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This staff working document accompanies the Communication ‘Sustainable fishing in the EU: state of
play and orientations for 2026". It looks in greater depth at:

the state of fish stocks;

the balance between fleet capacity and fishing opportunities;

the socio-economic performance of EU fishing fleets;

progress in implementing the landing obligation;

the work of advisory councils and their role in EU decision-making;

o e R AN B

action taken under the EU’s international ocean governance agenda.

Following dialogue in the wake of the publication of the fisheries and oceans package® the Commission
decided to launch an evaluation of the Regulation on the common fisheries policy (‘CFP Regulation’)?.
The evaluation will build on the fisheries and oceans package and subsequent dialogue. It will take
stock of how the CFP Regulation has performed, its instruments and measures and how it has
addressed the objectives of ensuring environmentally and economically sustainable fisheries.

1. The state of fish stocks

Monitoring the results of the common fisheries policy progress report

Each year, the Commission calls on the Scientific, Technical and Economic Committee for Fisheries
(STECF) to assess the progress made in achieving the maximum sustainable yield (MSY) exploitation
rate in line with the objectives of the CFP. Article 50 of the CFP Regulation states that:

The Commission shall report annually to the European Parliament and to the Council
on the progress on achieving maximum sustainable yield and on the situation of fish
stocks, as early as possible following the adoption of the yearly Council Regulation
fixing the fishing opportunities available in Union waters and, in certain non-Union
waters, to Union vessels.

The current and historic fishing mortality rates (Fy, F in each year) relative to the fishing mortality rate
that would produce the highest long-term yield (Fmsy) are calculated by three scientific bodies: the
International Council for the Exploration of the Sea (ICES), STECF and the General Fisheries Commission
for the Mediterranean (GFCM). The rates are then compiled and tabulated by the STECF in their 76"
Plenary Report (STECF-25-01)°. The corresponding biomass value, Busy, is the average biomass of fish
in the sea that would be expected if a stock is fished at Fusy for an extended period. Both the F/Fusy
rates and the biomass values are calculated using reported catches and scientific survey data.

I https://ec.europa.eu/commission/presscorner/detail/en/ip_23 828

2 Regulation (EU) No 1380/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 11 December 2013 on the
Common Fisheries Policy, amending Council Regulations (EC) No 1954/2003 and (EC) No 1224/2009 and
repealing Council Regulations (EC) No 2371/2002 and (EC) No 639/2004 and Council Decision 2004/585/EC (OJ
L 354,28.12.2013, pp. 22-61).

3 https://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/documents/d/stecf/stecf 25-01 adhoc.
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Misreporting of catches results in errors in both parameters, with errors being greater for biomass
values®.

As applied by the STECF, historic and current fishing mortality values is expressed as a ratio of the Fusy
value for each stock. By doing so, this makes it possible to compare all stocks at the same scale with a
fishing mortality ratio equal to 1 for all stocks fished at Fusy.

Therefore, this section focuses on the fishing mortality ratio indicator and the biomass® indicator. More
information on other indicators, such as safe biological limits, can be found in the STECF 25-01 ad hoc
report Monitoring the Performance of the Common Fisheries Policy®.

Regarding progress made in the achievement of Fusy in line with the CFP, the latest results indicate a
reduction in overall fishing mortality and a general increase in stock biomass in the North-East Atlantic”
(both EU and non-EU waters) over the period 2003-2023. Among the stocks which were fully assessed,
the proportion of overexploited stocks (i.e. F> Fusy) decreased from around 67% (2003-2008) to 20% in
2023 and fishing mortality rates decreased from 51% above Fusy to 41% below Fusy. The situation with
regard to stocks in the Mediterranean and Black Seas saw a strong improvement in the period 2020-
2022 While the annual fishing mortality estimates were almost double the Fusy in 2007, they have since
fallen significantly, to reach 6% below Fusy in 2022.

1.1 Trends in fishing pressure (F/Fusy ratio)

Figure 1 below presents the trends in F/Fusy over the time period 2003-2023 for the North-East Atlantic
(in EU and non-EU waters) and 2003-2022 for the Mediterranean and Black Seas.

* Patterson, K. R. 1998. Assessing fish stocks when catches are misreported: model, simulation tests, and
application to cod, haddock, and whiting in the ICES area, ICES Journal of Marine Science, 55: 878-891.
3 Quantity of adult fish in a stock that can reproduce.
6 https:/stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/documents/d/stect/stecf 25-01 adhoc
7 In this section, ‘North-East Atlantic’ refers to stocks in area 27 of the Food and Agriculture Organisation (FAO),
and ‘Mediterranean and Black Seas’ refers to stocks in FAO area 37.
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Figure 1: Trends in fishing pressure 2003-2023. Three model-based indicators (F/Fusy) are presented
(all using the median value of the model). The red line indicates the trends for 63 stocks located in EU
waters in the North-East Atlantic. The green line indicates trends for an additional set of 18 stocks also
located in the North-East Atlantic but in non-EU waters and the black line indicates the trends for 65
stocks in the Mediterranean and Black Seas. Trends are medians of bias-corrected estimates from

STECF/JRC models.
1.1.1 Stocks of EU interest in the North-East Atlantic, the North Sea and adjacent

waters, including the Baltic Sea.

In 2003, most stocks (67.5%) were overfished and the average (median) rate of fishing was 51% above
MSY. Since 2023, the situation has improved thanks to action to restrict fishing effort, to improve
monitoring and to set total allowable catches (TACs) in line with scientific advice. By 2023, the average
rate of fishing was within the sustainable rate and only 21% of stocks were overfished. The reduction
in fishing pressure in 2020 and 2021 coincided with the start of COVID-19 restrictions (Figure 3).

Overall, fish stock biomass increased by some 37% over the period 2003-2022.
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Figure 2: Overall development of fishing mortality and biomass in the North-East Atlantic. Top panel:
number of stocks fished in excess of Fusy (black) or fished at or under Fusy (grey). Middle panel: average
F/Fusy trend based on 63 stocks. Bottom panel: trend in spawning stock biomass relative to 2003. Dark
grey and light grey areas show the 50% and 95% confidence intervals of the average, based on the 63

assessed stocks.

There are differences in trends between areas. Fishing mortality fell fastest in the Bay of Biscay and in
widely distributed stocks. However, widely distributed stocks saw an increase from 2022 to 2023. Those
same stocks also recovered fastest (Figure 2). In the Baltic Sea, where unfavourable environmental
conditions® have weakened the stocks’ resilience to fishing, no significant recovery has been observed,
and some fish stocks have even deteriorated further. In the North Sea, primary production® was
reported to have decreased by around one quarter, possibly affecting the rebuilding of fish stocks.

8 For more information on key signals within the Baltic Sea environment and ecosystem, see
https://www.ices.dk/advice/ESD/Pages/Baltic_Sea_landing.aspx
? The productivity of phytoplankton and algae that serves as food for zooplankton and then eventually the
commercial fish stocks and other ecosystem components.
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Figure 3: Upper trends in the average (median) F/Fysy (top panel) and biomass (B/B2003) (bottom
panel) over the period 2003-2023 in each of the North Atlantic Sea areas.

1.1.2 Stocks in the Mediterranean and Black Seas

In 2022, the number of fish stocks assessed by the GFCM and by STECF rose to 65. Data quality had
increased significantly. The additional stocks, many of which had lower fishing mortality rate estimates,
led to some changes in the overall perception of stock status. The new estimates showed F/Fusy peaked
at close to 2.0 in 2007, gradually declining from this point onwards, and at a faster rate in 2020 -2022
(Figure 3). The value for 2022 was estimated at 0.94 which is the lowest ever.

There are different patterns in F/Fusy in each region (Figure 4), with an irregular trend in the Black Sea,
a stable trend in the central Mediterranean, a sharp decline in the eastern Mediterranean since 2008,
and a smaller decline in the western Mediterranean. All areas showed a sharp drop in 2020 and 2021.

Stock biomass has increased gradually in the western Mediterranean, hand in hand with a decrease in
fishing mortality. The decrease in F/Fusy in the Black Sea also appears to be associated with an increase
6
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in biomass. For the central and eastern Mediterranean, it is unclear at present whether the changes in
biomass and fishing mortality are related or if biomass responds slower than fishing mortality.
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Figure 4: Qverall trend in fishing mortality and biomass in the Mediterranean basin. Top panel: average
F/Fusy trend. Bottom panel: trend in spawning stock biomass relative to 2003. Dark grey and light grey
areas show the 50% and 95% confidence intervals of the average, based on 66 assessed stocks.
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Figure 5: Trends in the average (median) F/Fusy (top panel) and biomass (B/B2003) (bottom panel)

over time in each of the Mediterranean Sea areas.2

Regarding European eel, the Council implemented in EU law a decision adopted by the GFCM in 2024
to establish long-term measures which include a 6-month closure period for yellow and silver eels, a
ban on recreational fishing and further measures to reduce the fishing mortality of glass eel (i.e. 10
months closure period, freeze in capacity and efforts) in all habitats including freshwater habitats.

2.Reporting on the balance between fishing capacity
and fishing opportunities

In line with Article 22(4) of the CFP Regulation, the Commission must report annually to the European
Parliament and the Council on the balance between fishing capacity and fishing opportunities?®.

10 See: htips://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/reports/balance.
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Coastal Member States report annually on potential imbalances, following Commission guidelines®*.
For the fleet segments for which overcapacity has been identified, they are required to submit an action
plan with adjustment targets, tools and a clear implementation time frame, in line with Article 22 of the
CFP Regulation.

A detailed analysis of the biological sustainability, economic parameters, vessel usage and national fleet
reports is provided below. The Annex shows the fleets where there is an imbalance between fisheries
resources and the fleet’s fishing capacity. It also shows where inadequate monitoring and data
collection prevented conclusive results from being obtained.

2.1 Member States’ annual reports and action plans and the
STECF'’s assessment

All 22 coastal Member States submitted their 2024 reports to the Commission??. The STECF examined
these reports comprehensively, together with the available information on the sustainability of fisheries
resources, economic parameters and vessel activity. The STECF then issued a report®, in line with the
Commission guidelines, providing details and their analysis.

A summary of the indicators calculated for each fleet segment is provided in the Annex. It also indicates
the Member States that have submitted action plans and the fleet segments identified by Member
States as having overcapacity. The calculation of the indicators and the corresponding thresholds
signalling potential overcapacity presented here are described in full detail in the Commission
guidelines and the STECF report.

Information is provided for each fleet segment separately. A fleet segment is a group of vessels of a
defined length (e.g. 6-12 metres), operating in a set area (e.g. the North-East Atlantic) and using the
same principal type of gear (e.g. beam trawl). In the Annex, the area code NAO means North Atlantic
Ocean, including the North Sea, Celtic Sea and Baltic Sea, MBS means the Mediterranean and Black
Seas, and OFR means other fishing regions. Gear codes are as set out in Annex Xl to the applicable
Commission Implementing Regulation®,

Two biological indicators (stocks at risk (SAR) and sustainable harvest indicator (SHI)) have been set. The
SAR is a measure of whether a fleet segment catches significant quantities of stocks that are at high

"' Guidelines for the analysis of the balance between fishing capacity and fishing opportunities according to
Article 22 of Regulation (EU) No 1380/2013 of the European Parliament and the Council on the Common
Fisheries Policy (COM{(2014) 545 final).
12 Reports and action plans: https:/ec.europa.ew/oceans-and-fisheries/fisheries/rules/fishing-fleet-capacities_en.
13 STECF, Assessment of balance indicators for key fleet segments and review of national reports on Member
States efforts to achieve balance between fleet capacity and fishing opportunities (STECF-23-13), Publications
Office of the European Union, Luxembourg, 2023.
" Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 404/2011 of 8 April 2011 laying down detailed rules for the
implementation of Council Regulation (EC) No 1224/2009 establishing a Community control system for ensuring
compliance with the rules of the Common Fisheries Policy (OJ L 112, 30.4.2011, p. 1).

9
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biological risk after being depleted to a low level. In the Annex, a SAR in red means that at least 10% of
the catches of the segment are taken from a stock at high biological risk.

The SHI measures whether a fleet depends on stocks that are overfished with respect to the MSY (see
Annex) for a significant part of its income. A SHI in red means that a fleet segment relies, on average,
on stocks that are fished above MSY for its income.

The following three economic indicators are used.

1. If the return on investment is less than zero and less than the best available long-term risk-free
interest rate, this is flagged in red to indicate long-term economic inefficiency. If data on
intangible costs (e.g. quota leasing) are not available, return on fixed and tangible assets can be
used instead.

2. If the current revenue is less than break-even revenue, this is flagged in red to indicate a short-
term economic inefficiency.

3. Vessel-use indicators are flagged in red if more than 20% of the fleet segment recurrently
demonstrates less than 70% of its potential workable activity, which could indicate an
imbalance in capacity. Other reasons could also affect this parameter, such as unexpected
events and emergencies.

In many cases, biological information (such as the state of the exploited resource) or economic
information was not available for certain fleet segments. These are listed in Table 1.

10
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Fleet segments Fleet segments with Number of vessels Number of vessels

with no no economic within the fleet within the fleet
biological indicators segments that do segments that do
indicators not have biological not have economic
indicators indicators

BEL 0 0 0 0

BGR 0 2 0 7

CYP 0 1 0 1

DEU 0 0 0 0

DNK 10 1 16 2

ESP 0 0 0 0

EST 2 2 6 6

FIN 0 0 0 0

FRA 3 0 12 0

GRC 0 0 0 0

HRV 0 0 0 0

IRL 0 4 0 78

ITA 0 2 0 3

LTU 0 0 0 0

LVA 2 2 5 5

MLT 0 0 0 0

NLD 0 0 0 0

POL 0 4 0 4

PRT 0 0 0 0

ROU 0 2 0 12

SVN 0 0 0 0

SWE 0 0 0 0

FRA OFR 3

PRT OFR 0

ESP OFR 0 0 0

Table 1: Numbers in bold indicate fleet segments where a lack of biological or economic information
prevented the calculation of biological or economic indicators and where more than 50 vessels were
affected by a lack of data reporting

11
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2.2 The EU fishing fleet’s capacity

The number, gross tonnage and power of vessels in the EU fleet have all followed a downward trend in
recent years (latest data from 2024) (Figures 6 and 7). In December 2024, the EU fleet register (which

includes the outermost regions) listed 69 570 vessels corresponding to 1 245 871 gross tonnage (GT)
and kilowatts (kW) of installed power?®.
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Figure 6: Tonnage capacity trend (GT) of the EU fishing fleet between 2014 and 2024

Total EU Engine Power vs its capacity ceiling

8,000,000
7,000,000
6,000,000
5,000,000 0
4,000,000
3,000,000
2,000,000
1,000,000

o N ", 2

4k 45 4’ v

X \’19 {19 o>
&

™ o ™ 9 Q¥

e Power (kW) == Capacity Ceiling Main Power (kW)

Figure 7: Capacity trend (kW) of the EU fishing fleet between 2014 and 2024

15 EU fleet register. Data extracted in March 2024 and includes data as at 31 December 2023.
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A study’® was initiated in January 2018 to assess the engine power verification systems implemented in
15 main coastal Member States, completed in June 2019. The results of the physical verifications carried
out during the study, revealed that for the majority of verified vessels, across coastal Member States,
areas and vessel types, the measured engine power exceeded the vessel’s licensed and certified engine
power, and for a significant number of inspected vessels, secondary indications of non-compliance with
engine power restrictions were observed. These findings indicated a systematic lack of a culture of
compliance at operator level across the fishing sector with regard to engine power limitations and raised
serious concerns about the state of implementation and effectiveness of Member States’ engine power
certification and verification procedures. The study also indicated that there were significant differences
among coastal Member States in the level of progress and quality of implementing the sampling plan
to verify engine power and the systems in place to certify and effectively verify engine power physically.
In addition, the study indicated that existing certification systems do not always generate reliable engine
power figures for registration purposes and that certification does not guarantee that certified engine
power will not be exceeded.

In October 2019, the Commission initiated a series of informal discussions with several Member States
to address issues related to their engine power verification and certification systems. While progress
has already been made by the Member States concerned, the Commission will continue monitoring
the implementation of engine power certification and verification procedures in Member States, as
improvements of both the certification and verification system are considered necessary to increase
the accuracy of registered engine power.

To support Member States in this process, the Commission set up a Technical Working Group in
September 2022, composed of EU Member States’ experts and supported by an external expert in the
field of engine power, to follow-up on the conclusions of the study, with as a main objective the
development of common harmonised guidance for the monitoring, certification and verification of
engine power of EU catching vessels in line with the provisions of the Control Regulation. These
guidance documents have been prepared during September 2022 — 2024, and the final guidance
documents have been endorsed by the Expert Group on Fisheries Control in March 2025.

In December 2024, all coastal Member State fleets were under their respective capacity ceilings (Figure
8). However, it has come to the Commission’s attention that engine power related compliance issues
are increasingly becoming subject to complaints. This raises concerns about the accuracy and reliability
of the engine power values as reported by the coastal Member State and reflected in the Union fleet
register.

16 Directorate-General for Maritime Affairs and Fisheries (European Commission), Roos Diesel Analysis B.V.,
Study on engine power verification by Member States, final report, ISBN 978-92-76-08327-6, DOI
10.2771/945320, Luxembourg, Publications Office of the European Union, 2019.
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The fleet in the outermost regions has seen a reduction in the number of vessels and gross tonnage
capacity {Figures 9 and 10). Between December 2022 and December 2023, the number of vessels
decreased by 200 to a total of 3 737. Fleet capacity in GT decreased by 3 256 GT to 52 391 GT. Fleet
capacity in kW increased marginally by 18 837 kW to 375 526 kW.

Vessel Tonnage vs its Capacity Ceiling in the
Outermost Regions 2024
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Figure 9: Vessel tonnage vs its capacity ceiling in the EU outermost regions (2024)
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Vessel power vs its Capacity Ceiling in the
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Figure 10: Vessel power vs its capacity ceiling in the EU outermost regions (2024)

2.3 Main conclusions by coastal Member State!”

Each year, the STECF issues advice on the balance between fleet capacity and fishing opportunities for
the different fleet segments and on the quality of the coastal Member States’ assessments provided in
their national fleet reports and, where relevant, action plans. Therefore, the STECF conclusions
sometimes differ from those of the coastal Member States, as summarised below, based on the
indicators calculated by STECF. In the summaries which follow, the Commission has drawn conclusions
and inferences from the STECF calculations.

Belgium had 3 fleet segments (totalling 45 vessels) with red biological indicators and another 2
segments (totalling 43 vessels) with red economic indicators, which points to an imbalance. Belgium
considers that its fleet is in balance with fishing opportunities and has not submitted an action plan.

Bulgaria had 9 fleet segments (totalling 69 vessels) with at least one red biological indicator. Of these
9 segments, 5 were exploiting stocks at risk. All fleet segments had one or more economic indicator.
Bulgaria has submitted an updated action plan but does not give enough information about specific
actions to balance fleet capacity with fishing opportunities.

Cyprus had 4 fleet segments with red economic indicators and 4 segments with a red biological
indicator. Cyprus submitted an action plan in 2023 concerning overcapacity in one of these fleet
segments comprising 4 vessels (out of a total fleet of 853) for action by 2025. It will tackle the
overcapacity by permanently withdrawing two vessels or by modifying fishing gear.

Germany had 4 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 13 with at least one red
economic indicator. Germany has submitted an updated action plan covering 7 fleet segments.

17 Red or green indicators are references to the Annex and mean that the indicators as assessed in STECF-23-13
possibly indicate an imbalance (red) or no imbalance (green). A further explanation is given in the STECF report.
If Member States have not submitted an action plan, this means they consider their fleets to be in balance.
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Denmark had 18 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 18 segments with at least
one red economic indicator. Out of 1 989 vessels, 763 were inactive, which is a significant increase in
inactive vessels compared to the year before. In 2024, Denmark submitted an updated action plan
however only very general measures were included.

Spain had 38 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 14 fleet segments with at
least one red economic indicator. Spain submitted an updated action plan with objectives clearly
defined and the measures to achieve them being described.

Estonia had 4 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 1 segment with three red
economic indicators. Estonia has a fleet of 2 015 vessels, of which 766 are inactive. Estonia has not
submitted an action plan and considers all segments to be in balance.

Finland had 4 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 4 segments with at least one
red economic indicator. Finland has not submitted an action plan, despite the indications of
overcapacity. Finland has not fixed objectives for achieving capacity reductions.

France had 43 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 11 fleet segments with at
least one red economic indicator. France submitted an updated action plan including four new
segments. The plan contains a wide range of general as well as more specific measures for imbalanced
fleet segments.

Greece had 7 fleet segments, of which 1 had at least one red biological indicator. There were 5
segments with at least one red economic indicator. Greece has not yet presented an action plan
despite the indications of overcapacity. An action plan is in preparation but was not submitted with the
annual fleet report.

Croatia had 20 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 14 segments with at least
one red economic indicator. Croatia continues its action plan to tackle overcapacity through temporary
and permanent cessation and complemented with supplementary measures.

Ireland had 12 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 10 segments with at least
one red economic indicator. 4 segments had no available economic indicator. Ireland has not presented
an action plan despite the indications of overcapacity.

Italy had 20 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 9 fleet segments with at least
one red economic indicator. Italy has presented an updated action plan to tackle the overcapacity in
its fleet. Italy’s action plan presents different measures to reduce fishing effort, e.g. continuing previous
measures and permanently ceasing activity.

Latvia had 2 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator. No fleet segments had red
economic indicators. Latvia has submitted an action plan in 2023 and considers this action plan to be
in the implementation phase.

Lithuania had 6 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 2 fleet segments with at
least one red economic indicator. Lithuania submitted an action plan targeting 4 vessels in one fleet
segment, which would reduce the total tonnage of the segment by 40 % through permanent cessation
and a 42 % decrease in power.
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Malta had 8 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 4 segments with at least one
red economic indicator. Malta has submitted an action plan which largely is a statement of intent to
improve monitoring activities.

The Netherlands had 1 segment with red biological indicators and 3 segments with red economic
indicators. Despite the indications of overcapacity, the Netherlands did not submit an action plan
referring to the benchmarking of the North Sea sole stock and the ongoing Coastal States negotiations
on the management of pelagic stocks.

Poland had 7 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 4 fleet segments with at least
one red economic indicator. Poland submitted an updated action plan which clearly specifies the
targets and the tools.

Portugal had 9 fleet segments with at least one red biological indicator and 6 segments with at least
one red economic indicator. Portugal extended its action plan from 2022 to run through 2025.

Romania had 3 fleet segments with one red technical indicator and 1 fleet segment with one red
biological indicator. Romania submitted an action plan which seems to be a continuation of the action
plan from 2022. Romania submitted an action plan which is largely a statement of intent to improve
monitoring of activities.

Slovenia had for biological indicators 12 fleet segments of which 6 segments had red indicators. No red
economic indicators were identified. Despite the indications of overcapacity, Slovenia did not submit
an action plan as it considers its activities extremely low and have insignificant impact.

Sweden had 19 segments with a red biological indicator and 4 segments with a red economic indicator.
Sweden has not submitted an action plan as it considers all its segments in balance.

The number of segments with no biological or economic indicators have significantly reduced with only
Bulgaria, Denmark Estonia, France, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Poland and Romania having segments with no
indicators. A number of Member States had segments with one or more indicators not having data
available (Bulgaria, Croatia, Cyprus, Denmark, Estonia, Finland, France, Germany, Greece, Ireland, Italy,
Latvia, Lithuania, Malta, Netherland, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Slovenia, Spain and Sweden).

There were significant gaps in the provision of biological and economic indicators. Bulgaria, Cyprus,
Denmark, Estonia, France, Ireland, Italy, Latvia, Poland and Romania all had segments for which either
biological or economic data were not available. Compared to previous years the number of vessels for
which data is not available no longer exceed 200 vessels in any Member State.

The Commission has written to these Member States about the need to improve data collection in
order to comply with Article 22 of the CFP Regulation. The Commission also asked Member States to
submit further details on their fishing fleets in order to build a clear picture of the situation in their
fleets. In particular, this is intended to further the work on energy transition and tackle the health and
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safety concerns highlighted in the fisheries and oceans package'®, while stressing the need to improve
data collection,

The Commission has launched a study of the fleet to feed into the evaluation of the CFP Regulation.

2.4 Financial support from the European Maritime, Fisheries and
Aquaculture Fund (EMFAF) for the structural adaptation of
fishing fleets

Certain segments of the fishing fleet are subject to overcapacity, resulting in the overexploitation of
marine biological resources. If there is structural overcapacity, the profitability of the fleet is low
because too many vessels are chasing too few fish. To avoid this situation, it is necessary to structurally
adapt the fishing fleets concerned.

The European Maritime, Fisheries and Aquaculture Fund®® (EMFAF) can grant, under very specific
conditions, financial compensation to fishers if they permanently cease fishing activities. The fishing
capacity eliminated thanks to this support is then permanently removed from the fleet. Permanent
cessation can happen through the scrapping of a fishing vessel or through its decommissioning and
retrofitting for activities other than commercial fishing. However, any conversion to recreational fishing
must not lead to increased pressure on the marine ecosystem.

Member States are implementing their EMFAF programmes for 2021-2027. These programmes are
multiannual strategic roadmaps for public investment, underpinned by an analysis of the strengths,
weaknesses, opportunities and threats. They set out tailor-made actions which are co-financed by the
Member States and the EU, in order to respond to the specific challenges linked to the common EU
priorities for marine biodiversity, maritime policy and sustainable fisheries and aquaculture. These
Programmes take into account, the balance between fleet fishing capacity and available fishing
opportunities, as reported on annually by coastal Member States in line with Article 22(2) of the CFP
Regulation.

2.5 Conclusion

In 2024, all coastal Member States complied with the obligation to report on the capacity and balance
of their fleet segments with fishing opportunities. However, some Member States will need to adjust
their reporting to better comply with the Commission’s guidelines and tackle discrepancies between
their national reports and the STECF’s advice. 12 Member States submitted new or revised action plans
encompassing many different measures to tackle overcapacity. However, more needs to be done to
make the action plans more specific, time-bound and objective-driven.

'8 Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and
Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions on the Energy Transition of the EU Fisheries and Aquaculture
Sector (COM(2023) 100 final).
19 Regulation (EU) 2021/1139 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 7 July 2021 establishing the
European Maritime, Fisheries and Aquaculture Fund (OJ L 247, 13.7.2021, p. 1).
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The overall capacity of the EU mainland fleet (i.e. excluding the outermost regions) has remained
relatively stable. Only minor changes were observed compared to the previous year, namely -2.92%, -
4.72% and -3.25% in the number of vessels, tonnage and power, respectively.

Nevertheless, a greater focus is needed on the fleets of some coastal Member States, especially in the
Mediterranean and Black Seas, where capacity is very close to the ceilings. Capacity measures can be
particularly important for countries and regions where conservation and management measures are
not (yet) effective enough to regulate input and output measures, such as effort limits or TACs.

3. Socio-economic performance: EU trends and results
by fleet category

According to the latest available STECF annual economic report for 20242, the profitability
saw a decrease from 2021 to 2022 and reached the lowest point in the time series. The decrease
in profitability is largely due to the fuel costs. The profitability is expected to increase in 2023
primarily due to the effects of reduced fuel costs.

The socio-economic performance is presented below by fleet category:

Small-scale coastal fleet (SSCF).

The SSCF totalled 40 083 active vessels in 2022, employing 59 694 fishers. This implies that the SSCF
comprised 76% of the active fleet and 53% of the engaged crew.

The value of landings by the SSCF represented 19% of all EU landings in 2022. The number of vessels
of the SSCF is 76% from the EU active fishing fleet, however, in terms of GTs, they represent the 10%.
The European Union's SSCF value of landings is heavily influenced by the Mediterranean region, which
accounts for 41% of the total value. The second most significant region is the Southern Western waters,
responsible for 33% of the SSCF landings' value. The value of landings in the EU for the SSCF shows
distinct trends across different regions from 2018 to 2022.

In the Baltic region, there has been a consistent decline, dropping from EUR 58 million in 2018 to EUR
37 million in 2022, indicating a reduction of about 36%. This downward trend is mirrored in the Black
Sea, where the value decreased by half from EUR 6 million to EUR 3 million over the same period. The
Mediterranean region, traditionally a significant area for fisheries, saw a notable decrease from EUR
577 million in 2018 to EUR 405 million in 2022, reflecting a 30% decline. The North Sea and Eastern
Arctic (NSEA) experienced a similar downward trajectory, with values falling from EUR 35 million in
2018 to EUR 23 million in 2022, a 34% reduction.

The gross and net profit margin in the SSCF can vary depending on several factors, such as the type of
fishing activities, operational costs, market conditions, and the efficiency of the fleet management.
There is a large heterogeneity among regions as far as the SSCF profit margins is concerned. However,
most of the fishing regions have generated positive gross profit margins over the period analysed,
except the Baltic Sea region’s fleet (hitting a record low in 2020) and NSEA which has fluctuated

20 STECF 24-07, Economic and Social analyses - European Commission (europa.eu).
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between losses and profits. In 2022, the Mediterranean also experienced a significant decline,
transitioning from a positive value in the period 2018-2021 to a negative value. The net profit margin
data from 2018 to 2022 showed notable trends and fluctuations across various fishing regions. The
Baltic consistently recorded significant negative margins, although there was some improvement in
2022. The Black Sea region showed volatility with positive margins in some years and a sharp decline
in 2021. The Mediterranean had consistently negative margins, with a notable decline in 2022. The
NSEA showed significant negative margins, briefly turning positive in 2021 before dropping again in
2022.

The EU large-scale fleet (LSF)

The LSF encompassed 12 503 vessels in 2022 and employed 53 516 fishers, representing 23.7% and
44.7% of the total active EU fleet, respectively. This fleet contributed 73% in landings and 65% to the
value of these landings of the total EU fleet.

The LSF was profitable in 2022 but the gross value added (GVA) reduced a 7.3% compared to 2021,
gross and net profit reduced by 13% and 14% compared to 2021, respectively. In 2022, this segment
accounted for 44.7% of the total employment (53 516 jobs) and 51.5% of the FTE (39 055) of the EU
fishing fleet. GVA was estimated at around EUR 2.3 billion (67% of the EU total) and gross profit at
around EUR 756 million (67% of the EU total). Estimated net profit was EUR 76 million (68% of the EU
total).

Compared to 2021, gross profit and net profit in LSF decreased by 13% and 44%, respectively. Labour
productivity (GVA per FTE) was estimated at EUR 58 900 which is a similar value as in 2021.

All productivity indicators have decreased significantly throughout 2015-2021 and compared to 2021,
driven by the sharp increase in the fuel costs (39% higher than in 2021)

The EU distant-water fleet (DWF)

The DWF was composed by 244 vessels representing 0.5% of the EU active fleet and 1.1% of the effort
(fishing days). However, it carries out 21% of all the landings of the EU in weight (715 000 tonnes) and
20% in value (EUR 1 295 million). Regarding flag states, Spain has 82% of the total number of vessels,
followed by France (9%), Portugal (5%), Lithuania (2%), Italy (1%) and Poland (with one vessel). In terms
of capacity, the active vessels of DWF show a capacity of 258 700 GT (21.5% of total) or 351 600 kW
(7.9% of total). In 2022, the trend in the number of DWF vessels has reversed and gone up with respect
to previous years. There was a solid downward trend from 288 in 2013 to 242 in 2021, a reduction of
15.3%. However, in 2022 the number increased in two units. This does not correlate with the level of
catches and landings, which has increased by 3% in the period 2013-2022.

Regarding employment, the DWF accounts for 5% of the total employment (6 500 jobs) and 10% of the
FTE (7 400) of the EU fishing fleet. In 2022, GVA was estimated at around EUR 405 million (12% of the
EU total). Gross profit at around EUR 166 million (15% of the EU total) and estimated net profit was
EUR 31 million (15% of the EU total).
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In terms of comparisons, GVA decreased by 9.7%, compared to 2021, while gross profit decreased on
13.2% and net profit decreased 56.4%.

Labour productivity (GVA per FTE) was estimated at EUR 55 000. On average, the salary of FTE in the
EU DWF in 2022 was EUR 32 400 per year (13% lower than in 2021). All productivity indicators have
decreased throughout 2013 to 2022.

3.1 National fisheries profiles and social indicators

The latest STECF report on social data in fisheries?* contains important information related to national
fisheries profiles and the development of additional social indicators.

National fisheries profiles collate quantitative and qualitative social data for each Member State. They
provide historical background and specific contextual information, and emphasise the most salient
social, institutional, and legal aspects related to fisheries in each country. As such, they are a key tool
to understand the wider social context of fisheries. To date, 17 National Fisheries Profiles (BE, BG, CY,
DK, EE, ES, FR, HR, IE, IT, NL, PT, SE, SI, EL, DE, LV) have been produced and 8 have been peer-reviewed
and published. Additionally, a template for fisheries community profiles has been developed to be used
by national institutes to provide detailed case studies of specific harbours and complement national
aggregate data analysed in the National Fisheries Profiles.

Regarding social indicators, the STECF proposed a list of 38 new social indicators, including 12 that
would be immediately collectable by national authorities. Building on these findings, 6 Member States
plan to test the collection of new social indicators in their National Work Plans (BE, HR, EL, FI, ES, SE).
The STECF will also produce a first dedicated social report in autumn 2025 that will analyse existing
social data (employment, income) collected through the EU MAP along with a set of more qualitative
data (National Fisheries Profiles)..

4. Implementation of the landing obligation

The objective of the landing obligation is to avoid wasting resources through discards by encouraging
fishers to fish more selectively and actively avoid unwanted catches. For that purpose, it requires all
catches to be landed.

The landing obligation has been in place since 2015 and fully applicable since 2019. Reporting is based
on information sent by Member States, advisory councils and other relevant sources to the
Commission. Reports on implementing the landing obligation were first produced in 2015. Since 2016,
this reporting has been included in the Commission’s annual communication on the CFP. This staff
working document covers implementation of the landing obligation in 2023.

Since 2021, the Commission has no longer been under a legal obligation to annually report on the
implementation of the landing obligation. However, as the landing obligation is key to the CFP
objectives, the Commission decided to continue annual reporting.

21 https://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/documents/d/stecf/stecf 24-05 social-data-in-fisheries
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For 2024, reporting on the landing obligation was based on: (i) progress with EMFAF measures
addressing the landing obligation; (ii) discussions in the advisory councils; (iii) control , including annual
reporting by the European Fisheries Control Agency (EFCA); and (iv) studies conducted in previous years
as extensively described in Section 3.3. of the Communication on the functioning of the CFP?2. Looking
ahead, in 2024 and 2025 the reports should focus on the ongoing evaluation of the landing obligation.

4.1 Implementation of measures at sea basin level

Delegated regulations specifying details for implementing the landing obligation

To ensure successful and feasible implementation of the landing obligation, Member States may
develop joint recommendations in consultation with the advisory councils. They may agree to submit
these recommendations to the Commission with specific implementation provisions which the
Commission may adopt by means of delegated acts. Before adopting the delegated acts, the
Commission must submit the joint recommendations to the STECF for assessment as the specific
implementation provisions should take into account the best available scientific advice and include that
advice as the basis for exemptions to the landing obligation.

Such delegated acts provide some flexibility where unwanted catches are very difficult to avoid or lead
to disproportional costs, or where species have a high survivability rate. Exemptions from the landing
obligation are set out in Article 15(4) of the CFP Regulation®. In addition to the exemptions for
prohibited species and predator-damaged fish, the landing obligation does not apply to the following
cases:

High survivability cases, for which scientific evidence demonstrates high survival rates of
discarded species.

Up to 5% of the total annual catches (de minimis), either because scientific evidence
demonstrates that increases in selectivity are very difficult to achieve or to avoid
disproportionate costs for handling and sorting unwanted catches. These exemptions were
put in place by the co-legislators to tackle the specific problems of (mostly) mixed fisheries?*
in achieving the objectives of the CFP Regulation and to avoid the phenomenon of choke
species.

22 Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council, The common fisheries policy
today and tomorrow: a Fisheries and Oceans Pact towards sustainable, science-based, innovative and inclusive
fisheries management, (COM(2023) 103 final).

23 Additionally, Article 15(2) of the CFP Regulation empowers the Commission to adopt delegated acts for the
purpose of implementing international obligations into EU law, including exemptions to the landing obligation.

24 ‘Mixed fisheries’ means fisheries in which more than one species is present and where different species are
likely to be caught in the same fishing operation, Article 4(1)(36) of the CFP Regulation.
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The Western Waters?®, the North Sea®, the Baltic*” and the western Mediterranean® multiannual plans
allow for delegated regulations to be adopted specifying details for implementing the landing
obligation for species subject to catch limits and, in the Mediterranean, also species subject to
minimum conservation reference sizes, and covering the de minimis and high survivability exemptions
and technical measures aimed at increasing gear selectivity, reducing unwanted catches and
eliminating discards. The landing obligation has been fully applicable since 2019 and multiannual plans
have been adopted for most waters. This represents a shift from granting exemptions to the landing
obligation under the CFP via temporary discard plans?® to a more stable approach with multiannual
plans as a legal basis.

In 2025, the following delegated regulations specifying details for implementing the landing obligation
were in place:

1. Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2023/2623 of 22 August 2023 supplementing
Regulation (EU) 2019/472 of the European Parliament and of the Council by specifying details
of the landing obligation for certain fisheries in Western Waters for the period 2024-2027;

2. Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2023/2459 of 22 August 2023 supplementing
Regulation (EU) 2018/973 of the European Parliament and of the Council by specifying details
of the landing obligation for certain fisheries in the North Sea for the period 2024-2027;

3. Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2023/2462 of 22 August 2023 supplementing
Regulation (EU) 2019/1022 of the European Parliament and of the Council by specifying details
of the landing obligation for certain demersal stocks in the western Mediterranean Sea;

4. Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2023/2918 of 22 August 2023 supplementing
Regulation (EU) No 1380/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council as regards the
establishment of a de minimis exemption to the landing obligation for certain demersal
fisheries in the Adriatic and south-eastern Mediterranean Sea;

25 Article 13 of Regulation (EU) 2019/472 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 19 March 2019
establishing a multiannual plan for stocks fished in the Western Waters and adjacent waters, and for fisheries
exploiting those stocks, amending Regulations (EU) 2016/1139 and (EU) 2018/973, and repealing Council
Regulations (EC) No 811/2004, (EC) No 2166/2005, (EC) No 388/2006, (EC) No 509/2007 and (EC)
No 1300/2008 (OJ L 83, 25.3.2019, p. 1).
26 Article 11 of Regulation (EU) 2018/973 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 4 July 2018
establishing a multiannual plan for demersal stocks in the North Sea and the fisheries exploiting those stocks,
specifying details of the implementation of the landing obligation in the North Sea and repealing Council
Regulations (EC) No 676/2007 and (EC) No 1342/2008 (OJ L 179, 16.7.2018, p. 1).
27 Article 7 of Regulation (EU) 2016/1139 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 6 July 2016
establishing a multiannual plan for the stocks of cod, herring and sprat in the Baltic Sea and the fisheries exploiting
those stocks, amending Council Regulation (EC) No 2187/2005 and repealing Council Regulation (EC)
No 1098/2007 (OJ L 191, 15.7.2016, p. 1).
28 Article 14 of Regulation (EU) 2019/1022 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 20 June 2019
establishing a multiannual plan for the fisheries exploiting demersal stocks in the western Mediterranean Sea and
amending Regulation (EU) No 508/2014 (OJ L 172, 26.6.2019, p. 1).
29 Article 15(6) of the CFP Regulation.

23

www.parlament.gv.at



5. Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2023/2460 of 22 August 2023 supplementing
Regulation (EU) No 1380/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council as regards the
establishment of a de minimis exemption to the landing obligation for certain small pelagic
fisheries in the Mediterranean Sea;

6. Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2024/2992 amending Delegated Regulation (EU)
2023/2462 supplementing Regulation (EU) 2019/1022 of the European Parliament and of the
Council by specifying details of the landing obligation for certain demersal stocks in the western
Mediterranean Sea

7. Commission Delegated Regulation (EU) 2018/306 of 18 December 2017 laying down
specifications for the implementation of the landing obligation as regards cod and plaice in
Baltic Sea fisheries.
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Quota management

In previous years, Member States reported that the most important management measures to help
prevent choke situations®® and successfully implement the landing obligation were quota swaps; inter-
species and inter-annual flexibility provided for by CFP Regulation. These tools remain important but
no significant trend can be detected in quota swapping between Member States. This is confirmed by
the Commission’s QUOTA database (Figures 11, 12, 13). To increase transparency and facilitate
swapping, the Commission publishes the quota swaps list every year on a public website?!. Figures for
the current year are updated weekly.

Volume of quota swaps "in” (tonnes, fishing days, individual fish)
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Figure 11: Volume of quota swaps ‘in’ (t)

30 <A species for which the available quota is exhausted (long) before the quotas are exhausted of (some of) the
other species that are caught together in a (mixed) fishery’ (Zimmermann et al. 2015).

31 After notifying the Commission, Member States may exchange all or part of the fishing opportunities allocated
to them (Article 16(8) of the CFP Regulation). The quota swaps are published every year by the Commission at
Fishing quotas - European Commission.
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Figure 12: Volume of quota swaps ‘in’ by Member State (t)
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Figure 13: Number of quota swaps ‘in’ by Member State
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4.2 Control and enforcement by Member States

As reported in previous years, the main risks of non-compliance associated with the landing obligation
during fishing activities at sea are the illegal and undocumented discarding of catches. There are
incentives for illegal and undocumented *2discarding which need to be tackled through the adoption
of ‘control’® and ‘enforcement’®** measures by Member States.

However, Member States mainly use traditional control tools, such as inspections at sea, landing
inspections, data analysis and aerial surveillance. These tools on their own are not effective for ensuring
control and enforcement of the landing obligation during fishing activities at sea. For example,
inspections at sea only provide a snapshot at the time of monitoring and do not cover fishing activity
before or after an inspection. It is not likely that illegal and undocumented discarding will be detected
during inspections at sea as operators are unlikely to contravene the landing obligation in the presence
of officials. Landing inspections do not monitor illegal discards during fishing activities at sea and aerial
surveillance does not always provide sufficient evidence of compliance or non-compliance® Data
analysis may indicate a lack of discard reporting but does not confirm it at individual vessel level. The
lack of effective control measures adopted by Member States to date, means that illegal behaviour, in
the context of the main risks associated with the landing obligation, are very difficult to detect and
confirm. In turn, this means that sanctions are seldom applied for illegal and undocumented discarding.
These control and enforcement shortcomings undermine the ‘development of a culture of compliance’
as required under EU rules*®and also have serious ramifications in terms of the ability of Member States
to ensure that catches falling under de minimis exemption do not exceed the permitted amounts®.

The inadequacy of these conventional control methods has been highlighted in several reports,
including ten audit reports by the European Commission®® and several evaluation reports by the
European Fisheries Control Agency (EFCA). The Commission audit reports highlighted a failure by
Member States to adopt the necessary measures to ensure control and enforcement of the landing
obligation in contravention of the Control Regulation and the CFP Regulation, and that there were
indications of prolific illegal and undocumented discarding of catches. The EFCA reports indicated
widespread discards in several fisheries. Subsequent studies have confirmed that discard rates have

32 The main risks include illegal and undocumented discarding to avoid ‘choke’ situations, maximise profit (‘high-
grading’) and reduce the costs associated with the handling and storage of low-value catches.

33 ‘control’ means monitoring and surveillance; (Article 4(3) of Council Regulation (EC) No 1224/2009).

3 ‘enforcement’ means any actions taken to ensure compliance with the rules of the common fisheries policy;
(Article 4(26) of Council Regulation (EC) No 1224/2009.

3 This is compounded by the significant number and complexity of the de minimis and high survivability
exemptions. Aerial surveillance cannot reliably identify species, size and condition, so it cannot confirm non-
compliance; it is also greatly impaired by poor weather and bad visibility (including periods of darkness).

3 Control and enforcement of the CFP shall in particular be based on and shall include the following: [...] (g) the
development of a culture of compliance and co-operation among all operators and fishermen. (Article 36(2)(g).
(Regulation (EU) No 1380/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council)

37 Member States shall ensure that catches falling under the de minimis exemption referred to in point (c) of Article
15(5) of Regulation (EU) No 1380/2013 do not exceed the percentage of the exemption established in the relevant
Union measure. (Article 49b of Council Regulation (EC) No 1224/2009).

38 Audits were conducted in BE (1), DK (1), FR (1), LT (1), IE (1), ES (2), NL (2) and UK (1) from 2017 to 2022.
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not changed since the introduction of the landing obligation. Legally, however these alleged non-
compliances are difficult to sustain because of the problems to gather evidence and to identify
individual vessels/operators responsible for the discards. According to the EFCA, remote electronic
monitoring (REM) tools are very well suited to controls®® of catch registration and illegal discard at sea.
This has also been confirmed by several trials conducted by Member States®@ and by third countries
around the world, which have pointed out that these modern control technologies are scalable and
effective measures for controlling discarding during fishing activities at sea. In the absence of such
control tools enforcement action by Member States is limited.

In order to facilitate the effective control and enforcement of the landing obligation, the European
Parliament and the Council adopted new EU rules which require EU vessels of 18 metres or more in
length that pose a potential risk of non-compliance to install on-board REM systems, including closed-
circuit television (CCTV) cameras, within the next 4 years. However, the new rules do not require the
use of cameras on board fishing vessels of less than 18 metres in length overall and/or on those
perceived to pose a low risk of non-compliance. It should be borne in mind that under EU rules,
Member States are responsible for adopting the necessary measures to ensure control and
enforcement of all activities, carried out within the scope of the CFP, regardless of vessel size. Such is
to be done on the basis of a risk-based approach, which entails that MS have considerable discretion
in controlling other fleet segments.

In addition to the issue of illegal and undocumented discard during fishing activities at sea, the landing
obligation requires Member States to ensure ‘detailed and accurate documentation of all fishing trips’
and that catches to be ‘recorded’ and ‘counted against the quotas where applicable’. The weighing and
registration of landed catches is essential in this regard and effective monitoring of quota uptake is
fundamental to the success of the CFP. However, verification conducted by the Commission over the
years has shown that Member States do not always ensure that catches are weighed in accordance
with EU rules and that there is often significant misreporting of the actual quantities landed. The
problem has been identified in several sea basins®® but is especially serious in the Baltic Sea where
major shortcomings have been detected in those Member States with the largest quotas. Many of
these shortcomings are longstanding issues that were previously identified by the Commission in
verifications and audits, undermines the landing obligation in the context of recording and counting
catches against quotas, contributes to overfishing and plays a significant role in the decline of fish
stocks.

Improper implementation of the landing obligation poses a significant risk to achieving the objectives
of the CFP and undermines the accuracy of catch data (landings, unwanted catch, and discards) and

3 Several Member States have agreed to participate in an EFCA-coordinated REM pilot project to learn best
practice on REM controls (one or two vessels per Member State). Denmark uses REM in the nephrops fleet
operating in the Kattegat and the Netherlands is conducting a fully documented fisheries scheme on a few vessels
in the North Sea. Neither project is being used for control and enforcement purposes.

40 Serious shortcomings detected concerning weighing and catch recording remain in NL, FR, DK, DE, PT, SE,
PL, FI and EE. There are also indications that 1E, DK and LT do not weigh and register sorted and unsorted catches
in accordance with EU rules.
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reporting. Data and accurate reporting are crucial for the quality of scientific advice and therefore for
achieving the maximum sustainable yield.

European Fisheries Control Agency (EFCA) last haul inspections

EFCA last haul verifications®* have contributed to a level of monitoring the implementation of the
landing obligation, either in relation to illegal discards or to the recording of legal discards covered by
exemptions. While such verification during sea inspections is not effective in detecting possible
infringements related to illegal discards — since fishers are unlikely to discard fish subject to the landing
obligation in the presence of inspectors — they are instrumental in monitoring the implementation of
the landing obligation. Moreover, this verification may also help to raise awareness among fishers
regarding the provisions of the landing obligation and associated reporting requirements.

The need for alternative control tools such as the REM as an effective operational solution for
monitoring compliance with the landing obligation and identifying illegal practice was emphasised in
2023. During the course of the year, the EFCA REM Working Group discussed topics such as data
protection issues, tender and procurement, the installation of REM systems, and the development of
operational guidelines for implementing REM in NAFO fisheries. The EFCA will continue to assist
Member States in preparing for implementation of REM and in identifying the best possible strategies
for monitoring the landing obligation.

5.34The work and role of advisory councils in 2023

5.1 Advisory councils’ recommendations in 2023 and how these
were taken on board

In 2024, the advisory councils (ACs) submitted 93 recommendations to the Commission, down from
the 128 submitted in 2023. As in previous years, they covered a broad range of subjects (Figure 16),
which indicates the extent to which the large number of files has an impact on fisheries and
aquaculture.

The number of recommendations varied considerably between ACs. Recommendations were evenly
spread across the different ACs although most were received from the Pelagic Advisory Council (PelAC)
and the Conselho Consultivo para as Regides Ultraperiféricas (CCRUP). As in previous years, joint
recommendations were also submitted to the Commission by the Member States who consulted the
ACs.

4 Last haul: verification of the catch composition of the last haul during sea inspections.
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Examples and number of recommendations by
topic

Specific species/areas
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Figure 14: Number of recommendations received by the Commission on various topics

As described below, these recommendations were essential in shaping policy. The Commission took
the recommendations on board to a large extent.

1) Recommendations on the Mediterrancan and Black Secas

In 2024, the Commission received recommendations from the Mediterranean Advisory Council
(MEDAC) on topics such as fishing opportunities, implementation of the EU Western Mediterranean
multiannual plan, implementation of GFCM multiannual plans, on generational renewal, on marine
recreational fishery, on invasive species (particularly focusing on blue crab) on the stakeholder
engagement in GFCM and STECF processes but also contributions on the CFP evaluation, on the EMFAF
and EMFF, on Fishers of the Future and contributions to EU proposals to the GFCM.

In the EU proposals for GFCM recommendations and resolutions, the Commission incorporated parts
of all MEDAC recommendations on new multiannual plans, new fisheries restricted areas in the
Mediterranean Sea, additional measures on blackspot seabream multiannual management plan,
measures on small pelagics in the Adriatic and demersals in the Strait of Sicily, red coral and non-
indigenous species. The Commission promoted in all the GFCM proposals the need for a regional level-
playing field, as requested by MEDAC.

In preparing the annual fishing opportunities proposal for the Mediterranean and Black Seas, the
Commission took into account parts of MEDAC recommendations, including implementation of the
compensation mechanism under the Western Mediterranean multiannual plan, notably by proposing
to increase the level of compensation and include additional technical criteria.

The Commission also received recommendations from the Black Sea Advisory Council (BISAC) on topics
such as the decarbonisation of fishing activities in the Black Sea, fleet modernization and sustainability
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of fisheries in the Black Sea, as well as small scale fishery challenges and data collection, recreational
fishery registration regimes and mitigation of IUU fishing in the Black Sea, sea space use and
reconciliation between traditional activities with emerging one, selectivity of the fishing gear, marine
aquaculture, fishing sector involvement in ghost gear mitigation to reduce bycatch, efficiency and
impact of the state aid, needs and challenges of the fishery sector in the Black Sea. The Commission
incorporated parts of these recommendations into the proposals for GFCM recommendations,

2) North-East Atlantic and North Sea — shared fish stock management

In 2021, the North-Western Waters Advisory Council (NWWAC), the North Sea Advisory Council {NSAC)
and the Pelagic Advisory Council (PELAC) decided to set up an inter-AC forum to deal with the
consequences of the UK’'s withdrawal from the EU. The Commission has been meeting with this forum’s
members regularly since 2022 to discuss the agenda items of the Specialised Committee on Fisheries
(SCF) under the EU-UK Trade and Cooperation Agreement and debrief on annual consultation
outcomes. For the SCF in particular, this has helped prepare stakeholder involvement on a number of
important files to be discussed with the UK.

In addition, the joint recommendation of the NWWAC and the NSAC on skate and ray management
was followed up by the Commission’s regular attendance at focus group meetings to prepare the terms
of reference for the STECF EWG in 2022 and work with the UK in the SCF.

The NWWAC recommendation on the seabass tool was followed up with specific discussions between
the Commission and the focus group on how to improve the current tool. This helped inform the EU
position when drafting joint terms of reference for ICES, agreed by the EU-UK SCF.

Other NWWAC recommendations provided feedback on technical measures for Celtic Sea cod. This
feedback is being taken into consideration in the ongoing discussions with the UK aimed at introducing
co-agreed measures. The Commission will continue to engage with the NWWAC on this topic.

The NWWAC adopted a recommendation on the draft joint recommendation for the delegated
regulation specifying the details for implementing the landing obligation and advice on choke situations
after exemptions. This NWWAC recommendation helped ascertain the main priorities of and concerns
raised by stakeholders about the extensive list of proposed de minimis and high survivability
exemptions. In some cases, the information was also helpful in subsequent stages of this process, in
particular during interaction and technical meetings with the STECF experts responsible for evaluating
the exemptions in the joint recommendation. On choke risks, the NWWAC recommendation included
a comprehensive list of key choke species, based on the ‘choke mitigation tool’, by sea basin, fishing
area, species and TACs. This information further confirmed the high degree of complexity in mixed
fisheries and the importance of some de minimis and high survivability exemptions to help avoid choke
risks in those fisheries.
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3) South-Western Waters

The South-Western Waters Advisory Council adopted a recommendation on the limitation of variations
in fishing opportunities for certain stocks over the years. The stocks concerned were shared stocks
managed by the EU.

4) Baltic Sea

The Commission proposal on fishing opportunities for 2025 took into account the Baltic Sea Advisory
Council’s (BSAC) recommendations and followed the recommendations given for Riga herring and
salmon in the main basin and in the Gulf of Finland. The BSAC also adopted recommendations on the
CFP evaluation, on seals and on cormorants. It also replied to the Commission questionnaires on the
implementation of the Baltic Sea multiannual plan, and of the landing obligation. Moreover, the
established good and regular cooperation with BaltFish (the Member State Regional Group for the
Baltic) continued.

5) Aquaculture

The Aquaculture Advisory Council (AAC) submitted 5 recommendations on aquaculture in 2023. In
doing so, the AAC continued to support implementation of the Strategic guidelines for aquaculture, in
particular in relation to work related to environmental performance, climate change adaptation and
mitigation, decarbonisation and good husbandry practices. In addition, the AAC proposed to set up a
system for regularly monitoring the progress and impact of the Strategic guidelines and Member State
Multiannual National Strategic Plans for Aquaculture. Based on this proposal and discussions with the
AAC and Member States, DG MARE has launched a yearly survey for this purpose. The AAC also
provided valuable input on the development of the EU-wide communication campaign on aquaculture,
finally launched on 25" of March 2025.

6) Market

In 2024, the MAC adopted recommendations on a number of topics related to the market policy,
including market intelligence, consumption patterns, and the sustainability of fishery and aquaculture
products on the EU market. The recommendations covered inter alia studies suggested for inclusion in
the work programme of the European Union Market Observatory for Fisheries and Aquaculture
Products (EUMOFA), and disturbances on the market for fishery and aquaculture products due to
Russia’s full-scale invasion of Ukraine.

32

www.parlament.gv.at



7) Energy transition of the EU fisheries and aquaculture sector®?

In 2023, the Commission discussed the energy transition with ACs. The Commission received several
recommendations on energy transition from a number of ACs. The Commission launched the Energy
Transition Partnership in EU fisheries and aquaculture, in June 2023, marking a collaborative start,
featuring diverse workshops and 10 segment groups to foster deep dialogue to collect input that will
be gathered into the roadmap.

The work has been ongoing with various workshops and working groups meetings taking place and
more workshops and events planned during 2025.

8) Maritime spatial planning and the Marine Strategy Framework Directive

In 2024, MEDAC adopted a recommendation on the processes for Marine Spatial Planning.

5.2 Conclusion

As reported in previous years, the ACs are the Commission stakeholders’ forum and a vital part of
policymaking under the CFP. Their recommendations are of the utmost importance to the Commission
as they enable EU and national policymakers to draw on local knowledge and experience. They also
build collaboration and trust between all those involved.

Advice by ACs is an important input to policymaking and the development and implementation of
measures, even though not every recommendation leads to a change in legislation. Conservation
measures need to be adopted taking into account the available scientific, technical and economic
advice. This advice includes reports drawn up by the STECF and other scientific advisory bodies,
recommendations from advisory councils and joint recommendations from Member States under
Article 18 of the CFP Regulation. Some recommendations may have already been addressed through
EU legislation or initiatives; others may have been considered but are not yet visible in legislation.

AC recommendations may lead to different outcomes, such as contributing to research and policy
documents or to scientific advisory bodies’ terms of reference. They may also trigger the launch of a
study on a specific issue. Above all, AC recommendations make it possible to discuss and get a better
understanding of the issues at stake and involve stakeholders in policymaking. Dialogue with
stakeholders is enshrined in the CFP Regulation, as part of the principles of good governance under
Article 3. It has proven to be essential to achieving the objectives of the CFP. Considering the diverse
nature of EU waters and the increased regionalisation of the CFP, ACs enable the CFP to draw on the
knowledge and experience of all stakeholders. Involving stakeholders, in particular ACs, at all stages —
from conception to implementation of the measures — is provided for as a guideline for the CFP under
Article 3.

42 Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and
Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions, On the Energy Transition of the EU Fisheries and
Aquaculture sector (COM(2023) 100 final).
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6. International ocean governance

The EU has committed to taking an even more active role in international ocean governance and in
implementing the UN 2030 Agenda and its Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 14 ‘life below water’
by:

1. strengthening international ocean governance framework at global, regional and
bilateral levels;

2. making ocean sustainability a reality by 2030 by taking a coordinated and
complementary approach to common challenges and cumulative impacts;

3. making the ocean a safe and secure space as competition in international waters and
challenges to the rules-based multilateral order are growing;

4. building up international ocean knowledge for evidence-based decision-making that
results in action to protect and sustainably manage the ocean.

In 2022, a Joint Communication on international ocean governance was published, focusing on safe,
secure, clean and sustainably managed oceans. The Communication on international ocean
governance® focuses on safe, secure, clean and sustainably managed oceans. It contributes to the EU’s
implementation of the UN 2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development, in particular SDG 14 ‘life below
water’* and delivers on the blue part of the European Green Deal*, demonstrating the EU’s strong
engagement on oceans.

As the CFP is an exclusive competence of the EU, the Commission represents the EU in international
negotiations on issues falling under the CFP at multilateral, regional and bilateral levels.

The EU made it a priority to adopt the agreement on the biodiversity of areas beyond national
jurisdiction®®. The agreement now needs to be ratified to enter into force and subsequently be
implemented. The EU has completed its ratification process, it will deposit its ratification instrument,
together with as many Member States as possible, before the 3rd UN Ocean Conference in June 2025.
Once in force, the agreement will allow for marine protected areas to be designated, help set global
guidelines and standards for conducting environmental impact assessments and encourage mutual
support between different international frameworks and bodies with ocean-related competence.

Through 2024 the EU continued to lead the efforts to push for the ratification of the agreement on
harmful fisheries subsidies (Phase 1) of the World Trade Organisation (WTO agreed in June 2022 for
which 111 instruments of acceptance (i.e. 2/3 of the WTO Members) are needed. The EU also actively

4 Joint Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic
and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions, Setting the course for a sustainable blue planet - Joint
Communication on the EU’s International Ocean Governance agenda, (JOIN(2022) 28 final).

# https://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/oceans/

45 https://commission.europa.eu/strategy-and-policy/priorities-2019-2024/european-green-deal_en

46 United Nations Conventions on the Law of the Sea implementing agreement on biodiversity beyond national
Jurisdiction,
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participated in consultations on the various Chair’s proposals and initiatives to try to conclude Phase
I, including a renewed attempt by the Chair in December 2024 to push for an agreement which did not
materialise.

Following the 2023 European Citizens’ Initiative, the Commission advanced with the impact assessment
on the appropriateness of a trade ban on detached shark fins, as suggested by the initiative, and
potential alternative measures. We coordinated with other Units in DG MARE and other DGs to monitor
implementation of existing EU rules relevant to sharks, including traceability, labelling, and monitoring
of shark fisheries, while pursuing our efforts to extend the finning ban through RFMOs. As we need to
improve our ability to monitor trade in shark fins and other products, we worked with DG TAXUD in
2024 on a decision on additional customs classification codes applicable as of 1 January 2025.

In addition, the Commission continued to develop cooperation with the FAO to support developing
countries in various fields contributing to food security, nutrition, and the achievement of Agenda 2030,
in particular SDG14. Among other things, the EU supported the FAO for assisting developing countries
in the fight against IUU fishing and to ensure the effective implementation of the Port State Measures
Agreement as well as other fisheries agreements and tools, which are crucial to ensure the
sustainability of fish stocks and the contribution of fisheries to sustainable food systems. The EU
supported the second Summit on Small Scale and Artisanal Fisheries, as well as the promotion of the
new FAQ Guidelines on Sustainable Aquaculture. The FAQ is also the implementing agency of important
EU development cooperation programmes aimed to enhancing the productivity and competitiveness
of fisheries and aquaculture value chains in developing countries, while ensuring that economic
improvements go hand in hand with environmental sustainability and social inclusiveness. The EU has
also been encouraging the creation of an intergovernmental science-policy interface for ocean
sustainability, aimed at establishing an Intergovernmental Panel for Ocean Sustainability. It obtained
the inclusion of the ocean in the Global Stocktake at the UNFCC COP 28.

At regional level, the Commission always takes advantage of its participation in relevant organisations
to promote the EU biodiversity strategy and the objectives and principles of the CFP. The Commission’s
messages focus on the sustainability of stocks, the promotion of science and science-based
management decisions, the eradication of IUU fishing and the creation of a level-playing field.

In practical terms, the Commission’s work in RFMOs in 2023 has led to the adoption of comprehensive
management measures for both North and South Atlantic blue shark in the International Commission
for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) and the approval of provisions on non-entangling and
biodegradable fish aggregating devices (FADs) in the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission. This is
the very first time an RFMO has adopted a binding measure to gradually introduce fully biodegradable
FADs.

The EU continued to promote a culture of compliance within RFMQs, tabling proposals to improve
monitoring and control, and to combat IUU fishing, and taking an active role in the compliance
committees of RFMOs. This led to the adoptionin 2023 of EU proposals to establish a vessel monitoring
system and to tighten transhipment procedures under the Southern Indian Ocean Fisheries Agreement,
and on electronic monitoring within the Indian Ocean Tuna Commission and ICCAT.
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In line with the EU biodiversity strategy and implementation of the Convention on Biological Diversity
(CBD), the North-East Atlantic Fisheries Commission agreed to report to the CBD the vulnerable marine
ecosystems areas of the North-East Atlantic which were closed to bottom fisheries as other effective
area-based conservation measures (OECMs). OECMs are geographically defined areas — other than
protected areas — which are governed in ways that achieve positive and sustained long-term outcomes
for the conservation of biodiversity.

RFMOs are, however, multilateral international organisations where decisions are usually taken by
consensus. Final outcomes very often reflect a compromise, and the EU has limited leverage to obtain
certain outcomes. This was apparent, for example, at the Commission for the Conservation of Antarctic
Marine Living Resources where the proposals from the EU and its Member States to create two new
marine protected areas did not find the necessary consensus despite the efforts made. The same is
also true of the Commission’s continued efforts to push for the two Atlantic regional fisheries bodies
to be upgraded to fully fledged RFMOs and to secure EU membership to the Bering Sea Convention.
Unfortunately, no tangible progress was achieved in 2023 on either point due to a lack of consensus.
Moreover, as there is seemingly no clear appetite in either of these regional fisheries bodies to upgrade
their status, the Commission may reassess the weight given to this objective, also in view of other
priorities.

Nevertheless, in 2023 the Commission did manage to progress with implementation of the Agreement
to prevent unregulated high seas fisheries in the central Arctic Ocean. A scientific cooperation
framework was adopted by the deadline set in the Agreement. The groundwork was laid to accelerate
ongoing action to adopt a future measure on exploratory fisheries aimed at improving our knowledge
of the region based on sound scientific research.

In 2023, progress was also made in implementing into EU law RFMO conservation and management
measures and decisions.

The revision of the EU fisheries control system was successfully concluded at the end of 2023%. The
amendments to the IUU Regulation, adopted as part of this revision, introduced legal provisions
requiring the use of CATCH, an IT system implementing the EU catch certification scheme. EU importers
and Member State authorities will be required to use CATCH from 10 January 2026. CATCH is an EU-
wide real-time IT system allowing all information, data and documents to be centrally managed. The
aim is to improve the effectiveness of the EU catch certification scheme and enable electronic
submission of catch certificates and documents accompanying the fishery products imported into the
EU. This will harmonise the implementation of the scheme and enhance import controls across the EU.

The amendments to the IUU Regulation also made changes to the content of the catch certificate and
accompanying documents. The aim is to improve traceability and controls of fishery products destined
for the EU market by collecting additional information necessary to correctly identify fishery products,
related fishing activities and trade flows. The requirement to issue a processing statement was also
extended to improve traceability of all consignments entering the EU. The Commission also

47 https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=0J:L. 202302842
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strengthened guidance and cooperation with Member States on checks and verifications of fishery
products imported into the EU.

Although the use of CATCH will be mandatory only for EU operators and Member State authorities, it
will also be possible for non-EU-country operators and authorities to use the system directly to create,
validate, and transfer catch certificates and related documents.

Moreover, the Commission continued to interact with and support a number of non-EU countries in
the fight against IUU fishing through the system of dedicated dialogues and enabled them to
fundamentally reform their fisheries control systems and meet their international obligations as flag,
coastal, port and market States. Not all non-EU countries showed willingness to address identified
shortcomings and to reform which led to additional pre-identifications or identifications as non-
cooperating countries in the fight against IUU fishing. At the end of 2024, there were 8 pre-identified
(with Senegal added in May 2024) and 5 identified non-EU countries to which the EU market for fishery
products is closed (with Cameroon and Trinidad and Tobago added in respectively February and
November 2023)%,

The EU also provided support to Africa and the Indo-Pacific region to contribute to strengthen ocean
governance including the conservation and sustainable of fisheries. This included support to build the
countries’ capacity to combat |UU fishing. In particular, the EU committed: EUR 35 million to Pacific
ACP states under the Pacific-European Union Marine Partnership (PEUMP), EUR 28 million to the Indian
Ocean region under the ECOFISH programme, EUR 16.5 million to West African nations under the
Improved regional fisheries governance in western Africa project, EUR 20 million to the second Pacific-
European Union Marine Partnership, EUR 58 million to the Sustainable Western Indian OCean Regional
Programme (SWIOP), EUR 42 million to Central Africa Regional Ocean Programme (OCEBAC), EUR 59
million to West Africa Sustainable Ocean Programme (WASQP), and EUR 11 million to the Benguela
Current Large Marine Ecosystem (BCLME).

Sustainable fisheries partnership agreements (SFPAs) continued to promote the sustainability of the
oceans, a regulated framework for the EU long-distance fishing fleet and p the sustainable
development of fisheries resources of third countries. Moreover, SFPAS put the EU on the map and
helped the Commission maintain a political dialogue on fisheries policies with those third countries, in
accordance with CFP principles and commitments under other EU policies.

Preparatory work started in 2024 to deliver on the objective of Commissioner Kadis’ mission letter to
work on a new generation of SFPAs, ensuring they are in line with the EU’s wider regional strategies
and priorities, most notably for Africa and the Indo-Pacific, and promote a coherent approach for
sustainable fisheries in all multilateral fora and bilateral dialogues. the new generation of SFPAs

At the end of 2024, there were 11 SFPAs in force. New protocols were signed with Cabo Verde (24 July),
Guinea-Bissau (18 September) and Greenland (12 December) to replace the ones that expired earlier
in 2024. The new protocol with Ivory Coast was initialled on 21 November. Negotiations of the new
protocols with Sdo Tomé and Principe (expired on 18 December) and Cook Islands (expired on 13

48 https://oceans-and-fisheries.ec.europa.eu/system/files/2023-11/illegal -fishing-overview-of-existing-

procedures-third-countries _en.pdf.
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December) were carried out in the second half of 2024 and still require negotiation efforts to be
completed.

Groundwaork also started on future negotiations, notably ex ante and ex post evaluations of SFPAs and
their implementing protocols were launched for Seychelles and Gabon.

Joint committee meetings were held with partner countries throughout the year to monitor
implementation of the protocols, in particular regarding the sectoral support funds granted through
the protocols. Overall, these agreements have contributed to economic activity and job creation in the
EU and the partner countries. SFPAs have also been contributing positively to the development of the
fisheries sectors, coastal communities and sustainable fisheries management.

A significant part of the total EU budget for SFPAs was devoted to projects funded under sectoral
support, relating mostly to scientific research, control and surveillance capacity, small port
infrastructure, and support to small-scale fishers. Those projects also contributed to eliminating IUU
fishing and providing good framework conditions for local fishers, which leads to better food security.
The financed projects included projects for supplying fishing equipment to small-scale fishers (including
localisation and safety kits), improving capacity for sanitary control in ports, landing facilities with
storage and ice facilities, financing the acquisition of patrol boats and their maintenance, and training
fisheries inspectors and observers.

38

www.parlament.gv.at



Annex 1 Summary of indicators calculated for each fleet segment (situation in December 2024)

The area code NAO means North Atlantic Ocean, including the North Sea, Celtic Sea and Baltic Sea.
MBS means the Mediterranean and Black Seas, and OFR means other fishing regions. Gear codes are
as set out in Annex Xl to the Commission Implementing Regulation®.
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4 Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 404/2011 of 8 April 2011 laying down detailed rules for the
implementation of Council Regulation (EC) No 1224/2009 establishing a Community control system for ensuring
compliance with the rules of the Common Fisheries Policy (OJ L 112, 30.4.2011, p. 1).
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DNK NAOQ DTS1218 NG|

(DNK NAD DTS 1824 NGI

DNK RAD DTS 2440 NGI

(DNK NAD DTSA0KX NGI *

DN RAD FPOD008 NG| *

DNE RAC FFO0010 NGI

DMK WD FPOL2 18 NG

DI NAC FRO0812 NG

[DNK NAD PGPOOOE NGI *

(DNK NAD PGRO010 NGI*

DNK MAD TBB1218 NGI * 1
ONK MAD TBB1824 NGI * 15
DNK MAD TM 1218 NGI 5
ONK NAC TM 2440 NGI * a
DME MAD TM 40%X NGI 20
Tocal Active 1226
 Total Inactive 763
%of inactive intotal 38%
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DK NAQDTS0E12 NGI

DK MAD DFND010 NGI

DK MaD DPNOE 12 NGI

DNK NAO DFNL1O12 NGI

DNENAODFNL218 NGI

DNK NADDFNLE24 NGI

DK P 0 NGI

DNEKNAODRB1012 NGI

DK NAODRB1218 NGI

DHEK NAOQ DRBADIO NGI

DNK NAD DTS0010 NG

DNKNAODTS1012 NG|

DNKMNAODTS1218 NG|

DR NAQDTSLE24 NG|

DHE MADDTS2440 NG|

DNK NAO DTSA0XX NG|

DAE NAD TEBADXO( NGI

DNE RAO FPO000E NGI

DL A0 FRO0010 NG

DK NAOFF 00812 NGI

DNK NAO FFOL1218 1GI

DNK NAD MGPO028 NGI

DHE NAD PGPOOLD NGI

DMK NAOHOKDO010 NGI

DNK NAD HOR 1012 NGI

DK NAQ TEBBL218 NG|

DNK NAD TEB101 2 NGI

DK NAD TBB1824 NGI

DNK NAD TEB2440 NG|

DK NAOTMIZ 18 NGI

DK NAQ TM 2440 NGI

DNK NADTMIB24 NG/

DNE MAD TMEOXX NGI
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Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 I
Bconomic Hologcal | Technical | Bological | Technical|
,afetsfg"e"ﬁ M’“: :; FoFTa| RO Reetsagment m“, sH | = WR sH | =& WR
CYPMESDTSM40NG 4 (CYPHESDTSM40 NG 2 _]
CYPLBSF 27 YR MBS PG DO0B NGI 27 ]
CYPMESPGOS12NG 200 CYP MBS PG 0612 NGI 29 |
CYP MBS FGO0006 NG M1 TYP MBS PGODD0G NGI 341 |
CYPMBSFGOIG 12 NG 87| E VP MBS PGO0G12 NG 87 |
CYPMESREPI2 IBNG 35 P MBS PGP121E NG 35
CYPMBSPS 1824 NG 1 |EvP MBS PS 1824 NGI 1
Tetal active 785
Tetal inactive 62
Weof inactive intotal 7.3
Economic indicators gical and technical
Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status2022 Trends 2018-2022
Fleetsegment [ clustered “::B[ RoFTA  ROI NP_ ":T:"' (n':se RoFTA RO "p_ N::['f EDI | VUR | SHI | EDI | VUR
segment N vessals bl margin FAeet segment
F
. - DNK NAD DFNOOJS NGI |
DK NAD DTS0008 NGI




Satus 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
Economic Economic Biclogical Technical| Biclogical |Technical
Aeet segment/ Nbof | CR G NP | N Nbof
d | 5| B8R IFbFI'Al ROt lmarqn e | ex |FbFI'A| ROI macgn] FIE FAeet segment easelsl SR l SHI I = VUR SHI zn ) VUR
FSTRAODTSM40 ME 1 ESTNAOIDTS2440 ME 1
ESTNADDTSHOXKIME 5 ESTNAODTS 5
FSTNAOPGO00E NG 1048 [ESTNACRGO00H NG 1048
EsTveORGUB1ZNG 17 T ESTNAO P08 12NG 171
- &
ESTRADTMZ440 NG " 24 DatgapS: 1 S -
TH2440 NG * 19
Tolal active 1249
Total inactive oG
[2ool inaschivein tolal )
Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
Bconomic Economic Hiological |Tehcnical | Biological Technical
[~ Fecteegrent | Mook |CR NP |NVA | O N |NVA Noof
Hok 1 FoF 14| Rol Fleet segment SHI|[EDI| VUR
clustered segment vessels | BER margn| FTE | BER margn |/FTE] vessels
FINNACFG0008 NG 06 ANNAO FG0008 NG G
FNNAOFG 1218NG 3
FINMNAOPG812 NG * 215
ANNAOPGOB12NG 212
FANNAD TM 1218 NG 13
FINNAOTM 1218NG * 20
FINNADTMO812 NG
FINMNAC TM 1824 NG G FINNACTM 1824 NG
FANNAD TM 2440 NG 13
FINNAD TM2440 N = 15
FINMNAD TM A0 NG 2
Total active 1162
Total inactive 2119
Soof inactive intotal 5%
Satus 2022 Trends 2018-2022 l Status 2022 ' Trends 2018-2022 I
[Economic Economic Biologeal Ted'licd' Hological 'I%d'ricdl
CR N[NV CRO NvA
Reetsegment { dustered| Noof FOFTA ROI RoFTA ROt Restsegrent [P | sar| s | ei| wr | s | | ww
|vessels | BER maran| FTE FIE .
FRANAD DFNDD10 NGI 285 FRA NAC DFNOO10 NGI 285
FRA NAD DFN1012 NGI 132 FRA NAD DFN1012 NGI 132
FRA NAO DFN1218 NG 5
FRANAD DFN1218 NGI* 59 FRANAC PGO1218 NGI 1
FRANAC PGP1218 NGI 2
FRANAD DFN1824 NGI 30 FRA NAC DFN1B24 NGI 3
FRA NAO DFN2440 NGI 26
FRA NAC PGP2440 NGI 2
FRANAO DFN2440 NGI * 30 ! 1
FRANAC PMP1824 NGI 1
FRA NAC PMP2440 NGI 1 |
FRANAD DREOD1O NGI 72 FRA NAC DRBOD1O NGI 72
FRA NAO DRE1012 NGI 96 FRA NAC DRE1012 NGI 9 )
FRA NAC DRB1218 NGI EE]
FRANAQ DRB1218 NGI * 108 FRA NAC DRB1824 NGI 8|
FRA NAC DRB2440 NGI 1 |
FRANAQD DTS0010 NG * 70 FRA NAC DTS0010 NGI 70|
x b ol RS r, i 4
FRA NAO DT$1012 NGI 125 ! )
FRANAD DTS1012 NG * 129 FRA NAD PSOD10 NGI 1
| FRA NAD PS1012 NGI 3
FRA NAD DTS1218 NGI 134 - FRANAD DTS512 18 NGI 134
FRA NAQ DTS1824 NGI 102
FRANAO DTS1824 NGI * 116
FRA NAC MGP1824 NGI 14
FRA NAO DTS2440 NGI 56
FRA NAD DTS2440 NGI * 62 1
FRA NAQ MGP2440 NGI 6|
FRA NAQ DTS40XX NGI 8 FRA NAC DTS40XX NG 8|
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FRA NAD FPODO10 NGI

FRANAD FPO1012 NGI

FRANAD FPO1B24 NGI *

FRANAD HOKOO10 NGI

FRANAD HOK1012 NGI

FRANAD HOK2440 NGI *

FRANAD MGOO0010 NGI *

FRA NAD MGPOC 10 NGI

FRANAD MGP1012 NGI *

FRANAD MGP1218 NGI *

FRANAD PGOOO10 NGI *

FRANAD PGPOO10 NGI

FRANAD PGP1012 NGI

FRANAD PMPOO10 NGI

FRANAD PMPL012 NGI *

FRANAD P5 1218 NGI *

FRANAD TM 1824 NGI *

FRA NAD TM 40XX NG|

Total actve

Total inactive

% of inactive in total

04

43

FRANAD FPO2440 NG!

FRA NAD MGPOD10 NGI
| FRA NAD TM1012 NGI
FRA NAQ MGP1218 NGI

IFRA NAG TBB1824 NGI

| FRA NAO PS1824 NGI

FRA NAQ FPODO10 NGI

RANAD FPO1012 NGI

FRAMAD FPO1218 NGI

IFRA NAD FPO1824 NGI

FRA NAD HOKDD10 NGI

RANAD HOK1012 NGI

FRANAD HOK1824 NGI

RA NAD HOX2440 NG|

FRA NAD MGO0010 NGI

RANAD MGO1012 NGI

[FRA NAD MGP1012 NGI

FRA NAD TBE1012 NGI

FRA NAD TBB1218 NGI

FRA NADQ PGOOO10 NGI

FRANAD PGO1012 NGI

FRANAD PGPOD10 NGI

FRANAD PGP1012 NGI

TRA NAD PMPOO10 NGI

[FRA NAQ PMP1012 NGI

FRANAT PMP1218 NGI

FRA NAD P51218 NGI

FRANAD TM1218 NG|

FRA NAO TM1824 NGI

FRANAD TAV 2440 NGI

7 RA NAD TMAOXX NGI
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Saus2022 Trends2018-2022 2022
Economic Economc Bologeal Tecnrics | Boioges | Teehnical
F [chustered Moot Reet segment Noot SR | sH | B WR L st VIR
segment vessels vessels
FRA MBS DENDOOG NG FRA MBS DFNDOOS NGI 132
FRA MBS DENDEL2 NG FRA MBS DFNOG12 NGI 454 )
FRA MBS DFN1218 NGI 4
FRA MBS DTS1218 NG| | 3 |
FRA MBS DTS1824 NGI i 26|
FRA MBS DTS1824 NG * FRA MBS FPO1218 NGI |
FRA MBS HOK1218 NGI | 1 |
FRA MBS PGP1218 NGI 1 1
FRA MBS PS1218 NGI 1
FRA MBS DTS2440 NGI * FAA MBS BTS2 440 Nl c
FRA MBS TM2440 NG! 1
FRA MBS FPOODDE NG FRA MBS FPO0O0D06 NGI 7
FRA MBS FPOD612 NGI FRA MBS FPOD612 NGI 7
FRA MBS HOEOO06 NGI FRA MBS HOKDCO6 NGI 14§
FRA MBS HOK0612 NGI FRA MBS HOKDGE12 NGI 9
FRA MBS PGOD00S NG! FRA MBS PGODO06 NGI | 20) |
FRA MBS PGODG12 NGI FRA MBS PGO0612 NGI 38 ]
FRA MBS PGPOUOS NGI FRA MBS PGPO006 AGI 1
FRA MBS PGPOS12 NGI FRA MBS PGPD612 NGI 75
FRA MBS PMPOBL2 NGI ™ 10
FRA MBS DRBOG12 NGI i
FRA MBS PS 0612 NGI * FRA MBS MGOO612 NGI 7
FRA MBS P50612 NGI 4
FRA MBS PS1824 NGI ]
FRA MBS PS5 2440 NGI * FRA MBS PS2440 NGI N
FRA MBS PSA00( NG| I
Total active 1123}
Total inactive 296}
% of Inactive In total 16,754
Satus 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Satus 2022 Trends2018-2022
Economic Economic Einl ogical Technical| Holog Te
FReet se nt/ No of Nb of
N S, g FofTal ROM m':;“ ':\f: :g‘ rorml ROl m’;ﬂ h:":' Reetsegrent | 0 || s | | WR | s En] wR
A L] FRA OFR HOK2440 IWE 1
FRA OFR PS40XX IWE 20
Total active i
Total inactive o
% of inactive in total 0 i
Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 _'I'I'Brds 2018-2022
Economic Economic ycal | Technical | Biological | Technical
—
[Reetsegrent/ | Mbof ; RoFTA  ROM W:;n Mn? ‘; RorTe] ROM n:;n % Restssgment ':‘:ﬂ sels @] wrR s | o VR
NACDN 1218NGH 1
EUNAODFN 1824 NG 1
EUNAODFN 2440 NGH
INACIFFRO 1824 NG
JEINADFFO2440 NG f
DELINAD DFN24H4ONGE® 1 BUNAOHOK1218NG 1
DEUNACDTSI812NG * K ] awgl., Yoo | F IDELNAODTS 0812 NGI
DEUNAODTSI 218NG 14 [ NAODTS1Z18NG 1
DEUNAIDTSIB24 NG [ NADDTS 1824 NG
DEUNACDTS2440NG 1 A [ NACDTS2440NG! 11
DEUINADD 4 [ NACDTSA0XNNG!
DEUNAORGO010NGI 1
DEUNACH N DELNAOPG003NG 65|
DEUNASFGORRO NG
DEUNACRG OB NG L* DEUNACPG U008 NG
DEUNACFGOBIZNGIA DELINADPGUOS12NG |
DEUNAOFGOS1ZNG L* DEJNAGPGI812NG
DEUNAD TBBO010 NG
DEUNACTBBID12NG * DELNAOTBS 1012NGI
DEINADTBS1218NG ] DEINACTBE 1218 NG
DEUNAC TBE1824 NG =] DEINACTBE 1824 NGI
DELINAOTBE 2440 NGI 4
DELINAC TBE2440NG * DELINAC TBE40XXNGI
DELINAC TMADOXNGE | DEURADTM 40XXNGH
Total active
Tetal Inactive 3
Voof inctive intetal 29|
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Economic indicatons

Trends 2018-2002

Trends 218-2023

46
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m“:;'::"‘m oot vessels | CR BER unrnl RofTA | REi | NPragn | MOV FTE Feet segmeiit
L 168 IR A0 DREO10
T T % L NAD DD 7
(AL A0 DRI218
I " | ALHAD DA B4
IR RS0 DRD 340
1AL NAO D00 10 = AL HAD DREDO 10
L - IALa0 D012
“Mm?l!
1L WA DREZ440 * L] Lliasleiilral
It
AL RO OTS0010 4 lm_rau OTS010
[FL RAC L2012 = L0 OTS012
A0 0751218 = FLIA00TS1218
IR N0 DTS 1824 5 AL A0 0751824
IR Hes0 DT 440 L1 DTS24.80
Sl e |
AL e PO 2 [EE—
" i mrvomons
AL HAG PO 218 L s FREE2e
L N0 FRO2440
AL RO HORDO10 I s a0 19
1AL A HOMI012 5 Ll
VAL TEER 440 * 1
AL HAD TH D10 * 8
LA TM 1318 6
1ML NAD TR 2440 "
IR A TR0 B
Totndesia] 1318
Total Inac ey 718
mactiveVessmsl  35%
Status 2027 Trends 2018-2022 l Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
Economic Economic l Bialogical Technical Biological Technical
[Fieet segment; [Na. Ne. |
chustered segment vessels | CRIBER ROFTA  ROI NP margin NVA/FTE| CR/BER RoFTA  ROI NP margh NVAJFTE( . esent vessels | SAR SHI EDI VUR SHI ] VUR
ITA MBS DRBOS12 NGI 90|
ITA MBS DRB1218 NGI * ITA MBS DRE1218 NGI 5
ITA MBS DRB1824 NGI 1
1TA MBS DTS0612 NGI ITA MBS DTS0612 NGI 115
ITA MBS DTS1218 NGI ITA MBS DTS1218 NGI 1003
1TA MBS DTS1824 NGI ITA MBS DTS1824 NGI 524
ITA MBS DT52440 NGI ITA MBS DTS2440 NGI 166/
1TA MBS HOX L1218 NGI ITA MBS HOK1218 NGI 136
10 MBS HOKIB24 I+ ITA MBS HON1824 NG 3
| ITA MBS HOX2440 NGI | 2
1TA MBS PGPOOOE NGI 14 MBS POFDUDS NG 1716
ITA MBS PGROG12 NGI T4 MUS FOPDS12 U 4591
T4 MBS PGP1218 NGI 217
1TA MBS PGP1218 NGI * V1A RAMS POR 1Y 19,
L H 114 MBS PGF 2240 NG 1
1TA MBS PS 0612 NGI 14 MBS P 0612 Nl 147
ITA MBS P5 1218 NGI 1A MBS P5 1218 NGl Y
ITA MBS P5 1824 NGI A MBS FS 1522 N3 3
ITA MBS PS5 2440 NG 1 MBS P8 2230 NG 11
ITA MBS P5 40KX NG TEA IABS S SUXX NS 10
1A MBS TERL218 0 * 1A MBS PRBUB L2 NG 3
ITA MBS TBB1218 NGI 8
1TA MBS TBB1824 NGI 1A MBS PRELESS NG| El
1TA MBS TBE2440 NG 1A MBS febray Nl | 23
FTA MBS T 1218 NGI * ITA MBS TR DE12 NG1 3
ITA MBS TH 1218 NGI 39,
1TA MBS TM 1824 NGI 42
1TA MBS TM 2440 NGI 14 NS 28 2 0|
ITA OFf DTS40KK |WE 1A DFR DISS0HY 1WE 2
1TA OFR PS 20XX IWE 1 I | I | I l | | I Ilmuw:'sﬂ;;su wE 1
Total active 9649
Totsl inactive 2158
ot nsetveintonl | 193]
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A TNV NG
THEAICRNM 128 N
CITOLIHING
CITOMLIBND
AKWIZIENG
129N
OFPWIZISND |
CMELIZIANG
OTMAL 124 NG
DMADOTS W3R WY
DMADCTSW2440 WD
CNLE]
DMAPGEWIZ NG
DA RO 1IN
DO TFRVLIOIZNG
DRADITSW0IONS

DHAOTTSWA0IZN
LAY TR 06 40
DO TR 2N
AR 2 ING
DA ORRM 1R
DA A48 HE
DNACOREACING

DHACOTSWI213NG
DIAOMIW 2440 N
TEWA2 1 NE
DAAOTMA 1218 NG
[HEAD TERL 1824 NG
[HHAC T 2440 NG
[ s THEVLAD XX NG
DD TMVLADXOLHG
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Salus 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Hatus A2 Trends 2018- 202 I
FLonomc Econamec Bolcgcal Technical cal
L] [M’ma'wl N FIE | CREER | RoFTA I i |erargrl WM FTE Faet sagmant -v:s:s L E L] B R = Hx VR
. , T
LANOPCRIOGENE | 116 |
LanoPaezNG | W
LaeomineNg | 6
ANAOTM 44010 x
L 2
Sanus 2002 Trends 20 18- 2022 Satus 2022 Trands J015-2022
EConomic [EConomic Bciogeal | Technical Bologral Techrecol
dmm crER | RAM | RO | HPmagn | M FE canl FOFTA l A |N’lr\'lg!||MNFl'E moatsagran. | MO0 | wn | s | ] wR E" m s
imwormoang | 4 unoDRoszNG | 4 I fr——
iusomooska | 82 L a0 Poo00n N 82 |
2 LTLINAOTI B4 N 2
L TLPA0 TM 2880 ™ ' LFUNAD I 244000 9
H L TLINAC TR N
i " 2 ILTUDFROTSAU0ING) [
4 LUCRTMAGN" | 4
Told e st ™
Toha ot v L]
[l inativen total an
| Status 2022 | Trerds 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
Biological Techni Biological Technical
SH d:':w’:;:""" i Fleel segment _‘:':‘3:5 SAR [SHI| EDN| vUR SHI ECI VUR
L MUTMES D MLT MBS DTS1824 NGI )
™MES LT MES DTS2440 8051 5
MBS LT MBS HOR1ZE NG MLT MBS HOKIZIS NG) "
WS MLTMBSHOKHI NG | MLT MBS HOKISZ4 NGI n
mMes LT MLT MBS MGOOEI2 NGI L]
—NBS MLT MBS MG MG 2
MES L r
- 3
[ MUT MES PGRO00S G 3
MBS 267
MBS - X
IS |t vesForme NGl !
MBS 41
[ nz
MES MLT MES PMPOIE NGI 27
MEs LT MBS PMPIGIZ NG =
L cR— P
MBS MUT MBS PS 1824 NGI* 5 4
|ues 1
Totsl Acthe
Tetslbuctve
_th
Sahs X027 Trends 20 18-2022 Sahus 222 Trends 2018-2022
Froromsc Fronomic Biclogica Techrical Hologcal
Fleet segment R ] ] VR = m WR




Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
Economic Economic Biclogcal Technical| Biologcal | Technical
Moetsegment Reetsegment wr | s | en R
POLNAGDRN 1218 |
POLNAO DN 1824
FOLNADDRNI218* FOLNAOHOK1218
POLNAODTS 1218/
FOLNAOLHS 182
FOLNAODNS 2440
FOLNADDTSI218° FOLNAODTS0812
FOLNAOFFCNB24 FOLNADFD 1624
FOLNAOFROZAA0 _FOLNAOFFO440)
FOLNAORGO008 FOLNAG PI000E
FOLNADFGOB12 FOLNAORGO12)
FOLNAD M 1218 FOLNAOT™M1218
FANOMIEM  ROLNAOTMIBRY| ]
FOLNACTM 2440 [FOLMNAC TV 2440 1
FOLNACTMA0RE 1 [POLNAD TV 40
FOLOFRTMADOC 1 | FOLOFRTMAOXK
Total active am
inacti 24
“aof inactive intotal 29
and technical Indicators
Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
Fleet segment
dus(eredy;:gmeit N vessels E::B RoFTA  ROI m:pln m‘:” C:;B RoFTA  ROI m:vl" N\.’T::"’F Fleet segment M vessels
PRT NAG DTSA0XX IWE 10 PRT NAD DTS40XX IWE 10
PRT NAD DFNOO10 NGI 236 PRT NAD DFNOD10 NGI 235
PRT NAD DFN1012 NGI 15 PRT NAD DFN1012 NGI 15
PRT NAD DFN1218 NGI 39 PRT NAD DFN1218 NGI 39
PRT NAC DFN1824 NGI 22 - PRT NAD DFN1824 NGI 22
PRT NAQ NGI 34 - PRT NAD DRBO01D NGI 34
PRT NAC DRB1012 NGI 19 PRT NAC DRB1012 NGI 19
PRT NAD DRB1218 NGI 18 PRT NAD DRB1218 NGI 13
PRT NAQ DTS0010 NG| 3 PRT NAD DTS0010 NGI
PRT NAD DTS1012 NGI [ PRT NAD DTS1012 NGI &
PRT NAD DTS1218 NG| 8 PRT NAD DTS1218 NGI 8
PRT NAC DTS1824 NG| 8 PRT NAD DTS1824 NGI 8
PRT NAQ DTS2440 NGI 55 PRT NAD DT32440 NGI 55
PRT NAC FPOOO10 NGI 365 PRT NAD FPOO01D NGI 365
PRT NAG FPO1012 NGI 51 PRT NAD FPO1012 NGI 51
PRT NAD FPO1218 NGI * 61 PRT NAQ FPO1218 NGI 57
PRT NAD FPO1824 NGI 4
PRT NAD HOKOO10 NGI 103 . PRT NAD HOK0D10 NGI 103
PRT NAD HOK1012 NGI 3 PRT NAD HOX1012 MGI 3
PRT NAQ HOK1218 NGI 34 PRT NAD HOK1218 NG 34
PRT NAC HOK1824 NGI 21 PRT NAD HOK1824 MGI 21
PRT NAD HOK2440 NGI 20 PRT NAD HOX2440 NGI 20
PRT NAO MGOD010 NGI 25 PRT NAD MGODD10 NGI 25
PRT NAD MGO1012 NGI 6 PRT NAD MGO1012 NGI 6
PRT NAD PGFD010 NGI 1472 PRT NAD PGPODID NGI 1472
PRT NAQ PGP1012 NGI 9 PRT NAD PGP1012 NGI 9
PRT NAD PGP1218 NGI 17 - PRT NAD PGP1218 NGI 17
PRT NAD PGP1824 NGI 5 - PRT NAD PGP1824 NGI 5
PRT NAO PMPOD10 NG| 33 - PRT NAD PMPOD10 NGI 33
PRT NAD PS 0010 NGI 18 PRT NAD PSO010 NGI 18
PRT NAC PS5 1012 NGI 28 - PRT NAD PS1012 NGI 28
PRT NAD PS 1218 NGI 34 PRT NAD PS1218 NGI 34
PRT NAC PS5 1824 NGI 51 - PRT NAD PS1824 NGI 51
PRT NAQ PS 2440 NGI 71 . PRT NAD P52440 NGI 1
PRT NAQ TBBOD10 NG| 14 PRT NAD TBBOO10 NGI 14
PRT NAQ TBB1012 NG| * 10 PRTNAO TB81012 NGI ?
PRT NAD TBE1218 NGI 1
Total Active 2874
Total Inactive 3640
%of inactive in total S56%
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Economic indicators Biological and technical indicators
Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
Fleet segment / CR NP WVA[ | CR/ ¥ NP NVAS o | vur
clustered segment Nvessels | BER Rorla: ROl margin FTE | BER Sakte » Re) margin  FTE Fleet segment Nvessels SAR  SHI | EDI | VUR | SHI | E v
PRT MBS FPO2440 NGI 1 PRT MBS FPO2440 NG| 1
Total Active 1
Total Inactive 0
%of inactive in total 0%
Economic indicators inlogical and technical indi
Status 2022 Trends2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
Fleet segment / CR/ NP NVA/ | CR/ NP NVA/
clustered segment Nvessels | BER RaFrA: (ROl margin  FTE | BER i ROM margin  FTE Fleet segment Nvessels SHI | EDI | VUR
PRTOFR HOK2440 IWE PRTOFRHOK2240 IWE a9
PRT OFR HORAOXX IWE PRT OFR HOKAOXX IWE 3
Total Active
Total Inactive
%of inactive in total
e——
Trends 2018-2022 | Stans 2022 Trends 2008-2022
Biological i i Bi L |Technical]
I E I Fleet segment clustered e sR | ose | oEx vuR sl o1 ViR
Sagmont may
|ves  [Fou vEs P e G -
MES e ves PG 062 Gt -
MBS
MES RCL MBS PRPCE MG -
MES PR -
MES o S TRGI [ROU MBS PHaF 1824 N3 -
MES ACL MBS PRP40 NGI - [AOU MBS PMP2440 NG =
Toaa' Active
Totn bnactive
3 lnaciive [
Slatus 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
Economic Economic Biological rechnical Biological [Fechnical
Fleet segment/ ':: CR/ NP My | CRY Ro| MNP v Hb.of SH
A Al
clustered segment | vess | BER RoFTA | Rel margin | FTE | BER RoFTA| " ain| FTE Fleet segment ve_';sel SAR | SHI | EDI | VUR | EDI | VUR
els
DFNOD00G NGI™
[SVIN MBS DFNODOG NGI 7 25 %:&%%:GGII
[PV MBS DENO12 NGI ) 40 SVN MBS HOKO612 NGI |
SVIN MBS PMPO6IZ NGI |
SVN MBS Pl 218 NGI
3 i1 SVN MBS DTS0612 NGI
U MBS DTS1218 NGT 7 1 SVN MBS DT51218 NGI 1
Total active 76
[Total inactive 61
% of inactive 45%
Rerin AT e, OIEALS
Froromic Feomome
L+ FoFTa | Nemaege | NVWFIE | CRIERR L] serra | NEmmegn | NV FTE Pt s wra
HACI PN NG
G DO NG
NAC N1 218N
NAC MM NG
MAC RO P
A R YONG
NAC RO N
'MAC) DR 1B NG
NAD TSN 2 NG
ESP NACDTSIZH NG
WOTTTEANG
WOTTSMONG
NAC TSRO
WO RO TZNG
NAC O 2VS NG
A HMITT N
PSP NAC HORH 2 NG
'NAC) HOK TR N
E NAC) HEXIM NG
[FF NAC) HOR 2R
PP A ORI LD
A HORQUILAD
NAD HOXOAAO NG
NAC PP NG
]
WO RPN
WO AP NG
L NG WP
NAC LD
WG P51 NG -
'NAC) PSIA N
NAC) PG N
[Tl
AL HOMTOO A
WA HORNITT A
NAHORIHEMA®
5 NA O WA
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Hirlues ALD

Treais A118-2072

Tresck ANB-AHE2

ol Tochnic

Trends 2018-2022

Economic

Qatus 2022

Trends 2018-2022

Techrucal

Bologcal | Technical
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Economic indicators

Biological indicators

Status 2022 Status 2022
Fishing Vessel [Noof
omr [ —— Fea—— CR/BER  RoFTA NP margin | NVA/FTE langth el SAR sHI DI VUR VRSO
FRA OFR DFNOO10 GF A® 19 VL0010
FRAOFR DFNOODL10 GF L* 16 VLOD10
French N 51
Guians FRAOFR DFNLD12 GF A VL1012
FRAOFR DFNLO12 GF L* 12 V012
FRA OFR DTS1824 GF * 7 VL1E24
VL0010
FRAOFR DFNOO10 GP A 35
VLoD10
VL0010
FRAOFR DFNOD10 GP L* a8 VL1012
VL0010
VLOO10
FRAOFR FPODOI0 GP A” 40
VL1012
FRA OFR FPOO010 GP L* 62 VLOD1D
Guadel oupe vioo10
FRAOFR HOKOD10 GP A" 41
VL1012
VL0010
FRA OFR HOKOO10 GP L* 76
VL1012
FRA OFR PGPOOL0 GP A% a7 VLO010
VL0010
FRAOFR PGPODL0 GP 1* 81
VL1012
FRAOFR PS 0010 GP A" 11 VLOD1O
FRAOFR P5 0010 GP L* 8 VLOD10
FRLA OFR DFNIO10 MO 54 VL010
FRA OFR FPO0010 MO 132 VL0010
FRA OFR HOKDO10 MQ 17 WVLCO10
vil21g
VL1E24
Martinique VL1012
vi1218
FRA OFR PGPOOI0 MO 272
VLO010
vioolo
VL1012
VLO010
VLoD10
VLOD1D
FRAOFRHOKOD 10 RE * 147 VL1012
V0010
Reunion V0010
Vi1824
VL1218
FRAOFRHOKIZ18 RE * 21
VL1824
VL2440
VL0010
Mayotte FRA OFR HOKOD10 YT * LH vLoo10
VL1012
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Economic indicators

Biological indicators

Status 2022 Status 2022
NP
OMR Fleet segment No of vessels CR/BER | RoFTA margin NVA/ FTE Fishingtech |Vessel length | No of vessels SAR SH €01 VUR
PRT NAD DFNOO10 P3 33 VL0010 33
PRT NAQ HOKOO10 P3 292 V010 292
PRT NADQ HOK1012 P3 65 V012 65
PRT NAQ HOK1218 P3 31 VL1218 31
VL1824 4
Azares PRT NAO HOK2440 P3 * 24
VL2440 20
PRT NAQ PGPOO10 P3 * 20 VL0010 20
PRT NAO PS5 0010 P3 13 Vo010 13
PRT NAO P5 1012 P3 * B V012 B
PRT NAD PS5 1218 P3 3 V218 3
PRT NAQ HOKOOL0 P2 * 50 Vo010 50
PRT NAQ HOK1012 P2 ] VL1012 13
PRT NAD HOK1218 P2 15 V1218 15
Madeira |PRT NAQ HOK1824 P2 3 VL1824 3
PRT NAQ HOK2440 P2 B V2440 13
PRT NAD MGPOO10 P2 7 Vo010 7
PRT NAOQ MGP1824 P2 * 3 Vil8z4 3
Economic indicators Biological indicators
Status 2022 Status 2022
No of NP Fishing |Vessel No of
OMR Fleet segment vessels CR/BER RoFTA argin NVA/FTE length vessels SAR SHI €0l VUR
VL0010 1
ESP NAQ FPO10121C* 16 VL1012 8
1
VL1218 7
VL0010 9
ESP NAO HOK10121C* 48
VL1012 39
Canary  [ESP NAO HOK1218 IC 34 VL1218 34
Islands VL1824 7
ESP NAQ HOK24401C * 23
VL2440 16
VL0010 434
ESP NAQ PMPOOL0IC * 437
VL1012 3
VL1012 2
ESP NAO PS5 121BIC* 11
VL1218 9
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