Atlantic waters are herring, mackerel, horse mackerel and blue whiting. In African waters the target species are sardinella and horse mackerel and west of Chile and Peru the target is jack mackerel (Trachurus murphyi). The landings from African and Pacific waters are mainly landed abroad, partly outside the EU. The fisheries for the various pelagic species occur in different seasons and are generally not of a mixed nature. All fish is landed frozen and used for human consumption. 
Other Sea fisheries including inactive vessels

This part of the Dutch fleet (388 vessels) comprises vessels involved in gill net fishing and various other sea fishing as well as non-active vessels. In total, 217 vessels are considered active and 171 vessels are inactive. Of the active small scale fishery fleet, 66 vessels took part in gill net fishing and 151 vessels took part in other seas fishery such as shellfish fishing on the North Sea, fishing with static vessels for lobster and eel in the coastal and delta zone, and smelt fishing with seines. The non-active fleet consisted of vessels which had not made any (registered) fishing trip. 
Aquaculture and coastal fisheries for bivalves

In the Wadden Sea and Easter Scheldt Estuary, mussels are cultured by a fleet mainly operating from Yerseke. Small (wild) mussels are collected and transported to locations where better conditions for growth are expected and harvested 1-2 years later. The fishery for mussels is in fact a form of aquaculture and is regulated by extensive national regulations. 

The fishery for cockles is carried out by hand in the Wadden Sea and Scheldt Estuary. A major mechanical cockle fishery in coastal waters has been terminated in 2005.
In the Scheldt Estuary native (Ostrea edulus) and Pacific Crassostrea gigas) oysters are cultured. Only a few companies are involved in the oyster culture.

On a smaller scale, a fishery for shellfish (molluscs) takes place in coastal waters. The fishery is directed to either spisula (Spisula subtruncata, Spisula solida) or to American jackknife clams (Ensis americanus). The latter species is an alien species which has expanded considerable in recent years. The fishery is regulated by licenses. 

III.B.
Economic variables (Supra region ICES and NAFO areas)
Supra Region Baltic Sea (ICES area II b-d), North Sea (ICES areas IIIa, IV and VIId) and Eastern Arctic (ICES areas I and II), and North Atlantic (ICES areas V-XIV) and NAFO areas.

III.B.1
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
In the Netherlands data is collected in 2 different ways depending on the target population.  Data from commercially active vessels from the most important fisheries (earning more than 50.000 Euro and belonging to beam trawl, demersal trawls and seiners, or pelagic trawl and seiners) is gathered directly by copying fishermen’s accounts through the LEI panel . Data from other vessels (less important fisheries and vessels which earn less than 50.000 euro per year) is collected indirectly by means of  a paper questionnaire.  

LEI panel: target population

The commercially active vessels from the most important fisheries (beam trawl, demersal trawls and seiners, or pelagic trawl and seiners), the population for the detailed economic data gathering, included 338 cutters and 14 industrial vessels in 2009.  Detailed economic data have been collected in 2009 from 91 cutters and 14 industrial vessels, as specified in the national programme (Netherlands Directorate of Fisheries, 2002). The number of active Dutch vessels in the different fleet segments in 2009 is presented in the table below, before and after combination of small segments. Segments are only clustered to preserve anonymity in reporting and are not clustered before data collection.

LEI employs three full time accountants who have access to the full accounting of the firms (all individual bills and invoices), which co-operate on the survey. The data of individual vessels is elaborated by week (trip) and fishery. 

A special segment is the fleet segment of pelagic trawlers over 40 m, covering the Dutch pelagic trawler fleet. As this segment consists of only 3 companies, complete economic and catch information has been gathered. 

Fleet segmentation of active part of the fleet for 2009, as it is in the fleet and after combination of small segments  for reporting(<10 vessels).
	 
	In fleet

	 
	0-10m
	10-12m 
	12-18m
	 18-24m
	24-40m
	>40m

	Beam trawl
	
	
	10
	160
	31
	64

	Demersal trawls and seiners
	
	1
	
	14
	23
	1

	Pelagic trawls and seiners
	
	
	2
	
	
	14

	
	After combination

	
	0-10m
	10-12m 
	12-18m
	 18-24m
	24-40m
	>40m

	Beam trawl
	
	
	10
	160
	31
	64

	Demersal trawls and seiners
	
	
	
	17
	24
	

	Pelagic trawls and seiners
	
	
	
	
	
	14


The current panel consists of 91 vessels (approximately 24% of the total commercially active cutter fleet) and is stratified according to gear type and length. For each of the vessels economic data are collected on effort, catches, revenues, variable and fixed costs and financial position. The revenues and costs are collected for nine types of fishery in which the vessels can be involved. These types of fishery are: (1) pair trawling for herring, (2) otter trawl, (3) beam trawl, (4) pair trawl for demersal round fish, (5) shrimp trawl, (6) fishery for Nephrops, (7) gill net, (8) Danish seine, (9) twin rig and (10) others. It is concluded that the estimates of the economic key-variables resulting from the current panel have a high level of precision for the whole cutter fleet. 
The segment of beam trawl vessel between 24 and 40 metres is highly heterogeneous, both in technical characteristics as well as in economic and fishing performance. This is mainly because 16 vessels longer than 24 metres are in fact euro cutters and thus hardly comparable to the other vessels in this segment. Therefore variability in this segment is large and the segment is stratified further based on the engine power as specified in the extended program, according to appendix IV of the EC regulation. The number of vessels in each of the two sub segments and the number of vessels included in the panel are given in the table below.  

Number of commercially active vessels in the beam trawl segment from 24-40 from which economic information is gathered, together with population numbers

	Length (m)
	Fishing technique
	Hp
	Population
	Panel

	24-40
	Beam trawl
	<301
	15
	5

	24-40
	Beam trawl
	>300
	16
	4


Paper Questionnaire: target population

The number of vessels which are not included in the population for the LEI panel (both less important fisheries and vessels which earn less than 50.000 euro per year) in 2009 is presented in the table below, before and after combination of small segments. Segments are only clustered to preserve anonymity in reporting and are not clustered before data collection.

Within these fleet segments, a large number vessels participate only occasionally or never in sea fishery. A large part of these vessels merely exist because of administrative reasons (e.g. to store licences, capacity, or ITQ). 
Fleet segmentation of commercially less active part of the fleet for 2009, as it is in the fleet and after combination of small segments for reporting (<10 vessels).
	 
	In fleet

	 
	0-10m
	10-12m 
	12-18m
	 18-24m
	24-40m
	>40m

	Beam trawl
	4
	1
	3
	4
	1
	1

	Demersal trawls and seiners
	8
	3
	
	
	1
	

	Pelagic trawls and seiners
	1
	1
	
	
	
	

	Passive gear
	163
	15
	10
	2
	2
	1

	Dredges
	9
	1
	4
	1
	
	7

	Polyvalent
	 1
	 
	1 
	5
	4
	 

	
	After combination

	
	0-10m
	10-12m 
	12-18m
	 18-24m
	24-40m
	>40m

	Beam trawl
	
	
	
	14
	
	

	Demersal trawls and seiners
	14
	
	
	
	
	

	Pelagic trawls and seiners
	
	
	
	

	Passive gear
	193
	
	
	
	
	

	Dredges
	15
	
	
	
	
	7

	Polyvalent
	 
	 
	 
	11
	 
	 


The results of the questionnaire showed that within the group of vessels categorised as less active, 122 vessels were non-active. The other vessels could be categorised in 5 segments, of which the small vessels using passive gears was by far the most important.  The pelagic vessels were too small to report on and grouped with the demersal vessels. The 2 pelagic trawlers smaller than 24 meters have been clustered with the demersal trawlers 12-18 meters as their cost structure is far more comparable with demersal vessels than with the larger pelagic trawlers
Table 12.1 shows that in 6 of the total of 9 identified segments coverage of the active vessels in the sample is > 20%.  In case of the other segments, beam trawl and polyvalent gears 18-24m data coverage is poor. 
III.B.2
 Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
Different variables are collected from different sources and the data quality checks differed per source.

Information on catches and effort were retrieved from the official catch database (VIRIS). In order to obtain detailed data on landings according to market category, contact has been made with the different auctions and they have agreed to deliver detailed data on landings and prices per market category. Detailed data are available per market category from 2004 onwards.
Technical information on vessel size, engine power etc. was retrieved from the official vessel register. This is a complete census of the Dutch fleet and thus no estimations are necessary for the capacity indicators.

Like stated before economic data is collected either directly from the fishermen’s accounts or by paper questionnaire. The data quality differs between these two collection methods. As the fishing area of the Dutch vessels exceeds the borders of the regions specified in the EU regulation (level 3), even within one trip, data on the economic variables (income from subsidies, production costs, fixed costs, interest and the number of vessels) are not available on this aggregation level. Information on effort and catches is available on this aggregation level. Thus, the values of the required economic variables are can be estimated, based on the total value in the group and the relative amount of effort in each of the regions for both the commercially active and the commercially less active vessels.

LEI panel: data collected
From the vessels within the LEI panel information of over 200 highly detailed costs and income categories is collected. The table below gives an overview of these costs and incomes categories and shows how they are used to calculate the parameters defined in appendix XVIII of the DCF. Besides these, information on income from fisheries is gathered by species and all purchases of tangible assets are registered, classified in more than 50 different categories. All economic data are available electronically at this highly detailed level, so that changes in the DCF can be easily applied on both current and formerly collected data.
Costs and Earnings taken into account in the different parameters as set out in appendix XVIII of the DCF.
	Parameter
	Costs/Income included

	Landings per species
	Income per species and market category

	Income (turnover) 

Subsides 
	Income per species and market category

Rent from lease quota cod

Rent from lease quota mackerel

Rent from lease quota plaice

Rent from lease quota sole

Rent from lease quota whiting

Income from charter vessel by research

Income from towing other vessels

Settlement of income from fisheries in case of co-operation with other vessels

Subsidies 

Compensation on contribution for auction in case of closed areas

Compensation for voluntary stop of fishing during certain part of the year

	Production cost
	

	-- crew (incl. Social cost) 


	Part of the income from research activities that is paid to the crew

Part of the subsidy that is paid as wage to the crew

Wage for the crew for maintenance of the vessel

Wage for the crew from income from fishing

Wage for the crew from income from towing other vessels

Holiday pay

Social security payments 

Imputed value for owners own labour on board

	-- fuel
	Kerosene

	-- repair and maintenance.
	Maintenance catch processing equipment

Maintenance engine

Maintenance hull

Maintenance Ice machine, freezing equipment

Maintenance navigation equipment

Maintenance shrimp processing equipment 

Fishing gear (netting)

	-- other operational costs
	Costs agent in harbour

Auction levy

Bookkeeping

Clothing crew

Contribution fisheries association

Costs of company car

Costs of company office

Costs of setting up the business

Electricity

Fines

Food costs for crew

Harbour fee

Ice

Insurance

Levy on landed fish for compensation for fish that was taken out of the market

Lubrication oil

Other general expenses

Pay for landing armament

Plastic bags

Production rights (licences etc.)

Rent fish boxes

Rent quota cod

Rent quota mackerel

Rent quota plaice

Rent quota sole

Rent quota whiting

Salt

Service costs auctions

Small tools

Sorting/unloading

Subscription fisheries association

Subscription fisheries Product Organisation

Tax on waste production

Telephone

Transport costs fish

Travel expenses crew

Wage for safeguarding

Water

	Fixed costs 
	Depreciation

Opportunity costs to physical capital

	Financial position 
	Share of own / borrowed capital

	Rents to external institutions
	Paid rents

	Investment (asset)
	

	-- hull of vessel
	Replacement value of hull

	-- various engines
	Replacement value of engines 

Revision of machinery

	-- refrigeration/freezing
	Replacement value of refrigeration/freezing equipment

	-- storage and lifting equipment
	Replacement value of storage and lifting equipment 


Investments are valuated, based on the actual purchase price whenever possible. In case the purchase price is not known insurance value is used as a proxy of the replacement value. If the insurance value is also unavailable, the value of the investment is estimated based on standards or expert knowledge. This last possibility, however, is only seldom used. 

Leasing of equipment is highly uncommon in the Dutch fishing fleet. Over the last years none of the panel members leased any equipment. Therefore, the invested capital of leased equipment is not applicable to this fleet. 

The engine and the hull of the vessel are written down exponentially, whereas all other assets are written down linearly. Based on this, depreciation is calculated. 

For the calculation of the employment, full time employees are defined as employees who are normally joining the fishing operation (>70% of the fishing trips).  In some instances the number of crew members is larger than the number of people working on board the vessel at any given trip, so that crewmembers get some days of. All of these crew members are defined as full-time employees. 

As there is no obligation for the fishermen to provide economic data and as many fishermen are reluctant to provide data, gathering data by means of questionnaires would probably lead to a high non-response. The use of a panel in which data are collected from fishermen for a longer time period takes care of this problem of non-response (low non-response in table 12.3). This way of data sampling might lead to bias in the sampled data. Over the past four years, however, the sample has been proven to be representative for the fleet segments based of the technical characteristics (vessel length, tonnage, engine power, vessel age, motor age), the effort (total, spatial and temporal distribution) and the catch (total and species composition) in different studies on the quality of the data. These quality checks are carried out annually and may lead to adjustments in the panel in groups that are not found representative. Within these restrictions, new panel members are selected at random from the population to deal with a natural turnover of about 10%.
There was no deviation of the national program for the data gathered by the panel in 2009, either in sampling or in the variables collected. The precision levels of the variables were good to acceptable in all cases.
Paper Questionnaire: data collected
For the vessels not included in the population for the LEI panel information was gathered by means of paper questionnaires. As the information could only be gathered after the end of the year, data were gathered from 2008. These data were available for the data requests by the commission in January 2010.
Data gathered with the paper questionnaires is less extensive than data gathered through the LEI panel. Variables gathered included various costs (energy cost repairment cost, fixed cost, employment cost, other variable cost and fishing right cost) and income, investment and effort.

Because previous years resulted in a high level of non-response, questionnaires were sent out to the owners of all commercially less active vessels (in total approx 360). 
In general the overall response to the questionnaire was good (around 30%) and for all segments defined economic parameters could be estimated. However the targeted precision levels could not be attained. This had mainly two reasons:

· response was low for some of the specific requested parameters.

· due to the high variability in the answers, (mainly caused by high variability within the segments), the targeted precision levels could not be attained even in cases where coverage was more than 50%. 

Because the variability within the segments for this part of the fleet is very high, higher precision levels were tried to be obtained by increasing the stratification level of the largest segment: passive gear 0-10m, This segment passive gear  was further stratified in vessels fishing with gillnets and vessels fishing with other passive gear. The assumption was that the vessels fishing with gillnets would be active for a larger part of the year and thus provide a more homogenous group.  These vessel owners were specifically targeted and send a specific questionnaire, furthermore the producers group of gillnet fishermen was involved to motivate members to return the questionnaire. The response rate in this specific group was about 22%.  The variability in this segment however was still quite high. Effort varied between 3 days at sea per vessel to 115 days at sea per vessel, making it impossible to attain the target precision levels even with this increased stratification.

III.B.3
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
The following recommendations apply
	source
	Recomendation
	Responsive actions

	RCM NS&EA

2009
	The RCM NS &EA recommends that MS perform checks on the quality of their

data and that further work be undertaken to help RCMs prepare for the

recommended comparability checks within regions.
	MS fully supports this and incorperates checks in current procedures

	RCM NS&EA

2009
	The RCM NS &EA recommends the following:

1. the inclusion of a methodology report, as proposed by SGECA, would provide significant benefits

there would be merit in reviewing the SGRN guidelines as proposed by SGECA
	MS supprts recommendation and will include metholody report in TR 2010


No initiatives have been taken to coordinate the national programme with other MS.

III.B.4
Actions to avoid shortfalls
In 2010 results of the questionnaire will be used to determine whether cost structures of the less active vessels and the active vessels in the same segment are comparable. It will be assessed whether the cost structure of the active fleet can be used to estimate the costs in the less active fleet as the precision levels of the estimated cost and earnings for the commercially active part of the fleet are much higher then those of the commercially less active part of the fleet. Thus it will be easier to calculate the entire costs in a certain segment without needing to make a distinction between less active and active.

III.B.
Economic variables (Other regions)
Only one large pelagic vessel spent the majority of its time at sea outside the supra region of ICES and NAFO areas (in African waters), two vessels spend part of their time fishing in these waters. Due to the small number of vessels fishing in the supra region ‘Other Regions’ it is not possible to report on any economic results for this region due to confidentiality agreements.
III.B.1
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal

Data from all pelagic vessels was collected including the vessels fishing in other regions. Results are however attributed to the North Sea supraregion due to confidentiality agreements. This is in accordance with the NP.
III.B.2
 Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal

See description of the data quality for the supra region of ICES and NAFO areas.

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

Under current circumstances publication of the data will not be possible unless economic results are combined with results of other countries. This will be discussed in the regional coordination meeting.
The following recommendations apply

	source
	Recomendation
	Responsive actions

	Med&BS (2009)
	The RCM-Med&BS recommends that all MS in the Supra-region follow the methodology to cluster only length classes in order to compare economic variables, and so doing, give justification on the basis of statistical analysis, as required by the Regulation
	MS recommends to follow the guidelines as discussed in SGECA 09-02 and base clustering on particular characteristics of the fleet.


III.B.4
Actions to avoid shortfalls
There are no actions planned
III.C.
Biological - Métier-related variables (North Sea)
North Sea (ICES areas IIIa, IV and VIId) and eastern Arctic (ICES areas I and II)
III.C.1.
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
Tables III.C.3, III.C.4, III.C.5 and III.C.6 provide the sampling plan for the métier related variables and the realised results in 2009. 

Several sampling systems are used in NL to obtain length and age compositions of the catches.  The length sampling of demersal landings is based on measurements in the fish actions by species and size grades. These measurements can be used for all métiers with landings of these species and size grades for which information of the landings is available. In addition discards programmes with observers and self sampling programmes are used to estimate discards for a number of métiers.
The self sampling programme for discards is new in 2009. In this programme, samples of the discard fraction of the catch are taken by the crew of vessels operating in the commercial fishery. The samples are processed ashore by IMARES. The sampling system consists of a number of reference fleets representative to métiers as defined in the DCF. The vessel participating in the reference fleet get a financial compensation for the samples they bring ashore
There have been some problems to implement the programme in time. The start of the programme was delayed because the vessels participating in the reference fleet needed to get formal permission from bringing undersized fish ashore for research purposes. In the case of TBB_DEF_100-119_0_0 the permits were provided by UK. Therefore, the programme could start only in the 2nd quarter. The coordination of the programme also took considerable more time than envisaged. Further, there appeared to be a need to give feed back to the participants of the programmes through presentation and comparison of results. 
The preliminary conclusions on the self sampling programme are positive. The industry is cooperating well. During 2009, requests came in from other vessels, willing to participate in the programme. The first analyses of the data and comparison with results from observer trips indicate that the data are representative and reliable.

Due to the implementation problems listed above, the number of trips realised in the self sampling programme were lower than planned for all métiers. In addition, effort in métier TBB_DEF_100-119_0_0 has reduced by 80% compared to the reference period. It was not possible to obtain the required samples.
The number of observer trips in the beam trawl métiers was fully realised.
The métier TBS_CRU_16-31_0_0 is the shrimp fishery for Crangon. In this métier only 5 of the 20 planned observer trips were carried out. Sampling of this métier by observers was more difficult than anticipated because it requires two observers. Also a self sampling programme in this métier does not seem possible. Therefore the cost of sampling this métier is very high in relation to the information obtained. The future sampling of this métier was discussed at a bilateral meeting with GER, which experiences the same problems, and in the RCM NS. 
Eels were sampled at fresh water landing sites from IJsselmeer, Markermeer, Friesian Lakes (10 locations) and the rivers (7 locations). The sampling of eel is a pilot project aiming at defining optimal sampling size. The sampling was hampered by a closure of the fishery at the end of the season. Therefore the planned number of samples was not taken.  This closure was part of a national programme to recover the eel stock.

The pelagic fishery is carried out with large freezer vessel operating in several areas during one trip. The sampling of the pelagic métiers is included in the section North Atlantic.
III.C.2
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
National software is has been adjusted in order to calculate precision using methodology developed in COST. The software will be tested and further expanded in order to produce the estimates in the future in routine analyses. At the time of the production of the TR it was not possible to calculate the required precision estimates on the métier parameters. The data for 2009 have become available during the first half year of 2009 and priority has been given to the preparation of data to ICES working groups, which meet in this period. 

Table III.C.5 is inconsistent and unclear. The table could not be provided. For details see the comments in section IX.

III.C.3
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
The following recommendations apply:

	source
	Recomendation
	Responsive actions

	RCM NA 2009
	The RCM-NA recommends that all MS should follow strictly the naming conventions for reporting the sampling and statistics information. To that aim, MS are invited to investigate closely on the mesh size range actually used.

The SGRN Guidelines for NP proposals should be revised in order to ensure unambiguous coding of the metiers and fishing grounds and to stress the importance to adhere to these rules
	MS agrees and have corrected some of the namings of the métiers to the agreed convetion


III.C.4
Actions to avoid shortfalls
The selfsampling programme for discards had some start up problems indicated in section III.C.1. There is now full cooperation. It is expected that the planned programme for 2010 will be realised.

The problems with the sampling of the shrimp fishery (TBS_CRU_16-31_0_0) have been discussed with Germany in a bilateral meeting. Germany and the Netherlands have adjusted the sampling strategy for 2010 in their NP. Also guidance has been asked from WGCRAN aiming at harmonising the Dutch and German sampling.

The eel sampling programme (FYK_CAT_0_0_0) had lacked on cooperation with the fishery in the beginning of the year and a not foreseen closure at the end of the year. The problems with the fishery are solved. The pilot programme will be completed in 2010 and replaced by a regular sampling programme in the period 2011-2013

The beam trawl métier TBB_DEF_100-119_0_0 carries out a plaice fishery. NL has taken over sampling obligations from the UK agreed in a bilateral agreement. Planned sampling levels have not been met because of a strong reduction in effort. This métier does not qualify anymore in the NP 2011-2103 and it is expected that sampling will be stopped.

III.C.
Biological - métier-related variables (North Atlantic)
North Atlantic (ICES areas V-XIV and NAFO areas)

III.C.1.
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
Tables III.C.3, III.C.4, III.C.5 and III.C.6 provide the sampling plan for the métier related variables and the realised results in 2009.  

The sampling programme in the North Atlantic exists of an observer programme at sea on board of pelagic freezer trawlers fishing in European waters and a selfsampling programme carried out by this fleet. The Dutch fishing activity in this region is entirely directed to a restricted number of pelagic species: mackerel, horse mackerel, blue whiting and herring which are caught in large quantities.  Also a small amount of argentines (deep see) is caught by this fleet. The fishing trips of this fleet are not restricted to a specific region or fishing ground but are covering several regions and fishing grounds including those in the North Sea and the Eastern English Channel. 
During the trips covered by observers, concurrent samples of landings and discards for all species are taken on each fishing ground. Further, bycatches of cetaceans are recorded during the trips in order to comply with EU legislation
.
In addition a selfsampling programme is providing frozen samples of the catch from different fishing grounds. The samples are collected and processed by IMARES. The selfsampling programme includes (Dutch owned) vessels with the German and UK flag and from 2010 onwards also with the French flag. 

Note that the fleet is targeting species which are widely distributed over a number of fishing grounds. Therefore the sampling frame chosen for sampling is not the metiers as ranked by fishing ground but a combination of métiers. In fact the sampling frame is the fleet of freezer trawlers. The fleet is including 1 pair trawl combination, fishing for the same species in the same areas with similar gear characteristics as the midwater otter trawl. Therefore the pair trawl métiers have been merged with the midwater otter trawl.

The programme propose in the NP of 2009 was fully realised.
III.C.2
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
see comments in section III.C.2 in the NS&EA
III.C.3
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

The following recommendation apply

	source
	Recomendation
	Responsive actions

	RCM NA 2008
	The RCM-NA recommends that intersessional work be carried out in order to address the issue of coordination of the sampling of small pelagic fisheries as these are operating in different fishing grounds during the same trip.
	This recommendation reflects to Dutch owned freezer trawlers flying different nations flags. NL has agreed through bilateral agreements with UK and FR to include sampling of this vessels in its national métier. 


III.C.4
Actions to avoid shortfalls
No actions are needed.
III.C.
Biological - métier-related variables (Other regions)

Other regions where fisheries are operated by EU vessel and managed by RFMO’s to which the Community is contracting party of observer (e.g. ICCAT, IOTC, CECAF…)

III.C.1.
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
No data collection programme has been proposed by the Netherlands in the NP for 2009 and 2010. Consequently no data has been collected. 

In 2009, Germany and the Netherlands discussed during a bilateral meeting options to implement sampling programmes in Mauritanian waters and international waters in the Pacific. They agreed that if sampling activities would be implemented under the DCF, these should be internationally coordinated and financed. 
III.C.2
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
not relevant
III.C.3
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
not relevant
III.C.4
Actions to avoid shortfalls
not relevant
III.D.
Biological - Recreational fisheries (North Sea)
North Sea (ICES areas IIIa, IV and VIId) and eastern Arctic ICES areas I and II)

III.D.1.
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
In the original NP programme submitted for 2009-2010, NL has asked for a derogation to sample recreational fisheries for cod in the North Sea. The derogation was not approved and NL was asked to include the sampling of recreational cod fisheries in its NP in 2009. 
As a consequence, NL has set up a multiannual sampling programme covering part of 2009 and the whole of 2010. As there is no licence system from which recreational fishermen can be identified, a screening survey was held in December 2009 under 52 thousand randomly selected households. These households were questioned on their participation in recreational fishery as part of a screening survey. This survey was subcontracted to the Central Bureau of Statistics. The results of this survey will be analysed in 2010. In a second step, a subset of about 2000 households which are active in recreational fisheries will be selected in 2010 for a 12 month logbook survey.
The sampling programme, as it has been set up now, may also provide estimates of the recreational catch of other species in marine waters and fresh water, including eel.
III.D.2.
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
Not relevant at the moment
III.D.3.
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
The following recommendation applies

	source
	Recomendation
	Responsive actions

	RCM NS&EA 2009
	The RCM NS&EA is presently not in the position to give advice on the sampling of recreational eel catches in fresh water systems. However, the RCM identified a discrepancy in the sampling of eel between fresh waters and marine waters. The sampling in marine waters is covered under the DCF, but as the majority of the recreational fisheries takes place in inland waters, coordination should also be done with the sampling of the inland waters, therefore RCM NS&EA recommends MS to provide an overview of their inland sampling of the recreational fishery on eel.
	MS has provided an overview of its recreational fisheries to WKSMRF including the fishery for eel.


In 2009, NL participated in an ICES Workshop on Recreational fisheries (WKSMRF). This workshop brought together the available expertise on sampling of recreation fisheries. The expertise gained at the workshop has been used to design the sampling programme.
III.D.4.
Actions to avoid shortfalls
No actions are needed
III.E.
Biological - stock-related variables (North Sea)
North Sea (ICES areas IIIa, IV and VIId) and eastern Arctic ICES areas I and II)

III.E.1.
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
The sampling targets and achievements of the biological stock related variables are presented in table III.E.3. The columns in this table, which reflect to achievements on regional level, are not relevant, since there has been no regional coordination of the sampling of biological parameters. Also achievements of other MS are unknown at the time of this reporting.

In general, the sampling targets set in the NP proposal of the Netherlands were met within the boundaries of 90-150% achievement of the planned numbers. In a few cases, under or oversampling occurred. As sampling for length, weight, sex & maturity at age usually is performed on the same individual, the mentioned deviations are applicable to all these parameters, except if stated otherwise. 
The target set for Clupea harengus in area I, II, V was overshot with 125%, whereas the achieved sampling for Clupea harengus only reached 69% in area IV, VIId, IIIa. These deviations are due to the nature of the pelagic fisheries. Sampling of this métier is completely relies on samples taken during on-board sampling and as the samples can not be obtained from auctions. The sampling therefore follows the fishery, resulting in a shift of effort from one area to the other compared to the scheduled sampling scheme. However, if the targets for area I, II, V and IV, VIId, IIIa are combined, then the sampling is completed for 93%. The overall target for this region is therefore almost met.  The remaining 7% was taken extra in region North Atlantic and is described in the appropriate section of the report. 
For both Limanda limanda and Platichtys flesus the set targets mentioned in the NP were overshot, respectively with 81 and 92%. However, the targets as proposed in the NP were too low due to an error in the calculation of the number of fish to sample. The number should have read 800 for L. limanda and 900 for P. flesus. Despite this, the sampling was however carried out correctly, except some minor problems to get samples in certain auctions, and compared to these corrected numbers, sampling achieved a level of  90% L. limanda and 96% for P. flesus. The excess sampling did not have financial consequences as the budget was already based on the correct numbers. 
The target set for Nephrops norvegicus was not met as sampling reached 87% completion. Due to changes in processing of Nephrops on board fishing vessels, one market category was not landed during a large part of the year.  Despite this change, the number of individuals sampled per category remained unchanged, resulting in a lower number of individuals per sample, ultimately resulting in a shortfall of 13% over the whole year. 
For Trigla lucerna the target was also not met due to shifts in market categories. The planned number of individuals was based on 4 categories, whereas only 3 categories were landed. As the number of individuals to sample per category remained unchanged, the total number reached 80% of the planned numbers to sample. 
III.E.2.
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
Table III.E.3 also list some values of the accuracy indicators for length at age.  A mean is given of the most abundant age groups as well as the range (highest and lowest value). As sampling for most species has not covered the entire stock, the parameters are more representative to the national catch. In general, species with fast growth show a lower precision (lower CV) than species with a slow growth because there are more length classes in an age group. Similar species with dimorph growth between sexes also show lower precision. For none of species for which precision was calculated, the required level has been met. It must be noted that the precision requirements are set arbitrarily and are set the same for all species. This is unrealistic given the large difference growth between the stocks 

For most species, no full standard analyses has been carried out, due to timing issues. As most data are available now in the data bases, the provision of data to ICES working group has higher priorities. For a number of parameters there are also problems with the calculation, which can only be solved in cooperation with other MS.

In general it is difficult to obtain unbiased precision estimates for biological parameters which are representative to the stock. Mostly the problem is insufficient coverage of the population by sampling. In many cases, the catches from where the samples are taken are not representing the entire population, either because the surveys do not cover the entire distribution area of the stock, or because of selectivity effects of the gear or different spatial aggregation of mature and immature fish. Some of these problems could be overcome by a regional coordination of sampling. Others can only be solved by specific, sometimes expensive sampling programmes.
Further, in order to be able to calculate biological parameters, there is often also external information needed which is not included in the sampling. For instance ratio’s of abundance in different areas to weight the observations. This information is often not available or available from other sources. The calculation of the precision will then have to take account of the quality of the external information.
As an example of a problem, WKHERMAT considered in 2010 the basic material for constructing maturity-ogives for Atlanto-scandian herring. The part of the stock which occurs in the Norwegian Sea is almost entirely mature and part in the Barents Sea is entirely immature. All the available sampled data confirm this. However, it was not possible to combine the two data sources, since reliable distribution of the 2-3 age groups over the two areas (which also differs between years) is not available. 
III.E.3.
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
The following recommendation applies:
	source
	Recomendation
	Responsive actions

	RCM NS&EA 2009
	The RCM NS&EA recommends MS to refer to the table in Annex 5 of this report for elaborating maturity sampling programmes, when drafting their National Programme proposals 2011-2013


	NL assumes that reference in made to the report of the RCM. NL is of the opinion that unbiased maturity estimates can only be obtained by international coordination of the sampling. Also NL notes that other time frames than those proposed could be appropriate and more cost effiecient.

	RCM NA 2009
	The RCM NA recommends that sampling for age should be increased in order to meet the required sampling levels for saithe (Vb), turbot (all areas) and John Dory(all areas).
	MS has already an extended ageing programme for turbot.


III.E.4.
Actions to avoid shortfalls
The above mentioned deviations of the proposed sampling are mainly due to changes in fishing pattern or sorting practice, except for Limanda limanda and Platichtys flesus were the set number in the NP was not correct. The NP for 2011-2013 will be checked for this error and amended if needed to avoid this problem in the future. 

For Clupea harengus, sampling completely relies on samples brought ashore by the trawlers. The sampling follows the main activities of the fleet and as a result, sampling intensity may shift from area to area without adhering to the proposed sampling area. The most import issue is however to cover the actual fishing areas, which is done through this strategy. 
For Nephrops, no changes will be made to the sampling strategy, as current procedures cover the remaining categories sufficiently. 

Trigla lucerna will not be sampled again until 2012 as this species has to be sampled only every three years. By 2012, the category composition will be evaluated again.  

III.E.
Biological - stock-related variables (North Atlantic)

North Atlantic (ICES areas V-XIV and NAFO areas)

III.E.1.
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
In general, the sampling targets set in the NP proposal were except for the target set for Clupea harengus in area VIa, as this target was overshot with 89%. As for the North Sea this deviation is due to the nature of the pelagic fisheries. Sampling of this métier is completely relies on samples taken during on-board sampling and as the samples can not be obtained from auctions. The sampling therefore follows the fishery, resulting in a shift of effort from one area to the other, or even from region to region, compared to the scheduled sampling scheme. 
However, if the targets for area I, II, V and IV, VIId, IIIa and VIa are combined, then the sampling is completed at exactly 100%. Therefore, the shift in areas had no financial implications. 
III.E.2.
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
The sampling targets and achievements of the biological stock related variables are presented in table III.E.3. The columns in this table, which reflect to achievements on regional level, are not relevant, since there has been no regional coordination of the sampling of biological parameters. Also achievements of other MS are unknown at the time of this reporting.

In general, the sampling targets set in the NP proposal of the Netherlands were met within the boundaries close to 100%. An exception was the target set for Atlanto-scandian herring in area I, II, V which was overshot with 125%. An explanation is given in section III.E.2 of the Region North Sea and Eastern Atlantic.

For some of the parameters, precision estimates (CV) have been calculated. Comments given in section III.E.2 of the Region North Sea and Eastern Atlantic are also valid for this region.
III.E.3.
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
No specific recommendation applies to this section of the report.
III.E.4.
Actions to avoid shortfalls
As for the North Sea region, sampling of Clupea harengus completely relies on samples brought ashore by the trawlers. The sampling follows the main activities of the fleet and as a result, sampling intensity may shift from area to area without adhering to the proposed sampling area. The most import issue is however to cover the actual fishing areas, which is done through this strategy. 

III.E.
Biological - stock-related variables (Other Regions)

Other regions where fisheries are operated by EU vessel and managed by RFMO’s to which the Community is contracting party of observer (e.g. ICCAT, IOTC, CECAF…)

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

No sampling programme has been included in the NP proposal for 2009
III.E.2.
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal

Not relevant
III.E.3.
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations

Not relevant
III.E.4.
Actions to avoid shortfalls
Not relevant
III.F.
Transversal variables

III.F.1.
Capacity

III.F.1
1
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
Data on capacity was available from the fleet register and has been solely obtained from this data source. Data was available for the entire Dutch fleet so no estimation was required. Data collection was according to the national program and there were no deviation from the national program.
III.F.1
2
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
Full information on capacity indicators was available through the fleet register. Therefore only this information source has been used. The fleet registry covered the entire fleet.
III.F.1
3
 Actions to avoid shortfalls 

There are no shortfalls
III.F.2
Effort

III.F.2
1
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
Effort data are available through the VIRIS logbook database. In addition to the EC regulation on logbooks, all vessels below 10m have to register all fishing trips and landings (also <50 kg) in their logbooks. Therefore the VIRIS logbook database covers the complete Dutch fleet and effort does not need to be estimated. 
The following effort variables were however not available as these are not mentioned on the logbook:

· Number of rigs

· Number of nets and length

· Number of hooks and number of lines

· Number of traps

· Soaking time.

For the commercial fleet these variables were not collected. For the non-commercial fleet some questions where added to the paper questionnaire about these variables. The results however were not representative for the entire sector and therefore not reported on. This however was not a deviation from the NP as derogation was requested and granted for these variables. 

III.F.2
2
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
Effort data is based on exhaustive information and quality checks on the data were done by the General Inspection Service.  There were no deviations from the NP.

III.F.2
3
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
The following recommendations were done by the RCM

	source
	Recomendation
	Responsive actions

	NS&EA (2007)
	recommends that all MS submit data in the agreed format when requested. The regional data should be compiled well before the meeting and be distributed to the RCM participants
	MS has compiled data according to the format as provided by RCM

	NEA (2007)
	recommends that processing the data should be made in advance of the meeting so that no processing of data should be made during the RCM. The template done this year should be used (see annex of RCM NEA 2007)
	MS has done this


No initiatives have been taken to coordinate the national programme with other MS.

III.F.2
4
Actions to avoid shortfalls
Data was not checked for missing vessels <15m. Aggregated totals on métier level should be checked for consistency on national level In case of inconsistencies, effort will be taken to estimate the missing data on métier level. 
III.F.3
Landings

III.F.3
1
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal

Landings data are available at the trip level through the VIRIS logbook database. In addition to the EC regulation on logbooks, all vessels below 10m have to register all fishing trips and landings (also <50 kg) in their logbooks. Therefore the VIRIS logbook database covers the complete Dutch fleet. 

The data on landings are checked in the VIRIS data system. Data on prices are obtained directly from fish auctions and are checked with company accounts. 

III.F.3
2
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
Price and value data are available at a trip level from sales notes for almost all fishing trips. In case complete data on landings are available from logbooks, the total value of the landings is simply calculated by adding up the landings for all trips in one metier and for one fleet segment. In case price and value data of a specific metier/segment combination is not available for all trips, total value of landings will be estimated based on the total landings and the average price per species and month in this metier/segment combination. Thus it will be assumed that the average price of the fish is the same for trips with and without price information.

Average annual prices will be based on weighted averages of all landings.

Conversion factors are given in table III.F.3 and will be updated in case of modifications.

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

No recommendations were done at the RCM’s with regard to the landings indicators. No initiatives have been taken to coordinate the national programme with other MS.

III.F.3
4
Actions to avoid shortfalls
Data was not checked for missing vessels <15m. Aggregated totals on métier level should be checked for consistency on national level In case of inconsistencies, effort will be taken to estimate the missing data on métier level. 
III.G
Research surveys at sea 

III.G.1
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
The technical achievements of the research surveys at sea are given in table III.G.1. All surveys planned in 2009 have been carried without major problems. The station grids (figures 1-9) are presented in Annex 1.

During the beam trawl survey some second priority stations of RV Isis and some stations outside the index area of RV Tridens could not be fished due to weather conditions and tight planning of the survey.

During the blue whiting survey in 2009 the weather was extremely good, which caused a more than planned coverage.

During the herring acoustic survey the weather conditions were worse than expected which caused the lower number of miles covered.
III.G.2
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
The deviation of the planned programme had minor to no influence on the quality of the survey indices of 2009 is expected. See also III.G.1-Achievements.
III.G.3
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
Dealing with weather conditions is part of research at sea. The planning of the sampling is always based on an ‘average’ year. During ‘good’ years it is important to communicate (inter)nationally if other ships need extra sampling to cover their programme. In ‘bad’ years it is highly recommended to communicate as soon as possible on the potential shortfalls that will occur. Since on all Dutch vessels internet is available, communication is easy. 

There are no recent recommendations to list.
III.G.4
Actions to avoid shortfalls
No actions are necessary
IV
Module of the evaluation of the economic situation of the aquaculture and processing industry
IV.A.
Collection of economic data for the aquaculture

IV.A.1
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
For the mussel and oyster sector data is collected through a panel which covers about 25% of all the firms in the sector. There were no deviations from the NP proposal for these sectors. The collection of data for the land-based aquaculture was more problematic.

In contrary to the fisheries sector, the aquaculture sector is relatively data poor. Only for the mussel culture, reliable data exists on the total production from the mussel auction in Yerseke. Data on the total production of land based aquaculture is available from Eurostat, based on figures provided by Statistics Netherlands and the Ministry of Agriculture Nature conservation and Food safety. However these data show quite some inconsistencies. From this comparison it seems that the Eurostat definition under NACE Code 05.02: “Fish Farming” does not include all aquaculture firms. Thus the data collection of these sectors solely depends on data collection from firms. LEI started to collect data about the aquaculture sector in the year 2005. Through contacts within this relatively small sector and its product organisations (PO mussel culture, Dutch Oyster Association, Dutch Fish Farmers Association NEVEVI, Dutch Fish Product Board), since that time LEI knows fairly accurately how many firms are operating in the sector.

In order to attain economic information from the aquaculture sector LEI makes use of a panel of companies from which the annual financial accounts are analysed. This is mainly because of high non-response of previous questionnaires in this sector. Especially land based aquaculture in the Netherlands is a relatively small, fragmented, highly competitive and dynamic sector. As a result firms are reluctant to provide data on their economic position. All economic variables stated in the regulation can be obtained from the financial accounts of the firms. 

Because the data are based on financial accounts, data collection is delayed by almost a year. Therefore the 2009-10 program will cover 2007 and 2008 data and final validated data will only become available 18 months after the reference year. The shellfish sector is a special case because the financial year covers the period from July –June. As the majority of the production (> 80%) takes place from July-December, the economic results of the 2007-2008 season will be presented as the 2007 data. 

As the majority of the segments of the land based aquaculture sector consist of very few firms (i.e. 1-3 firms) the target of the data collection is to obtain full coverage of these segments. However participation in the data collection is voluntary and despite numerous attempts to get new firms to join the panel response continues to be low. Combined with the fact that a large part of the participating firms in the panel stopped production altogether in 2009 it proved impossible to get a representative sample for the land based aquaculture sector in 2009. Remaining land based trout farms  only produced trout for recreational fisheries and are thus no longer included in the data collection.
IV.A.2
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
The total value of the economic variables is estimated through different aggregation procedures for each of these sectors: 

· Mussel segment: as the total production is available here gross value of production and variable production costs are aggregated according to the production. Fixed costs are aggregated based on the number of vessels.
· Oyster segment: as opposed to the mussel segment there does not exist a statutory duty of sale by auction for oysters. However the Fish Marketing Board request the oyster producers to submit an annual statement of supplied oysters. Furthermore LEI makes use of a panel of oyster companies from which the annual financial accounts are analysed
· Land based fish farming segment: LEI makes use of a panel of fish farming companies from which annual accounts are analysed. In principle all variables would be aggregated by species based on the number of companies. However since all panels in the sub-segment exist of too few firms it proved impossible to reliably aggregate the results for the entire segment.

IV.A.3
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
No recommendations were done at the North Sea RCM with regard to the economic data collection of the fishing fleet. No initiatives have been taken to coordinate the national programme with other MS.

IV.A.4
Actions to avoid shortfalls
Since the start of the economic crisis in the year 2008 the number of land based aquaculture firms has been in decline. In the eel culture sub-segment the persisting problem of eel reproduction and the subsequent response of a number of retailers to remove the product from their shelves has caused additional difficulties. This has most heavily affected independently operating fish farmers that were generally most willing to submit their annual accounts for analysis.

Through close cooperation in various projects and direct mailing LEI will continue to request land based fish farmers to participate in the panel of fish farming companies. Besides, as the sector is currently very dynamic at the request of the Ministry of Nature, Agriculture and Food Quality LEI will attempt the annual collection of macro data regarding the fish farming segment. This will include the number of companies (by species), production and annual revenue. It is hoped that, as this information is considered less sensitive, land based fish farmers will be more likely to participate. 
IV.B.
Collection of data concerning the processing industry

Data on fish processing was compiled by LEI from a number of sources. Table 13.2 shows an overview of data collected. The European Commission requested data from only fish processing and no data collection on fish wholesaling. 
IV.B.1
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
A target population of 294 fish processors and wholesalers was extracted from a register of business approved by National authorities to process fish and shellfish. The companies on this list correspond to NACE Rev. 1 classes 15.2 (fish processing) and 51.38.2 (fish wholesaling).

LEI Collects data from several resources: LEI survey, SN business statistics,  Business statistics collected by Chamber of Commerce, landings statistics, statistics of international trade
LEI collects data on employment and economic performance of the processing sector by means of a 5-annual survey (questionnaire). This survey was conducted in 2006. The results of these surveys will be used to select NACE Rev. 1 class 15.2 (fish processors) from the above indicated list of 294 companies.
SN Business statistics

Economical data on fish processing and wholesaling businesses is available in a structural business statistics database kept by the national statistical office Statistic Netherlands (SN). The database is updated annually. Definitions of variables comply broadly with Commission Regulation (EC) No 2700/98.  LEI has access to a set of anonymous micro-data. The SN database contains, among others, data on the following variables:

Income (Turnover): 
Turnover comprises the totals invoiced by units in the sector during the reference period, and this corresponds to market sales of goods or services supplied to third parties.
Turnover includes all duties and taxes on the goods or services invoiced with the exception of the VAT invoiced by the unit vis-à-vis its customer and other similar deductible taxes directly linked to turnover.
Production costs include:

· Personnel costs: defined as the total remuneration, in cash or in kind, payable by an employer to an employee (regular and temporary employees as well as home workers) in return for work done by the latter during the reference period. Personnel costs also include taxes and employees' social security contributions retained by processing units as well as the employer's compulsory and voluntary social contributions.
· Purchases of goods and services include the value of all goods and services purchased during the accounting period for resale or consumption in the production process. This includes:
· Raw materials (including purchases for resale, changes of stocks)
· Energy

· Packaging

· Other running costs include:

· Payments for agency workers

· Costs of selling

· Other operating costs: e.g.: postal and telecom, consultancy payments.

· Fixed costs include operating costs linked to buildings and equipment (payments for maintenance and repair, leasing payments).
· Employment (number of persons employed and FTEs)
Business statistics collected by Chamber of Commerce

The Chamber of Commerce provides a Register of individual business. The register includes data on financial position (share of own capital) and investment (asset), for businesses having over 50 employees. 
Landing statistics

Data of landings at national auctions (by vessel, trip, and market category) is collected and kept in a database kept by LEI. The database can be updated at a monthly basis, is based on sales notes and covers all recorded landings at all national auctions. The data set provides data on volume, value and prices of raw materials purchased from all domestic landings of fresh fish. Data on landings and landings value of sea frozen fish is collected by LEI from vessel owners.
Statistics of international trade

Data on international trade (volume, value and prices) of raw materials and final products is provided by SN and Eurostat. LEI has access to a dataset at Standard International Trade Classification (SITC) rev.3 8-digit level. This dataset allows e.g. estimation of volume of raw materials imported and of prices of final products produced from TAC related species.

All indicators as set out in Appendix XIX of the DCR can be submitted but with one year delay as micro-data of SN are not sooner made available.

Sample rate and precision achieved vary by indicator and depend on the secondary source. The sample rate of all indicators collected from business statistics database of SN amounts to 25%. The business register of CC covers 10% the largest companies. The AMADEUS database provides data of around 25% of the fish processing industry.
IV.B.2
Data quality: results and deviation from NP proposal
Data checks were provided by the Central Bureau of Statistics Netherlands. To ensure data quality figures used were also checked with official published data on Statline.
IV.B.3
Follow-up of Regional and international recommendations
No recommendations were done at the North Sea RCM with regard to the economic data collection of the processing industry. No initiatives have been taken to coordinate the national programme with other MS.

IV.B.4
Actions to avoid shortfalls
There are no shortfalls
V.
Module of evaluation of the effects of the fishing sector on the marine ecosystem

V.1.
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal
No specific activities have been carried out in the DCF directed to this module. The data required are collected in other modules or are available form other sources. Table V.1 lists the information collected during the sampling year. 
VMS positions are available for all vessels which are subject to the obligation of having VMS equipment on board. With regard to the confidentiality of the VMS data there is a conflict between national legislation and DCF legislation.
Catch composition of the landings are available for all métiers. Discard data are available for all métiers which are subject to discard sampling. These include all major métiers operating under the flag of the Netherlands. 

The data collection through the LEI panel allows for the direct calculation fuel costs per quarter and métier. Estimation of the total costs for fuel in each métier are based on total effort (from logbooks) and fuel costs per sea day (from panel data). 

V.2.
Actions to avoid shortfalls
There are no shortfalls. Action has been taken to streamline national legislation and DCF legislation.
VI.
Module for management and use of the data

VI.1.
Achievements: results and deviation from NP proposal

Management of the data
Data bases

Three relational databases are maintained for storing fishery related data, VISSTAT, FRISBE and ARTIS. VISSTAT and FRISBE are based at IMARES. ARTIS is operated at LEI. The data bases contain only primary data. No aggregated data are kept in these databases, but aggregations can be made from this primary data.
The standard procedures for operating these databases have been maintained in 2009. These procedures are described in the NP 2009-2010. There were no major technical problems with the data bases
VISSTAT contains information of the fishery, mainly obtained from external sources (log-books, sale slips, VMS etc.). Data in this database have been regularly supplemented with actual information for the year 2009. There is often a few months delay between the collection of the data and the submission to VISSTAT. The database is relatively new (a few years) and contains only short historical time series. However, extension these time series are under construction. There were some problems with obtaining VMS data during the year, due to the fact that this information is protected by Dutch law and not publically available.
FRISBE contains biological information from the métier sampling, biological parameters, and survey data and discard data. Data from 2009 sampling activities have been collected and entered off line using standardised input software. Updated versions of this software “Billy Turf’” have been developed in order to be able to cope with new data fields, format revisions and bugs. All data is quality checked before it is submitted to FRISBE.
All economic data are held in databases at LEI. The data of the active vessels are stored in a central object orientated database (ARTIS). ARTIS was developed at LEI for the collection and analysis of all its economic data. Data for the less active and inactive vessels are stored in SPSS data files. Data from the following years will be added routinely to ARTIS. All aggregated data for the DRC are stored in an ACCESS database which is accessible for the commission by means of a system of web services. 

On line meta information on the biological data stored in VISSTAT and FRISBE is presently only available on the IMARES intranet. The NP 2009-2010 announced that this information would be made available in 2009 through a web site accessible to the public in order to comply with the regulation. Due to staff problems the planned work on this web site had not started in 2009. In the mean time, new ideas have been developed to construct such a website in a more cost efficient way in 2010.  It will also be considered as a regional action with the web site supported by a Regional Data Base (RDB).

Data requests are administrated in a separate database “FIDAREQ” which became operational in 2009.
Use of the data
Table VI.1 gives a summary of the information transmitted to major data users in 2009 (ICES and STECF working and study groups). It mostly concerns fisheries and fish stock data from 2008 and survey data from 2008 and 2009. 
This table is incomplete as it does not include data transmission from secondary sources such as ICES InterCatch and DATRAS to other users. Most of the data has been aggregated and exchanged in the format defined by the user. 
Survey data are also kept in RDBs together with the survey data from other countries hosted at ICES or various national institutes. In some cases these RDBs hold primary data. In other cases they contain aggregated data. Data for all surveys, for which an international database exist, have been transmitted to these RDBs. The routine transmission of survey data to RDB are is included in the table VI-1.

VI.2.
Actions to avoid shortfalls
Two shortfalls have been indentified which are dealt with as follows
· The conflict between EU and national legislation on the confidentially of VMS data is presently investigated by lawyers. In the mean time VMS data will be made available prevailing EU law above national law.

· In 2010, meta data on biological data sampling will become available through a public web site.
VII Follow-up of STECF recommendations

SGRN has requested this section in the NP Proposals, which summarises the follow-up given to SGRN's recommendations.

	source
	Recomendation
	Responsive actions

	SGRN 08-02
	SGRN has repeatedly recommended every MS to estimate the precision of the data obtained by sampling in order to assess the quality of the associated estimates. In SGRN opinion, the best way to explore data is to evaluate the precision with the aim of optimising the sampling design (see Section 7.2 in SGRN-06-03 report, Anon. 2006). More than the exact quantification of the level of uncertainty, the objective of calculating precision levels should be to improve the quality of the data that is collected. In parallel, SGRN has supported the idea of developing a common tool for assessing the accuracy and precision of the biological parameters estimated through sampling programmes. Such a tool has been granted financial support by the Commission through the Call for Service Contracts FISH/2006/15. […] SGRN will continue to request all MS to assess the quality of the estimates even if the different methodologies used prevent the direct comparisons of the results between MS.
	MS has contributed in the development of methods to estimate precision and applied these to data collected through the DCR. In a number of cases the results were used to optimise sampling effort. MS intents to use the common tool as soon as it is available

	SGRN 08-02
	All MS are requested to collect calcified structures for stocks listed in Appendix XV whether they have the facilities to read them or not. The non-reading possibilities could result in accumulation of large quantities of un-aged calcified structures residing in institutes. It is strongly recommended that, in cases like this MS should continue the collection and 

seek agreement, in the relevant RCM, with another MS who has the expertise and willingness to accept to age them or 

consider having a staff member trained in assessing the otoliths.

The fact that age reading is not currently used in analytical stock assessment, should not be an excuse for not collecting the calcified structures. The modifications of the DCR requirements can only be done following STECF approval.
	MS collects otoliths of all stocks listed in Appendix  VII of the CD in the new DCF which also qualify the the sampling conditions. Expertise is available in the MS to read the age information of the common species. For other species otoliths are sometines read by experts from abroad or the otholiths are archived without interpretation. The latter is only the case when there is no demand for the interpreation results

	SGRN 09-01
	Large differences in the amount of capital invested are likely to exist between MS, in particular between those MS who have tradable markets in quota and licences and those who do not. A recent EU wide study1 focussed on defining a common methodology for the calculation of capital invested in tangible assets and capital costs (Perpetual Inventory Method (PIM)), and it is recommended that this methodology is followed by MS when producing ROI estimates.
	MS complies with this recommendation

	SGRN 09-01
	Reviewers of the NP neither found that while MS listed their bi-lateral agreements in the annexes, they did nor refer to them in the report text (Section III B). SGRN recommends MS to address this in future NP submissions.
	The bilateral agreements are  referred to in the sections Regional Coordination and included in this NP in Annex 2.

	SGRN 09-02
	SGRN recommends that species recorded under mixed categories should be reported at species level and this requirement should be enforced.
	MS supports this recommendation

	SGRN 09-02
	The need for regional data bases has been discussed in the past and endorsed by both STECF and the Commission, but little progress has been made on the issue. SGRN recommends that the various RCM meetings in September and October (2009) deal with the issue of regional data bases. SGRN recommends that lead MS are identified to progress the issue of regional data bases in partnership with other MS. This will ensure a shared ownership of the regional database. SGRN recommends that RCM’s agree a FISHFRAME compatible data base for the regional data bases. SGRN recommends that the work programme for developing the regional database should be included in the NP for 2011 – 2013 under the data base development.
	MS supports this recommendation

	SGRN 09-03
	STECF 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
	NL has participated in the RCM Long Distant Fisheries in 2010.

	RCM NA 09
	The RCM-NA recommends that a questionnaire be sent to member States to determine what current pratice is followed in MS with regards to clustering segments-this should be done before the planned workshop inQ1 2009 to help improve its effectiveness
	NL has participated in the questionnaire and the workshop.


VIII.
List of acronyms and abbreviations

	shortcut
	abbreviation of

	ARTIS
	Database with economic data maintained by LEI

	CC
	Capital Cost

	CECAF
	Committee for the Eastern Central Atlantic Fisheries

	CEFAS
	Centre for Environment, Fisheries & Aquaculture Science (Lowestoft UK)

	CFP
	Common Fishery Policy

	COST
	Common Open Source Tool

	CTD
	instrument to measure water characteristics like salinity, temperature, pressure, depth and density

	CV
	Coefficient of variation

	DATRAS
	ICES Database with survey data

	DCR
	Data Collection Regulation

	DCF
	Data Collection Framework (successor of DCR from 2009 onwards)

	EC
	European Commission

	EU
	European Union

	EUROSTAT
	European Statistical Office

	FIDAREQ
	Database administrating data requests

	FR
	France

	FRISBE
	Database with biological data maintained by IMARES

	FTE
	Full Time Equivalent

	GER
	Germany

	GNS
	Gear code: Gill net

	HAWG
	Herring Assessment Working Group for the Area South of 62ºN

	HP
	engine power expressed in horse power

	IBTS
	International Bottom Trawl Survey

	ICCAT
	International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas

	ICES
	International Council for Exploration of the Sea

	IHLS
	International Herring Larvae Survey in the North Sea

	IMARES
	Institute for Marine Resources & Ecosystem Studies, Wageningen UR

	IOTC
	Indian Ocean Tuna Commission

	IRL
	Ireland

	ITQ
	Individual Transferable Quota

	LEI
	Institute of Agricultural Economics

	LNV
	Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality

	LNV-DVIS
	Former Dutch Directorate of Fisheries situated at LNV

	LNV-AKV
	Dutch Directorate of Agriculture, Fisheries and Agribusiness

	MS
	Member State of the European Union

	NACE
	

	NAFO
	Northwest Atlantic Fisheries Organisation

	NCM
	National Coordination Meeting

	NA
	North Atlantic

	NL
	The Netherlands

	NP
	National Data Collection Programme

	PGCCDBS
	ICES Planning Group on Commercial Catch, Discards and Biological Sampling

	PGMED
	Planning Group for the Mediterranean

	PIM
	Perpetual Inventory Method

	RCM
	Regional Coordination Meeting

	RCM LDF
	RCM Long distance Fisheries

	RCM NA
	RCM North Atlantic

	RCM NS&EA
	RCM North Sea and Eastern Arctic

	RCM Med&BS
	RCM Mediterranean and Black Sea

	RCM Baltic
	RCM Baltic Sea

	RDB
	Regional Data Base

	RFMO
	Regional Fisheries Management Organisation

	ROI
	Return on Investment

	SGECA
	STECF Sub-group on Economic Affairs (subgroup from STECF)

	SGRN
	Subgroup on Research Needs and Data Collection (subgroup from STECF)

	SITC
	Standard International Trade Classification

	SN
	

	STECF
	Scientific, Technical and Economic Committee for Fisheries

	TAC
	Total Allowable Catch

	TBB
	Twin Beam Trawl

	TBS
	Gear code: Beam Trawl Shrimp

	TR
	Technical Report

	UK
	United Kingdom

	VAT
	Value Added Tax

	VIRIS
	Visserij Registratie en Informatie Systeem (Database with logbook entries in the Netherlands, maintained by DV)

	VISSTAT
	Dutch data base with (non biological) data on fisheries

	VMS
	Satellite based Vessel Monitoring System

	vTI
	Johann Heinrich von Thünen-institute, Germany

	WKSMRF
	Workshop on Sampling Methods for Recreational Fisheries

	WGCRAN
	Working Group on Crangon Fisheries and Life History

	WGMEGS
	Working Group on Mackerel and Horse Mackerel Egg Surveys

	WGNAPES
	Working Group on Northeast Atlantic Ecosystem Surveys; previously PGNAPES


IX.
Comments, suggestions and reflections

Comments to the financial forms: 

· The format used for the cost statement is the same as the one used for the calculation of the budget proposal for the NP 2009-2010. These formats were provided by the Commission as Excel worksheets and contain errors in the formulas. These errors have been corrected.

· The labour rates in the cost statement are calculated for each employee separately based on the eligible labour costs and a productivity of 210 days (1512 hours) for full time employees.  For employees which were not fully employed in 2009 a proportionally reduced productivity was used.
· In the NP 2009-2010, NL envisaged problems to specify labour at the activity level requested in the financial format. This because the national time declaration reporting systems do not support such a stratification. The labour time listed in the financial forms is taken from the national time declaring system. However, the stratification over activities is based on expert judgement.
Comments to the tables: 
· In general there seems to be duplication in the requested information. For instance, tables III.C.3 and III.C.4 ask for the same information. This is confusing and may lead to inconsistencies. 
· In a number of cases the format of the table (e.g. table III.C.5) does not allow to enter the required information

· Table III.C.5 requires information on the sampling intensity for length compositions of the metiers combined. However, the variables to be entered in this table are confusing and the table does not have the correct lay out to provide the variables. The requested precision estimates are required by métier and cannot be given for métiers combined. The variable “number of fish measured/aged” is unclear since the table suppose to deals with length compositions. The associated precision would differ for age and length. The column “Precision (CV) achieved on volume of discards” does not belong in this table since volume is a métier related variable.
· Table III.C.6 suggest that information should be provided by métier and species.  However, it is not clear what information
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Annex 1
Set of survey maps
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Figure 1 IBTS station grid planned for 2009 and 2010
Figure 2 BTS Station grid fished by R.V. Tridens and R.V. Isis
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Figure 3. Demersal Young Fish Survey. Station grid for R.V. Stern (Wadden Sea), R.V. Schollevaar (Scheldt Estuary) and R.V. Isis (coastal zone)
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Figure 4 Sole Net Survey. Station grid for R.V. Isis
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Figure 5 Herring Larvae survey station grid. The northern stations, covering the Banks and Buchan components, are fished in September. The southern stations, covering the Downs component,  are fished in December.
[image: image7.png]0000r9

0000059 0000029 0000019

¢¢¢¢¢¢¢

@@@QQaL

0000085

0000025

0000095

0000055

SN

aedllll:

cee esast

Hauls

HALA_Tridensil

1

T
300000

re

e

T
700000

s

T
500000

P
soo00n

I?E

400000

rE

i

T
100000





Figure 6 North Sea Herring Acoustic Survey. International station grid
Survey direction: north ( south.
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Figure 7 Blue whiting survey. Preliminary survey tracks for the International blue whiting spawning stock survey. The survey grid or allocation to the participants in the survey may be [image: image9.emf]changed by WGNAPES
Figure 8 International Mackerel and Horse Mackerel Egg survey. Survey area expected to be covered [image: image10.emf]Cruise tracks
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Figure 9 North Sea mackerel egg survey. Survey area expected to be covered by RV TRIDENS in 2011. The survey tracks may be changed by WGMEGS 
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Annex 2
Agreements
Bilateral Agreement between The Netherlands (Centre for Fisheries Research) and Germany (Johann Heinrich von Thünen Institute, vTI) for the collection of length and age samples in accordance with EC Regulation 665/2008, laying down detailed rules for the application of Council Regulation (EC) 199/2008, and its Commission Decision 2010/93/EU
Agreement:
Pelagic freezer trawlers fishing on herring, blue whiting, mackerel and horse mackerel, and beam trawlers fishing on plaice and sole under the German register, which land for first sale into The Netherlands, will be sampled as part of the German National Programme under the requirements of the EC Data Collection Framework (199/2008). The eventual additional sampling costs will be covered within the German National Sampling Programme 2011-2013.

Description of sampling:
The sampling will be for length and age of discards and landings, sampling will be carried out in accordance with the German National Sampling Programme.
Sampling intensity:

Levels and coverage of sampling will be as agreed at the annual meeting of RCM North Sea & Eastern Arctic.
Data responsibility:

Germany is responsible for submitting the data to the relevant ICES Expert Groups, and to the EC under the requirements of its Data Collection Framework. Germany will provide the required data for the species that are requested by the relevant ICES Expert Groups, and the data for the additional species to The Netherlands as and when requested.
Contact persons: 

In The Netherlands (CVO):
 Sieto Verver: sieto.verver@wur.nl
In Germany (vTI-SF):
 Jens Ulleweit: jens.ulleweit@vti.bund.de

Signatures: 

For The Netherlands (CVO)
 


For Germany (vTI)
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Sieto Verver





Dr. Christoph Stransky

Dpt. Head Centre for Fisheries Research

German National Correspondent

Date: 24 March 2010
Bilateral Agreement between the UK (CEFAS) and Netherlands (Centre for Fisheries Research) for the collection of length and age samples in accordance with EC Regulation 665/2008, laying down detailed rules for the application of Council Regulation (EC) 199/2008, and its Commission Decision 2010/93/EU. 
Agreement: 
(1) Landings and discards by Anglo-Dutch vessels fishing on the UK register, which land for first sale into the Netherlands, will be sampled as part of the Netherlands National Programme under the requirements of the EC Data Collection Framework (199/2008). This agreement builds on the practice which has been already adopted and carried out by the Netherlands since 2000. The eventual additional sampling costs will be covered within the Netherlands National Sampling Programme from 2011 onwards.

(2) Scallops landed by Dutch vessels fishing for Scallops in area VII which land for first sale in the UK will be sampled for biological parameters as part of the UK National Programme from 2011 onwards. The eventual additional sampling costs will be covered within the UK National Sampling Programme from 2011 onwards.
(3) The Netherlands holds the obligation to sample bass for biological parameters triennially. The age reading of these samples will be carried out by CEFAS. This agreement builds on the practice which has been already adopted and carried out by the UK since 2006
Description of sampling: 
(1) The sampling will be for length and age of discards and landings, sampling will be carried out in accordance with the Netherlands National Sampling Programme.
(2) The sampling will carried out in accordance with the UK National Sampling Programme
(3) Not relevant
Sampling Intensity: (1) & (2) Levels and coverage as agreed at the annual meeting of RCM NS&EA and NA.
Data responsibility: 
(1) The Netherlands is responsible for submitting the data to the relevant ICES Expert Groups, and to the EC under the requirements of its Data Collection Framework. The Netherlands will provide the required data for the species that are requested by the relevant ICES Expert Groups, and the data for the additional species to the UK as and when requested.
(2) The UK is responsible for submitting the data to the relevant ICES Expert Groups, and to the EC under the requirements of its Data Collection Framework. The UK will provide the required data for the species that are requested by the relevant ICES Expert Groups, and the data for the additional species to the Netherlands as and when requested.
(3) Not relevant.
Contact persons:

In The Netherlands: Sieto Verver (sieto.verver@wur.nl)




In UK: Steve Warnes (steve.warnes@cefas.co.uk)

Signatures:

For CEFAS



For CVO
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Carl O’Brien



Sieto Verver

Fisheries Division Director

Dpt. Head Centre for Fisheries Research 

CEFAS




CVO

Date: 23-03-2010


Date:
23-03-2010

[image: image2.jpg]Bilateral Agreement between the Netherlands (Centre for Fisheries
Research) and France (DPMA) for the collection of length and age samples
in accordance with EC Regulation 665/2008, laying down detailed rules for

the application of Council Regulation (EC) 199/2008, and its Commission
Decision 2010/93/EU.

Additional information:

RCM North Sea and Eastern Arctic (2008) recommended that The Netherlands and France should establish a
bilateral agreement on the sampling of the landing French trawlers landing into the Netherlands. These trawlers
are operated by a Dutch company, but sail under the French flag. As the the vessel fly the French flag and are
selected for sampling within the French National Programme, France holds the obligation to sample these
vessels. But, as France doesn’t have access to the majority of the landings, The Netherlands will take over this
responsibility.

Agreement:

(1) Landings and discards by French-Dutch vessels fishing on the French register, which land for first sale
into the Netherlands, will be sampled as part of the Netherlands National Programme under the
requirements of the EC Data Collection Framework (199/2008). The eventual additional sampling costs
will be covered within the Netherlands National Sampling Programme from 2011 onwards.

Description of sampling:
(1) The sampling will be for length and age of discards and landings, sampling will be carried out in
accordance with the Netherlands National Sampling Programme.

Sampling Intensity:

(1) Levels and coverage as agreed at the annual meeting of RCM NS&EA and NA and in compliance with the
Dutch sampling scheme.

Data responsibility:
(1) The Netherlands is responsible for submitting the data to the relevant ICES Expert Groups, and to the
EC under the requirements of its Data Collection Framework. The Netherlands will provide the required
data for the species that are requested by the relevant ICES Expert Groups, and the data for the additional
species to France as and when requested.

Contact persons:
In The Netherlands: Sieto Verver (sieto.verver@wur.nl)
In France: Patrice Chasset (Patrice.chasset@agriculture.gouv. fr)

Signatures:

For CVO For DPMA

Sieto Verver Patrice Chasset
Dpt. Head Centre for Fisheries Research ~ National correspondent
CVO MAAP/DPMA/MAS

Date: 31/03/2010 Date: 31/03/2010






DRAFT

Bilateral Agreement between the Netherlands (Centre for Fisheries Research) and Denmark (DTU-Aqua) for the collection of length and age samples in accordance with EC Regulation 665/2008, laying down detailed rules for the application of Council Regulation (EC) 199/2008, and its Commission Decision 2010/93/EU. 
Additional information:

The Netherlands discussed with Denmark sampling of Dutch vessels fishing in IIIa which land in Denmark. Only a few vessels in a short time-frame land into Denmark and on top of this, the majority of the landings is loaded into trucks for transport to The Netherlands. This practice hampers sampling activities. Denmark doesn’t have access to the landings and therefore can’t sample the métiers. The involved métiers are TBB_DEM_90-119_0_0 and TBB_DEM_>=120_0_0. As The Netherlands don’t have access to the landings as well, The Netherlands will ask for derogation of sampling these métiers. 

Despite this, the obligation to sample IIIa plaice for biological parameters remains. To cover this, The Netherlands and Denmark agree on the following: 

Agreement:

(1) The Netherlands hold the obligation to sample plaice from IIIa for biological parameters. Denmark will take over this obligation by taking extra samples, additional to the Danish sampling scheme to cover for the Dutch landings, accounting 1273t (average 2007-2008). These samples are added to the normal Danish sampling schedule. 

Description of sampling: 

(4) The sampling of the biological variables will be carried out in accordance with the Danish National Sampling Programme. Denmark will describe the additional samples in its National Programme and Technical Report.  
Sampling Intensity: 

(1)  Sampling intensity and strategy are in full compliance with the Danish sampling schedule and the samples are treated as normal Danish samples. 
Data responsibility: 


(1) Denmark is responsible for submitting the data to the relevant ICES Expert Groups, and to the EC under the requirements of its Data Collection Framework. 

Contact persons:

In The Netherlands: Sieto Verver (sieto.verver@wur.nl)





In Denmark: Marie Stor-Poulsen (msp@dtu-aqua.dk)

Signatures:

For CVO



For DTU-Aqua





Sieto Verver



Jørgen Dalskov

Dpt. Head Centre for Fisheries Research
National Correspondent 

CVO




DTU-Aqua

Date:




Date:







































































� COUNCIL REGULATION (EC) No 861/2006 of 22 May 2006 establishing Community financial measures for the implementation of the Common Fisheries Policy and in the area of the Law of the Sea





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 DECISION (2008/949/EC) adopting a multi annual 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





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 to the expenditure incurred by Member States for the Collection and management of the basic fisheries data





� Guidelines for the submission of Technical Report on the National Data Collection Programmes under Council Regulation (EC) 199/2008, Commission Regulation (EC) 665/2008 and Commission Decision 2008/949/EC Version 2009


� fishing in the 12 miles coastal zone and plaice box


� COUNCIL REGULATION (EC) No 812/2004 of 26 April 2004 laying down measures concerning incidental catches of cetaceans in fisheries and amending Regulation (EC) No 88/98.
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