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Abstract

Commission Decision of 25 February 2016 setting up a Scientific, Technical and Economic
Committee for Fisheries, C(2016) 1084, OJ C 74, 26.2.2016, p. 4-10. The Commission may
consult the group on any matter relating to marine and fisheries biology, fishing gear
technology, fisheries economics, fisheries governance, ecosystem effects of fisheries,
aquaculture or similar disciplines. This report is the latest in a series of annual reports
requested by the European Commission to analyse the balance between fleet capacity and
fishing opportunities using a standard approach across all EU fleet segments, based on DCF
information and in line with the Commission Guidelines (COM (2014) 545 final.
Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council.
Guidelines for the analysis of the balance between fishing capacity and fishing opportunities
according to Art 22 of Regulation (EU) No 1380/201 3 of the European Parliament and the
Council on the Common Fisheries Policy). This report replaces the STECF-24-17 report
(EWG-24-17 report reviewed by the STECF in September 2024) which has been retracted.
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SCIENTIFIC, TECHNICAL AND ECONOMIC COMMITTEE FOR FISHERIES (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

available fishing opportunities in the Outermost regions of France, Portugal and Spain
(STECF-24-17 updated)

The EWG-24-17 report and STECF comments have been updated following the 2025 spring
plenary meeting (see section 6.1 of STECF-PLEN-25-01).

Request to the STECF

STECF is requested to assess the extent to which the STECF Expert Working Groups (EWG 24-17
and EWG 24-13) delivered on their Terms of Reference. The STECF is in particular requested to
assess the following findings presented and to formulate its conclusions and recommendations on
each of them:

e The assessment of both the status and trends of the balance situation of EU fleet
segments in line with the Commission guidelines (COM(2014)545).

e The findings on whether, in accordance with the Commission Guidelines (COM(2014)545),
the annual national fleet reports submitted by 31 May 2023 present an appropriate and
complete analysis of balance between fleet capacity and fishing opportunity for each
Member States’ fleet segments.

e The observed discrepancies between the national balance assessments and those carried
out by EWG 23-13 and the reasons for those as identified by the EWG.

e The opinions provided by the EWG for each Member State as to the effectiveness of the
proposed measures provided in new or revised action plans submitted with the most
recent fleet reports in addressing the imbalance in the fleet segments concerned.

e Provide a summary overview of the action plans (AP) currently implemented by each
Member State. The overview should include the year each AP was launched, whether it is a
renewal or a new AP and identify the changes between the current AP and previous
versions.

STECF comments

STECF reviewed the report of the EWG 24-17 and notes that all the ToRs were addressed to
the extent possible given the available time, data and resources.

The EWG 24-17 report is the first stand-alone report on assessing balance between fleet
capacity and fishing opportunities for fleets in the Outermost Regions (OMRS) of France,
Portugal and Spain. In the EWG 24-17 report, as well as in this STECF advice, the terms “in
balance” and “out of balance” and analogous terms are used strictly in relation to the criteria
given in the Commission guidelines (COM(2014)545 Final and COM(2024)223 Final).

The EWG was convened following an urgent requirement for the Commission to have such
information before the end of September 2024, rather than in November 2024 after the report
of EWG 24-17 had been reviewed by the STECF winter plenary meeting (PLEN 24-03).
STECF therefore reluctantly agreed that an additional EWG be convened between 11-13
September, following the preparatory working group (EWG 24-17) held from 3-5 September
and that the report would be reviewed in plenary 18 September 2024 (Mini-plenary 24-17).
Such timing was extremely challenging and placed exceptional demands on everyone
involved: JRC and EWG experts, STECF and the experts undertaking preparatory work
ahead of the preparatory working group. Apart from the time constraints imposed, the
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process of data compilation and checking involved a number of key people and several IT
iterations to prepare the indicators’ values to be used, and it is worth noting that each step in
the process is error prone. In fact, the indicators’ values were not finalised and incorporated
into the draft EWG 24-17 report before the meeting ended and the draft EWG 24-17 report
was not fully reviewed by all participants during the EWG meeting or prior to this STECF
review. STECF emphasizes that such circumstances should be prevented in the future,
urging the Commission to avoid similar time constraints.

Given the time constraints and issues with data and indicators, the EWG 24-17 report and
this STECF review are not as comprehensive as those presented previously by STECF. The
EWG report essentially follows the structure of previous STECF Balance/Capacity reports,
but given the challenges, especially regarding the short duration of the EWG and the timing
of the STECF Mini-Plenary, some of the sections reporting summary information and some of
the annexes have not been prepared and reported. Nevertheless, the most important
information required by the Commission at the fleet segment level for each Member State
and OMR are documented in the EWG 24-17 report together with associated text and
comments.

STECF observes that a precautionary note concerning the Stocks At Risk (SAR) indicator
has been included as section 2.2 of the EWG 24-17 report. STECF notes that in order to flag
a stock at risk for a fleet segment, one of the following two criteria needs to be fulfilled,
according to the guidelines (COM (2014) 545 Final):

I.  The landings from a stock at risk by the fleet segment account for more than 10% of
the total landings by the fleet.

ii.  The landings from a stock at risk by the fleet segment account for more than 10% of
the total catches from the stock at risk.

STECF notes that only total landings by the EU fleet were available to the EWG, while the
guidelines (COM (2014)545 Final) ask for the use of total landings (i.e. both EU and non-EU).
As stated by STECF (EWG 23-13, 22-15, 21-16 etc.) for the second criterion above (ii) and
particularly regarding the Outermost Regions, the resulting SAR value may be misleading.
Some of the OMR fleet segments exploit highly distributed or shared stocks that are
considered at risk, although the catches from such stocks are relatively small compared to
the total international catches. For these OMR segments, SAR computation is therefore less
robust to using EU landings as a proxy for total landings (second criterion ii). For future
assessments of balance between fleet capacity and fishing opportunities in the Outermost
Regions, STECF therefore considers that the use of international landings data, FAO etc.
should be further investigated.

Specific items in the Terms of reference

STECF comments on the findings of each of the specific items in the ToRs are addressed
separately below:

e The assessment of both the status and trends of the balance situation of EU
fleet segments in line with the Commission guidelines (COM (2014)545).



Portugal

The 2024 Portuguese fleet report, based on DCF data from 2018-2023, provides indicators’
values separately by fleet segment and for the majority of the indicators specified in the
Commission guidelines (COM (2014) 545).

France

The indicators’ values presented in the French fleet report are based on data for the years
2020-2022. The SHI, SAR, CR/BER, RoFTA have been computed in line with the
Commission guidelines (COM (2014) 545 Final) and the segmentation is aligned with the
DCF segmentation. In addition to the DCF segmentation France also provided indicators for
an additional sub-segmentation of the OMR fleets of French Guiana and Guadeloupe
according to the activity level of the fleet segments. Such sub-segmentation is in line with the
provisions of the 2024 Commission guidelines (COM(2024) 223 Final).

Spain

The Spanish fleet report submitted in 2024 provides indicators” values for 2022 and trends
over 2018-2022 separately for the majority of the Canary Islands’ fleet segments. Indicator
values are based on DCF data in line with the Commission Guidelines (COM (2014) 545
Final), except regarding SAR that is considered by the Member State as inappropriate
considering the wide distribution of fishing activities of the Spanish fleet over several FAO
areas.

In the STECF PLEN 24-02 report (section 7.5), the Commission clarified that if at least one of
the indicators (SHI, SAR, CR/BER, Rol and one of the vessel use indicators either VUR,
VUR220, or a Member State defined VURNN) indicate imbalance for a fleet segment, that
segment is deemed to be out of balance with its fishing opportunities according to the
guidelines (COM(2024) 223 Final). However, Member States’ own assessments regarding
whether fleet segments are in or out of balance are not explicitly based on the status of only
one of the indicators but are usually considered more holistically on the basis of several
indicators.

e The findings on whether, in accordance with the Commission Guidelines
(COM(2014)545), the annual national fleet reports submitted by 31 May 2023
present an appropriate and complete analysis of balance between fleet capacity
and fishing opportunity for each Member States’ fleet segments.

Based on the information provided in the EWG 24-17 report and according to the guidelines,
each of the Member States’ fleet reports on the fleet segments in the Outermost Regions
appears to provide a comprehensive and appropriate analysis of balance between fleet
capacity and fishing opportunity. Potential departures from specific provisions of the
guidelines relate mainly to the criteria for assessing the balance status of individual fleet
segments and are listed in the table below.






Table 1. Departures from the guidelines in Member States fleets reports

Member

State Departures from guidelines

The criteria for assessing balance status are itemised in the fleet
report and do not only rely on the values computed for the indicators

prescribed in the Commission guidelines.
France ) . :
Status is assessed as in balance for some segments despite one or

more indicators indicating out of balance. France does not report
imbalance for any fleet segment based on the SAR indicator.

The Member State concludes in the Fleet Report that the Portuguese
fleet is more or less in balance with its fishing opportunities in the case
of all fleet segments. Status is assessed as in balance for some
segments despite one or more indicators indicating out of balance.

Portugal

The Member State assesses two fleet segments to be out of balance
with fishing opportunities on the basis of adverse time series of

_ economic indicators. Other indicators appear to be ignored or

Spain discounted.

Arguments are presented to discount unfavourable values for the SHI
and SAR indicators in assessing the status of relevant fleet segments.

Source: own elaborations.

e The observed discrepancies between the national balance assessments and
those carried out by EWG 24-17 and the reasons for those as identified by the
EWG.

For each fleet segment and indicator, the EWG 24-17 compared indicators’ values as
calculated by the EWG and those provided in the Member States’ fleet reports (see each
National chapter in the EWG 24-17 report). A summary of the differences found by Member
States and indicators used was prepared by STECF and is presented in Table 2. The
categorisation of the differences in the indicator values between Member States’ fleets
reports and those calculated by the EWG is based on the following criteria decided by
STECF in the PLEN 22-03 report:

e Equal (EQU): If the indicator values calculated by the EWG and those provided by the
Member State are the same.

e Similar (SIM). If the indicator values calculated by the EWG and those provided by the
Member States differ, they indicate the same balance/imbalance assessment.

e Discrepancies (DIS). If the indicator value calculated by the EWG and those provided
by the Member States differ and they indicate a different balance/imbalance
assessment.

e Not Provided (NP): If the indicator value is not provided in the Member State’s fleets
report.

e Not Comparable (NC): If the fleet segmentation used by the Member State differs from
the one used by the EWG; and/or if the indicator provided is not that computed by the
EWG.



Table 2. Summary of differences in indicator values between those calculated by EWG 24-17 and the
Member States’ fleet reports submitted in 2024.

Member Comments by the STECF based on the
State SHI | SAR | CR/BER ROFTA | ROl | VUR/NVURNN EWG assessment

In accordance with the 2024 guidelines
(COM(2024)223 Final), the resulting
estimates for F and FMSY from National
stock assessment were used by the EWG
24-14 to compute SHI values for fleet
segments in the French OMRs, but the
input data and assessments were not
reviewed by the EWG.

Alternative VUR (VUR90) indicator
presented but the EWG did not have the
detailed information required to compute
the 90t percentile so VUR90 could not be
compared.

France SIM | NC EQU EQU NP NC

In Annex 6 of the fleet report submitted by
France, it is stated that the SAR indicator is
only partly calculated due to the lack of
availability of an approved European list of
stocks at risk

Any difference in the SHI values computed
by the expert group and those in the
Portugal DIS | DIS | SIM SIM NP DIS Portuguese fleet report could be explained
by the different input data used.

Differences in terms of the balance
assessment between the MS and the EWG
for some segments. None of the three
Spaint SIM | SIM | SIM SIM NP DIS segments calculated by the Member State
or EWG (equally) to be unbalanced due to
biological indicator were not taken into
consideration in the national report.

Sources: own elaborations, MS data submissions under the 2024 Fleet Economic data call
(MARE/A3/ACS(2024)). Stock assessment results from all relevant Regional Fisheries Organisations
where EU fleets have an interest; IFREMER (French national assessments) for stocks in the French
Outermost regions; CITES species list; IUCN Red List. *based on provisional data.

e Provide a summary overview of the action plans (AP) currently implemented by
each Member State. The overview should include the year each AP was
launched, whether it is a renewal or a new AP and identify the changes between
the current AP and previous versions.

France

The Action plan for fleet segments in the OMRs for France includes all seventeen fleet
segments operating in the French outermost regions that were assessed by the Member
State to be out of balance. These segments differ from the seventeen segments that were
mentioned in the action plan submitted in 2023 due to the sub-segmentation used for the
balance assessments.

1 Time constraints prevented a full comparison of Economic and technical indicator values for all fleet segments.
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The Action plan is proposing a ban on new vessels entering the segment without first
removing at least the equivalent capacity. However, it is not stated how this measure differs
from what is already required in the Basic Regulation EU 1380/2013 article 23.

For fleet segment, FRA OFR DTS1824 GF L, an additional action, better data collection, is
mentioned in the Action plan.

Portugal

An action plan is presented for Madeira, as set out in the 2023 report on the Portuguese
fishing fleet, for an adjustment (reduction in capacity) of the fishing fleet MGP VL1824
segment. The Action plan provides a reduction of the seine fleet through the permanent
cessation of the activity of some of these vessels. The focus will be on older vessels. The
measure started in 2023, and the decommissioning process is planned to be completed by
the end of 2025.

No Action plan is presented for Azores as any fleet segment does not represent a structural
imbalance.

Spain

An action plan for the fleet segment in the Canary Islands assessed to be out of balance
according to economic indicator values is included in the Spanish fleet report. The Spanish
action plan proposes a number of measures to be implemented including promotion
measures and is a continuation of the plan accompanying the fleet report submitted in 2023.

A summary overview of each Member States’ action plans is given below.

Table 3. Summary of Member States” action plans

Member | Year | Action plan | Status | Appropriately Timeframe Tools EWG comments
State presented? targeted? described? | described?
France 2024 | Yes Update | Yes No No As previous plans but

fleet segmentation
has been changed

Portugal 2024 | Yes Update | Yes Yes Yes An AP is specified for
Madeira but not the
for the Azores. It is
the same as that
presented with the
2023 Fleet report.
The tools described
are permanent
decommissioning of
vessels.

Spain 2023 | Yes Update | Partly Yes Partly While the action plan
has a clear timeframe
(2023-2025), the
objectives are not
specific or
quantifiable and the
measures of financial
support are not
quantified.

Source: own elaborations.
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e The opinions provided by the EWG for each Member State as to the
effectiveness of the proposed measures provided in new or revised action plans
submitted with the most recent fleet reports in addressing the imbalance in the
fleet segments concerned.

France

The plans to restore a sustainable balance between fishing capacity and fishing opportunities
in the imbalanced segments comprises the following objectives:

e capacity ceilings for imbalanced segments.
e steering the renewal and re-deployment of the fleet towards balanced segments, with
support for temporary cessation of activity, where appropriate.

Portugal

The action plan for Madeira seems targeted to specific out-of-balance fleets and provide
clear adjustment targets and tools. The aim is permanent cessation of activity by the end
2025 of three vessels which constitute the entire MGP segment 18-24m.

Spain

The action plan for the years 2023-2025, for the Canary Islands’ fleet is targeted to two
segments identified by the Member State as economically imbalanced. The aim of the plan is
to improve the economic performance of such segments through a variety of measures
(quota transfers, state aid to cover costs, multiannual plans, data collection), none of which is
described quantitatively or in any detail. Some of the measures proposed include financial
support.

STECF conclusions

STECF concludes that the status and trends of the balance indicators’ values have been
computed by the Member States in line with the 2014 Commission guidelines (COM)2014)
545 Final) and in some cases in line with the provisions of the 2024 guidelines (COM(2024)
223 Final). However, Member States’ assessments regarding whether fleet segments are in
or out of balance are not explicitly based on the status of only one of the indicators and are
consequently not in line with the guidelines.

STECF concludes that, in the absence of specific details in the French Action plan, it is
unclear how steering renewal and re-deployment of the fleet towards balanced segments
could address the objective.

STECF considers that the permanent cessation of the three vessels as proposed by the
Portuguese Action plan may contribute to reducing the perceived imbalance in the fleet
segments concerned.
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As regards the Spanish Action plan, STECF concludes that the objective to improve
economic performance does not necessarily address the issue of perceived imbalance.
Providing temporal financial support, for example, does not actually change economic
imbalance in the long term.

Contact details of STECF members

1 - Information on STECF members’ affiliations is displayed for information only. In any case,
Members of the STECF shall act independently. In the context of the STECF work, the
committee members do not represent the institutions/bodies they are affiliated to in their daily
jobs. STECF members also declare at each meeting of the STECF and of its Expert Working
Groups any specific interest which might be considered prejudicial to their independence in
relation to specific items on the agenda. These declarations are displayed on the public
meeting’s website if experts explicitly authorized the JRC to do so in accordance with EU
legislation on the protection of personnel data. For more information:
http://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/adm-declarations

Name Affiliation? Email

Bastardie, Francois Technical University of fba@aqua.dtu.dk
Denmark, National Institute of
Aquatic Resources (DTU-
AQUA), Kemitorvet, 2800 Kgs.
Lyngby, Denmark

Borges, Lisa FishFix, Lisbon, Portugal info@fishfix.eu
Casey, John Independent consultant blindlemoncasey@gmail.
com
*Daskalov, Georgi Laboratory of Marine Ecology, Georgi.m.daskalov@gm
Institute of Biodiversity and ail.com

Ecosystem Research, Bulgarian
Academy of Sciences

Doring, Ralf Thinen Institute [TI-SF] Federal | ralf.doering@thuenen.de
Research Institute for Rural
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Institute of Sea Fisheries,
Economic analyses
Herwigstrasse 31, D-27572
Bremerhaven, Germany

Drouineau, Hilaire Inrae, France hilaire.drouineau@inrae.
fr
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1 INTRODUCTION

This exceptional EWG is dedicated to the assessment of balance indicators for fleet
segments in the outermost regions? only. The Commission requests that an analysis of
balance between fleet capacity and fishing opportunity be made using a standard approach
across all EU fleet segments, based on DCF information and in line with the Commission
Guidelines COM(2014) 545 final® and COM(2024) 223 final*. Where possible, evaluation
should use data reference years 2011 to 2023. This analysis shall cover all EU fleet
segments in the outermost regions®.

An Expert group of the STECF (Chair, Dr John Casey), EWG 24-17, will be convened from
11-13 September 2024 to undertake the following tasks and report to the STECF.

1.1 Terms of Reference for EWG-24-17
The Expert group is requested to undertake the following tasks:

1. Based on the data submitted by Member States under the 2024 DCF Economic data
call and the most recent assessments and advice from relevant scientific bodies on
stock status and their exploitation rates, compute values for the technical,
economic and biological indicators specified in the European Commission
Guidelines.

JRC will provide tabulated values (in the same format as the Member State indicator tables in
the STECF 16-09 data table for all indicators as detailed in items i) to vi) below, covering all
Member State fleet segments wherever the necessary data are available.

Values for the following indicators to be provided as specified in the 2014 and 2024 Balance
Indicator Guidelines:

(i) Sustainable harvest indicator (SHI)

(i) Stocks at risk indicator (SAR)

(i) Return on investment (ROI) and/or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (ROFTA)
(iv) Ratio between current revenue and break-even revenue (CR/BER)

(v) The inactive fleet indicators

(vi) The vessel use indicator

For fleet segments for which the indicator values can be calculated, the Expert group is
requested to present the trend over the last 5/6-year period.

2 The outermost regions are the following: France (Reunion, French Guiana, Martinique, Guadeloupe, Saint-Martin and
Mayotte), Portugal (Madeira and Azores) and Spain (Canary Islands).

3 COM (2014) 545 final. Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council. Guidelines for
the analysis of the balance between fishing capacity and fishing opportunities according to Art 22 of Regulation (EU)
No 1380/2013 of the European Parliament and the Council on the Common Fisheries Policy.

4 COM(2024) 223 final. Communication from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council. Guidelines for the
analysis of the balance between fishing capacity and fishing opportunities according to Art 22 of Regulation (EU) No
1380/2013 of the European Parliament and the Council on the Common Fisheries Policy.

5 The fleet segments of the rest EU regions will be analysed by a dedicated STECF expert working group.
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1. Provide country chapters containing the following information for each Member
State, in order to allow the STECF to issue an informed advice both as regard
the balance situation of the fleet segments and concerning the quality of the
assessment provided by the Member States in their national fleet reports and,
where relevant, action plans concerning the outermost regions:

a) Based on the biological, economic or technical indicator values and their recent
trends as computed under task 1, provide an overview of whether, according to
the Commission Guidelines (COM (2014) 545 final and COM(2024) 223 final) fleet
segments can be considered in or out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

b) For each fleet segment, compare the biological, economic or technical indicator
values as computed under task 1 with the equivalent values and trends in the fleet
reports submitted by the Member State under Article 22.2 and 22.3 of Regulation
(EU) 1380/2013. Highlight any discrepancies between the Member State's
assessment of balance between capacity and fishing opportunities and the Expert
group's assessment based on the indicator values computed under task 1. Where
possible, identify the reasons for such discrepancies.

c) Assess whether the analysis of balance between fleet capacity and fishing
opportunities in the fleet report submitted by the Member State by 31 May 2024
under Article 22.2 and 22.3 of Regulation (EU) 1380/2013 is based on DCF
information in accordance with the Commission’s Guidelines COM(2014) 545 final
and COM(2024) 223 final.

d) Evaluate whether any discrepancies between the STECF assessment of the
balance between capacity and fishing opportunities relating to the Member
States’s previous fleet report have been appropriately addressed in the fleet
report submitted by 31 May 2024.

e) Advise as to whether the report identifies structural overcapacity and estimates
the long-term profitability by fleet segment.

f) Advise on whether the new or revised action plans submitted with the fleet reports
by 31 May 2024 set out the adjustment targets and tools to achieve a balance and
a clear timeframe for its implementation.

g) ldentify the number of vessels targeted by each action plan.

h) Provide a summary overview of the action plans (AP) currently implemented by
each Member State. The overview should include the year each AP was
launched, if it is a renewal or a new one and identify the changes between the
current AP and its previous version. The number of fleet segments and their
respective vessels concerned should be identified.

2. The Expert group is requested to list for the Outermost Regions of France
(Reunion, French Guiana, Martinique, Guadeloupe, Saint-Martin and Mayotte),
Portugal (Madeira and Azores) and Spain (Canary Islands), those fleet segments
that according to the most updated set of data (2019 or later if available) for
either the biological, economic or technical indicators in the Commission
Guidelines 2014 and 2024, as computed by the STECF, were indicated to be out
of balance with their fishing opportunities. The list should contain information on
the fish stocks on which such segments rely and the fishing area to which such
segments are attributed. Separate lists should be provided for each indicator. The fish
stocks on which a fleet segment is reliant shall be determined by ranking the landings
from all stocks caught by that fleet segment in descending order in terms of landings
value and listing those stocks that account for at least 75% of the total value of the
landings by that fleet segment. The Expert group is furthermore requested to provide a
list of the fleet segments for which information available does not allow to calculate the
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above indicators and to indicate for which indicators what kind of information was not
available.

. For each Member State, the Expert group is requested to list in the Annex to its
report those outermost regions‘ fleet segments that according to the most
updated set of data (2017 or later if available) for either i) the SHI or ii) the SAR,
as computed by the STECF, were indicated to be out of balance with their
fishing opportunities together with the fish stocks on which such segments rely
and the fishing area to which such segments are attributed. Separate lists should
be provided for each indicator. The fish stocks on which a fleet segment is reliant shall
be determined by ranking the landings from all stocks caught by that fleet segment in
descending order in terms of landings value and listing those stocks that account for at
least 75% of the total value of the landings by that fleet segment.
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2 GENERAL CONSIDERATIONS REGARDING THE ASSESSMENT OF ‘BALANCE’

In previous reports, the Expert Group has discussed at length and provided a detailed
critique of the application and utility of the indicators and criteria specified in the 2014
Commission guidelines (COM (2014) 545 FINAL) for assessing the balance between
capacity and fishing opportunities®. Furthermore, numerous suggestions for modification and
improvement have also been provided in previous reports.

All such criticisms and suggestions have been endorsed by the STECF and remain valid.

In 2024, the Commission issued a new set of guidelines for computing and interpreting
indicator values for fleet segments in the Outermost Regions of France, Portugal and Spain
comprising vessels less than 12m overall length COM(2024) 223 Final). Such guidelines
were designed to take account of the particular characteristics of such fleet segments.

In this report, the terms “in balance” and “out of balance” and analogous terms, are used
strictly in relation to the criteria given in the Commission guidelines (COM (2014) 545 Final
and COM(2024) 223 Final). Such terms are used to describe a favourable (in balance) or
unfavourable (out of balance) situation based on the value computed for specific indicators in
relation to the threshold specified for such indicators. The term “imbalanced” is also used and
is synonymous with “out of balance”.

2.1 Data availability and the sustainable harvest indicator (SHI) and stocks at risk
(SAR)

The Expert group notes that in reporting indicator values for the SHI and SAR in their annual
fleet reports, some Member States use the indicator values computed by the STECF in the
year prior to the year the fleet report is submitted.

2.2 A cautionary note concerning the Stocks At Risk indicator.

In order to flag a stock at risk for a fleet segment, one of the following 2 criteria needs to be
fulfilled:

1. The landings from a stock at risk by the fleet segment account for more than 10% of
the total landings by the fleet.

2. The landings from a stock at risk by the fleet segment account for more than 10% of
the total catches from the stock at risk. The 10% threshold is increased to 20% for
segments from the OMR that comprise vessels less than 12 m in length.

For the second criterion above (ii) and particularly with regard to the Outermost regions the
resulting SAR value may be misleading. Some fleets exploit highly distributed or shared
stocks that are considered at risk, although the catches from such stocks are relatively small
compared to the total international catches. The 10% threshold in (ii) above is a proxy for the
amount of fishing mortality exerted by a fleet on a stock at risk relative to the total fishing
mortality on the stock at risk. Hence to derive the appropriate value for the SAR indicator we
require the landings by the fleet and the total international landings from the stock.

6 STECF report 15-02; sections 2.7, 2.8, 2.9; STECF report 15-15; 3.5.1, 3.6.1, 3.8, 3.9, 3.10, 3.11. STECF report 16-09;
4.2,4.3,4.4,45.; STECF report 17-08; 3.4 and ANNEX |; STECF report 18-14; 3.4 and ANNEX I; STECF report 19-13; 3.4
and ANNEX I.
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However, the EWG only has access to the total landings by the EU fleet and the fleet
segment-specific landings. Hence, allocating a stock at risk to the SAR indicator value using
the landings by fleet segment as a proportion of the total EU fleet landings, means that the
proxy for the amount of fishing mortality on the stock at risk inflated by an unknown amount
leading to stocks at risk being erroneously selected to contribute to the SAR indicator value.
Such a situation becomes increasingly acute as the total EU landings expressed as a
proportion of the total international landings from a stock at risk declines.

Hence cases where criterion (ii) is used to select a stock for inclusion in the SAR indicator
require close scrutiny on a case-by-case basis.

3 TASK 1 — ASSESSMENT OF BALANCE INDICATORS
3.1 Background

All indicator values computed by the STECF EWG 24-17 were calculated in accordance with
the 2014 Commission guidelines (COM (2014) 545 final and COM(2024 223 Final).

3.2 Provision of Indicator Values
3.2.1 Indicator Calculation Process

Economic and technical indicators for the period 2013-2022 were prepared by the STECF
EWGs 24-03 and 24-07 (2024 Annual Economic Report on the EU Fishing Fleet (AER
2024)). The SAR list and corresponding data base were prepared under contract by Armelle
Jung. SHI and SAR values by fleet segment were computed by Jerome Guitton.

All indicator values were compiled and reviewed at a preparatory expert group held from 3-5
September 2024 which also collated indicator values for fleets operating in areas other than
the OMRs. The values used for this report (and the report of the EWG 24-13) were finalised
and agreed on 13 September during the EWG. Indicators, data sources and other relevant
information regarding their computation are listed in Table 3.2.1.1.

A table containing all the balance indicators by Member State (MS) and fleet segment (supra-
region + fishing technology + vessel length) was compiled by the JRC and provided to EWG
24-17. Indicator values were computed for each year over the period 2013-2021.

Specific details on computing indicator values are given in Annex | to this report.
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Table 3.2.1.1. Indicators provided to experts at EWG 24-17.

Indicator

Calculated
by

Comments

Biological indicators

SHI

Sustainabl
e Harvest
Indicator

Jerome
Guitton

Calculated by landings value for 2008-2022* for every
EU fleet segment for which data were available (2023
data are provisional and may be subject to change):

For fleet segments operating in Outermost regions
the data sources for stock

CECAF Working groups

South Pacific Regional Fishery Management
Organization

Tuna commissions

National stock assessment for vessel less than 12m
following new guidelines COM (2024) 223 Final).

Coverage ratio was also provided to give the part of
the landing values that are included in the SHI. This is
a quality indicator and the higher the ratio is, the
higher the validity of SHI. Values are not taken into
consideration if the ratio is less than 40%.

EDI, NOS, NSR have been provided.

ToR 4: the output was described in the term of
reference. For each Member State, those fleet
segments that according to the 2022 values for either
i) the SHI as computed by the STECF, were indicated
to be out of balance with their fishing opportunities
together with the fish stocks on which such segments
rely and the fishing area to which such segments are
attributed were listed. Separate lists were provided for
each indicator. The fish stocks on which a fleet
segment is reliant were determined by ranking the
landings from all stocks caught by that fleet segment
in descending order in terms of landings value and
listing those stocks that account for 75% of the total
value of the landings by that fleet segment.

SAR

Stocks at
Risk
Indicator

Armelle
Jung

Jerome
Guitton

Calculated for 2009-2022* for all fleet segments for which data
were available. (2023 data are provisional and may be
subject to change)

Selection of the stocks at risk was prepare by Armelle Jung then

complemented, checked and endorsed by the preparatory EWG
24-17:
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For fleet segments operating in the OMRs, STECF stock
assessment reports and RFMO’s reports were considered
together with in some cases, national stock assessments.

Extraction from CR (Critically Endangered), EN (Endangered)
and VU (Vulnerable) marine organisms used as human food
(Fishes, Mollusks and Echinoderms) from the IUCN list was
updated for 2023. These species were ranked by decreasing
landing values (in weight) and added to the SAR selection
database. In 2023, due to time and human resources constrains
the preparatory WG stopped the selection at the threshold of
100 t (all years combined). The EWG 24-17 also included in the
SAR list, the remaining species for which EU fleets had some
landing within the time series.

After mapping species landings and catches to rebuild stocks
catches, SAR indicator values were provided by fleet segment
using a SQL script developed by Jerome Guitton.

ROl or JRC Calculated using the same principle as STECF EWG
ROFTA 24-07;
The Return The target reference value to which the indicator
on value is compared is the 5-year average (2018-2022)
Investment risk-free interest rate.
l(QRCt)I) or Calculated for years 2013-2022, the most recent year
Fi?(eudm on for which DCF economic data are available.
Tanaible ROI only calculated when value of fishing rights
g
Assets provided.
(ROFTA) Values are in real terms, i.e., nominal values adjusted
for inflation (base=2022)
g CR/BER JRC Calculated for years 2013-2022, the most recent year
.S current for which DCF economic data are available.
T | revenue as The long-term viability analysis of CR/BER approach
‘o | proportion was taken.
% of break- Values are in real terms, i.e., nominal values adjusted
S | Even for inflation (base=2022)
o | revenue
L
VUR JRC Calculated for years 2013-2022.
0
S | Fleet Calculated when MS provided either maximum
_8 segment observed days at sea (DAS) for each fleet segment or
T | utilisation maximum theoretical DAS.
2 indicator The EWG also used the value of 220 maximum
% Average theoretical days at sea (VUR220) per fleet segment, as
< Days at stipulated in the 2014 Commission guidelines, to
= Sea/ accommodate cases where the relevant information
© | Maximum was not provided by MS. In accordance with
£ | Days at Commission guidelines, some Member States also
é Sea provided an alternative (VURNN) indicator, where nn
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is used to denote an alternative value for maximum

days at sea.
Inactive JRC Number and proportion of inactive vessels, in
vessels number, GT and kW for years 2013-2022.
per length
category

KEY TO OMR territories: IC / Canary Islands; GF / French Guyana; GP / Guadeloupe;
MQ / Martinique; RE / Réunion; YT / Mayotte; P2 / Madeira; P3 / Azores

Sources: 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call; French data from ad-hoc request (2025); Stock
assessment results from all relevant Regional Fisheries Organisations where EU fleets have an
interest; IFREMER (French national assessments) for stocks in the French Outermost regions; CITES
species list; IUCN Red List. *based on provisional data.

3.2.2 Data Source and Coverage

The data used by the STECF EWG 24-17 to compute the various indicators were collected
under the Data Collection Framework (DCF), Council Regulation (European Commission
(EC) No 199/2008 of 25th February 2008), amended by the multiannual Union programme
for the collection, management and use of data in the fisheries and aquaculture sectors for
the period 2017-2019 (EU-MAP) (see the Commission Implementing Decision (EU)
2016/1251 of 12 July 2016 and the Council Regulation (EC) No 199/2008 on a framework for
the collection of data in the fisheries sector). Technical and economic balance indicators
were calculated using data submitted under the call for fleet economic scientific data
concerning 2008-2022/23 issued by DG MARE in 2024. The two biological indicators (SHI
and SAR indicator) were calculated based on transversal (landings) data submitted under the
same data call. Additional information needed to calculate the biological indicators was
obtained from other sources (see Table 3.2.1.1).

The 2023 fleet economic data call requested transversal and economic data covering years
from 2008 to 2022/2023. Capacity data (GT, kW, no. of vessels) was requested up to and
including 2023, while employment and economic parameters were requested up to and
including 2022. Most effort and all landings data were requested up to and including 2023,
albeit on a voluntary basis, to allow for economic performance nowcasts to be estimated for
2023 and projections for 2024.

In terms of the completeness of the Member States data submissions, most countries
submitted most of the parameters requested under the fleet economic data call. Overall,
there has been an improvement in the data quality and coverage compared to previous
years. In many cases missing data relates to fleet segments with low vessel numbers, for
which data are hard to obtain or for confidentiality reasons.

The fleet economic data call does not request specific parameters that Member States may
use to calculate the VURnmn indicator. This is the case of the indicator (VUR90) used by
France for vessel utilization indicator. For this specific case, the data required to produce the
EWG calculation was provided by the Member State some four months after the STECF 24-
17 report was published. At the request of the Commission the STECF 24-17 Report was
updated taking into account the revision to the data from France to prepare this report.
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Regarding confidentiality, Member States may aggregate fleet segments into clusters to
provide sensitive economic data. However, in several cases, clustering may not be enough to
guarantee confidentiality, and hence, parts of MS fleets are not completely covered.

Specific data issues at MS level, which can affect the quality and coverage of the balance
indicators are summarised in the AER 2024 (STECF 24-07).

Numbers of active fishing vessels by member state and OMR are given in Table 3.2.2.1 and
Table 3.2.2.2 respectively.

Table 3.2.2.1. Number of active vessels by length group and OMR by Member State in 2022.
Abbreviations for different OMR territories are as follows:

IC / Canary Islands; GF / French Guyana; GP / Guadeloupe; MQ / Martinique; RE / Réunion; YT /
Mayotte; P2 / Madeira; P3 / Azores

MS OMR VL0010 VL1012 VL1218 VL1824 VL2440 Total
ESP IC 444 52 50 7 16 569
ESP Total 444 52 50 7 16 569
FRA GF 35 63 7 105
GP 482 17 499
MQ 561 11 2 1 575
RE 144 3 16 4 1 168
YT 91 1 92
FRA Total 1313 95 18 12 1 1439
PRT P2 57 6 15 6 6 90
P3 358 73 34 4 20 489
PRT Total 415 79 49 10 26 579
EU Total 2172 226 117 29 43 2587

Sources: Own elaborations; 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call.

Table 3.2.2.2. Number of inactive vessels by length group and OMR by Member State in 2022

IC / Canary Islands; GF / French Guyana; GP / Guadeloupe; MQ / Martinique; RE / Réunion; YT /
Mayotte; P2 / Madeira; P3 / Azores

MS OMR VL0010 VL1012 VL1218 VL1824 VL2440 VL40XX Total
ESP IC 138 16 154
ESP Total 138 16 154
FRA GF 26 18 8 52
GP 103 8 111
MQ 239 4 1 244
RE 48 2 1 51
YT 46 1 47
FRA Total 462 32 10 1 505
PRT P2 298 4 6 4 312
P3 137 21 46 4 7 215
PRT Total 435 21 50 10 11 527
EU Total 1035 69 50 20 11 1 1186

Sources: Own elaborations; 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call.
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3.2.3 Biological Indicator Visualisation Tool

The expert responsible for the calculation of the SHI values (J. Guitton), has developed an
interactive tool which allows users to visualise the input data as well as the results of the biological
indicator calculations. The tool includes information for all EU fleets, not only those associated with
the OMRs and is available at:

Link: https://sirs.agrocampus-ouest.fr/stecf balance 2024/

The input data and balance indicator calculation results can be viewed thematically at fleet
segment, country and supra-region level. For example, input data such as landings data can be
visualised by weight or value; graphs showing the list of stocks used in calculations and the
corresponding time-series of F/Fusy used for each stock can be displayed; indicator results can be
viewed individually or as a combination of a number of indicators displayed on the same graph.
The online tool includes updated values of (i) biological indicators specified in the 2014
Commission guidelines, and (ii) the alternative indicators suggested in STECF reports 15-02 and
15-15.

The visualisation tool deals mainly with AER data, SHI (+ ratio), EDI, and SAR indicator values.
(—

All the data are downloadable using the ~  link in the interactive tool.

The expert group considers that the tool provides a useful and informative synthesis of the
available indicator values and makes the inputs and calculation process transparent. It could also
aid Member States to identify and select those fleet segments that require targeted management
measures to address the issue of balance/capacity.

3.3 Task 2 - Indicator Findings by Member Outermost region and Member State

Introduction

In this section, the following information is presented in response to Task 2 of the terms of
reference. Unless specifically mentioned, indicator values are for the reference year 2022 and for
the year 2023 for capacity indicators.

Task 2a. Overview of indicator findings: An overview of indicator values by fleet segment is
presented and whether according to the Commission guidelines (COM (2014) 545 Final and
where appropriate, COM(2024) 223 Final) and separately for each indicator, such fleet segments
are indicated to be “in balance” or “out of balance” with fishing opportunities. Indicator values
referred to, are those computed by the EWG 24-17 based on data submitted by Member States
under the 2024 fleet economic data call and the most recent assessments and advice for relevant
scientific bodies on stock status and exploitation rates. Where applicable, trends in indicator
values are also summarised as increasing, decreasing or no clear trend. Since an increasing or
decreasing trend indicates an improving or worsening situation depending on the indicator, the
trend descriptors increasing and decreasing in the text are written in green (improving situation) or
red (worsening situation) font. No clear trend is written in blue font.

A synthesis of indicator values and trends for each Member State is given in each national section.

In addition to the indicators in the Commission guidelines, the Expert group 24-17 has routinely
computed values for the EDI and the NOS indicator, following the approach proposed in EWG 18-
14 and further proposed in STECF 20-11.
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Task 2b. Comparison of indicator values. For each fleet segment, the biological, economic and
technical indicator values as computed under task 1 were compared with the equivalent values
and trends in the fleet reports submitted by the Member State under Article 22.2 and 22.3 of
Regulation (EU) 1380/2013. Discrepancies between such values were highlighted and where
possible the reasons for such discrepancies were identified.

Tasks 2c. Assessment of fleet report. This section comments on whether the report submitted
by 31 May 2024 by the Member State under Article 22.2 and 22.3 of Regulation (EU) 1380/2013 is
based on DCF information and is in accordance with the Commission’s Guidelines.

Task 2d. Discrepancies in previous fleet reports. This section notes whether any discrepancies
between the STECF assessment of the balance between capacity and fishing opportunities
relating to the Member States’s previous fleet report, have been appropriately addressed in the
fleet report submitted by 31 May 2024.

Task 2e. Structural overcapacity and profitability. This section assesses whether the report
identifies structural overcapacity and estimates the long-term profitability by fleet segment.

Task 2h. Overview of action plans. This section provides a summary overview of the action
plans (AP) currently implemented by each Member State and includes the year each AP was
launched, if it is a renewal or a new one and identifies the changes between the current AP and its
previous version.

Task 2f. Adjustment targets and tools. This section assesses whether the new or revised action
plans submitted with the fleet reports by 31 May 2024 set out the adjustment targets and tools to
achieve a balance and a clear timeframe for its implementation.

Task 2g. Number of vessels. This section identifies the number of vessels targeted by each
action plan.

3.3.1 France (FRA)
Overview of indicator findings

There were 58 fleet segments in the French OMRs in 2022, of which 45 were active fleet
segments. Indicator results are presented below by outermost region.

French Guiana

In the fleet of French Guiana, there were 8 fleet segments in 2022, of which 5 were active. Of the
5 active segments, landings data were provided for 5 segments and economic data for 4
aggregated fleet segments.

Sustainable harvest indicator (SHI)

Out of 5 fleet segments active in 2022, SHI indicator values were available for 4 fleet segments.

SHI indicator values for 4 fleet segments cannot be used meaningfully to assess the balance or
imbalance because the indicator values are based on stocks that comprise less than 40% of the
total value of landings by those fleet segments.
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Stocks at Risk Indicator (SAR)
SAR indicator was available for 5 active fleet segments in 2022 of which

o 1 fleet segment may be in balance with its fishing opportunities;

e 4 fleet segments may be out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
o 3 segments with 2 stocks-at-risk,
o 1 segment with 1 stock-at-risk.

Number of Overharvested Stocks (NOS)
For none of the 5 active fleets segments in 2022, the NOS indicator value was available.

Economic Dependency Indicator (EDI)

For none of the 5 active fleets segments in 2022, the EDI indicator value was available.

Return on Investment (Rol) and/or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA)

Rol was not calculated.
RoFTA was calculated for 4 segments:

e 1 segment was in balance with their fishing opportunities,

e 3 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 4 segments:

e 1 segment displayed an increasing trend,
e 3 segments displayed a decreasing trend.

Ratio between Current Revenue and Break-Even Revenue (CR/BER)

CR/BER was calculated for 4 segments:

e 2 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,

e 2 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 4 segments:

e 4 segments displayed a decreasing trend.

The Vessel Use Indicator (VUR) and/or Vessel Use Indicator 90 (VUR90)

The data required to calculate VURm (i.e. nn-th percentile of the days-at-sea) were provided by
the MS and thus, VUR and VUR220 are not analysed here.

VUR90 was calculated for 5 segments:

e 2 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,
e 3 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
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Trends could be calculated for 5 segments:

e 5 segments displayed no clear trend.

The Inactive Fleet Indicators
In 2022, 3 vessel length classes had inactive vessels (VL0010, VL1012 and VL1824).

The inactive fleet of French Guiana accounted for 0.8% of the total number of French vessels,
0.6% of the total GT and 0.6% of the total KW. At the fleet level of French Guiana, inactive vessels
accounted for 33% of the fleet in number of vessels.

All segments were in balance (<20%) and displayed decreasing trend for vessel numbers (#), kW
and GT, apart from one showing deteriorating trend in numbers.

Guadeloupe

In the fishing fleet of Guadeloupe, there were 19 fleet segments in 2022, of which 17 were active.
Of the 17 active segments, landings data were provided for 16 segments and economic data for
10 aggregated fleet segments.

Sustainable harvest indicator (SHI)

Out of 17 fleet segments active in 2022, SHI indicator values were available for 15 fleet segments.

SHI indicator values for 1 fleet segment cannot be used meaningfully to assess the balance or
imbalance because the indicator values are based on stocks that comprise less than 40% of the
total value of landings by those fleet segments.

The 14 fleet segments for which the SHI indicator may be considered meaningful to assess
balance or imbalance, accounted for 99.82% of the total value of the landings in 2022 provided by
MS, and were as follows:

e 14 segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
e 0 segments may be out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 14 fleet segment:

e 1 segment displayed an increasing (deteriorating) trend,
e 13 segments displayed no clear trend.

Stocks at Risk Indicator (SAR)
SAR indicator was available for 16 active fleet segments in 2022 of which

e 14 fleet segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
o 2 fleet segments may be out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
o 2 segments with 1 stock-at-risk.

Number of Overharvested Stocks (NOS)
For none of the 17 active fleets segments in 2022, the EDI indicator value was available.

Economic Dependency Indicator (EDI)
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The numbers of segments corresponding to varying levels of economic dependency (EDI) values
are shown in the table below. Fleet segments reported are those for which F/Fusy is calculated
and landings are available.

EDI values 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 15

Return on Investment (Rol) and/or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA)

Rol was not calculated.
RoOFTA was calculated for 10 segments:

e 5 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,

e 5 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 10 segments:

e 5 segments displayed an increasing trend,
e 4 segments displayed a decreasing trend,
e 1 segment displayed no clear trend.

Ratio between Current Revenue and Break-Even Revenue (CR/BER)

CR/BER was calculated for 10 segments:

e 5 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,

e 5 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 10 segments:

e 1 segment displayed an increasing trend,
e 2 segments displayed a decreasing trend,
e 7 segment displayed no clear trend.

The Vessel Use Indicator (VUR) and/or Vessel Use Indicator 90 (VUR90)

The data required to calculate VURnmn (i.e., nn-th percentile of the days-at-sea) were provided by
the MS and thus, VUR and VUR220 are not analysed here.

VUR90 was calculated for 17 segments:

e 8 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,
e 9 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 16 segments:

e 14 segments displayed no clear trend,
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2 segments displayed an increasing trend.

The Inactive Fleet Indicators
In 2022, 2 vessel length classes had inactive vessels (VL0010 and VL1012).

The inactive fleet of Guadeloupe accounted for 1.8% of the total number of vessels, 0.2% of the
total GT and 2% of the total kW. At the fleet level of Guadeloupe, inactive vessels accounted for
18% of the fleet in number of vessels.

Both segments were in balance (<20%) and displayed decreasing or no clean trend for vessel
numbers (#), kW and GT.

Martinique

In the fishing fleet of Martinique, there were 14 fleet segments in 2022, of which 11 were active. Of
the 11 active segments, landings data were provided for 11 segments and economic data for 4
aggregated fleet segments.

Sustainable harvest indicator (SHI)

Out of 11 fleet segments active in 2022, SHI indicator values were available for 10 fleet segments.

SHI indicator values for 2 fleet segment can be used meaningfully to assess the balance or
imbalance because the indicator values are based on stocks that comprise more than 40% of the
total value of landings by those fleet segments.

The 8 fleet segments for which the SHI indicator may be considered meaningful to assess balance
or imbalance, accounted for 94.57% of the total value of the landings in 2022 provided by MS, and
were as follows:

e 5 segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
e 3 segments may be out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 6 fleet segments:

e 1 segment displayed an increasing (deteriorating) trend,
e 5 segments displayed no clear trend.

Stocks at Risk Indicator (SAR)
SAR indicator was available for 11 active fleet segments in 2022 of which

e 7 fleet segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;

e 4 fleet segments may be out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
o 1 segments with 2 stocks-at-risk,
o 3 segments with 1 stock-at-risk.

Number of Overharvested Stocks (NOS)
For none of the 11 active fleets segments in 2022, the EDI indicator value was available.

Economic Dependency Indicator (EDI)
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The numbers of segments corresponding to varying levels of economic dependency (EDI) values
are shown in the table below. Fleet segments reported are those for which F/Fusy is calculated
and landings are available.

EDI values 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 9 1

Return on Investment (Rol) and/or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA)

Rol was not calculated.
ROFTA was calculated for 4 segments:

e 4 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,

e 0 segment was out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 4 segments:

e 4 segments displayed an increasing trend,
e 0 segments displayed a decreasing trend.

Ratio between Current Revenue and Break-Even Revenue (CR/BER)

CR/BER was calculated for 4 segments:

e 4 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,

e 0 segment was out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 4 segments:

e 4 segments displayed an increasing trend,
e 0 segment displayed a decreasing trend.

The Vessel Use Indicator (VUR) and/or Vessel Use Indicator 90 (VUR90)

The data required to calculate VURm (i.e., nn-th percentile of the days-at-sea) were provided by
the MS and thus, VUR and VUR220 are not analysed here.

VUR90 was calculated for 11 segments:

e 6 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,
e 5 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 9 segments:

e 8 segments displayed no clear trend,
e 1 segment displayed an increasing trend.
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The Inactive Fleet Indicators
In 2022, 3 vessel length classes had inactive vessels (VL0010, VL1012, and VL1824).

The inactive fleet of Martinique accounted for 3.9% of the total number of vessels, 0.3% of the
total GT and 2.5% of the total kW. However, at the fleet level of Martinique, inactive vessels
accounted for about 30% of the fleet in number of vessels.

All 3 segments were in balance (<20%) and displayed decreasing or no clean trend for vessel
numbers (#), kW and GT.

La Réunion

In the fishing fleet of La Réunion, there were 12 fleet segments in 2022, of which 9 were active. Of
the 9 active segments, landings data were provided for 8 segments and economic data for 2
aggregated fleet segments.

Sustainable harvest indicator (SHI)

Out of 9 fleet segments active in 2022, meaningful SHI indicator values were available for 7.

The 7 fleet segment for which the SHI indicator may be considered meaningful to assess balance
or imbalance, accounted for 99.72% of the total value of the landings in 2022 provided by MS, and
were as follows:

e 5 segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
e 2 segments may be out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 5 fleet segments:

e 5 segments displayed no clear trend.

Stocks at Risk Indicator (SAR)
SAR indicator was available for 8 active fleet segments in 2022 of which

o 2 fleet segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;

e 6 fleet segments may be out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
o 2 segments with 2 stocks-at-risk,
o 4 segments with 1 stock-at-risk.

Number of Overharvested Stocks (NOS)

The number of fleet segments and the number of stocks classified as overharvested (NOS)
expressed as a proportion (%) of the total number of stocks exploited by such fleet segments are
given in the table below.

Proportion of NOS 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 2 2 1

Economic Dependency Indicator (EDI)
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The numbers of segments corresponding to varying levels of economic dependency (EDI) values
are shown in the table below. Fleet segments reported are those for which F/Fusy is calculated
and landings are available.

EDI values 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 3 4

Return on Investment (Rol) and/or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA)

Rol was not calculated.
ROFTA was calculated for 2 segments:

e 2 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 2 segments:
e 2 segments displayed an increasing trend.

Ratio between Current Revenue and Break-Even Revenue (CR/BER)

CR/BER was calculated for 2 segments:

e 2 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 10 segments:
e 2 segments displayed an increasing trend.

The Vessel Use Indicator (VUR) and/or Vessel Use Indicator 90 (VUR90)

The data required to calculate VURm (i.e., nn-th percentile of the days-at-sea) were provided by
the MS and thus, VUR and VUR220 are not analysed here.

VUR90 was calculated for 9 segments:

e 6 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,
e 3 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 7 segments:

e 4 segments displayed no clear trend,
e 2 segments displayed increasing trend,
e 1 segment displayed a decreasing trend.

The Inactive Fleet Indicators
In 2022, 3 vessel length classes had inactive vessels (VL0010, VL1012 and VL1824).
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The inactive fleet of La Réunion accounted for 0.8% of the total number of vessels, 0.09% of the
total GT and 0.4% of the total kW. At fleet level of La Réunion, inactive vessels accounted for 23%
of the fleet in number of vessels.

The 3 segments were in balance (<20%) and displayed no clear trend, except for one length class
which showed a deteriorating trend in the number of inactive vessels.

Mayotte

In the fishing fleet of Mayotte, there were 5 fleet segments in 2022, of which 3 were active. Of the
3 active segments, landings data were provided for 2 segments and economic data for 1
aggregated fleet segment.

Sustainable harvest indicator (SHI)

Out of 3 fleet segments active in 2021, SHI indicator values were available for 2.

SHI indicator values for 1 fleet segment cannot be used meaningfully to assess the balance or
imbalance because the indicator values are based on stocks that comprise less than 40% of the
total value of landings by those fleet segments.

The fleet segment for which the SHI indicator may be considered meaningful to assess balance or
imbalance, accounted for 90.56% of the total value of the landings in 2022 provided by MS, and
were as follows:

e 0 segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
e 1 segment may be out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 1 fleet segment:

e 1 segment displayed no clear trend.

Stocks at Risk Indicator (SAR)
SAR indicator was available for 2 active fleet segments in 2022 of which

e 1 fleet segment may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
e 1 fleet segment may be out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
o 1 segment with 1 stock-at-risk.

Number of Overharvested Stocks (NOS)

The number of fleet segments and the number of stocks classified as overharvested (NOS)
expressed as a proportion (%) of the total number of stocks exploited by such fleet segments are
given in the table below.

Proportion of NOS 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 3

Economic Dependency Indicator (EDI)

The numbers of segments corresponding to varying levels of economic dependency (EDI) values
are shown in the table below. Fleet segments reported are those for which F/Fusy is calculated
and landings are available.
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EDI values 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 1 1

Return on Investment (Rol) and/or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA)

Rol was not calculated.
RoOFTA was calculated for 1 segment:

e 1 segment was out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 1 segment:

e 1 segment displayed a decreasing trend.

Ratio between Current Revenue and Break-Even Revenue (CR/BER)

CR/BER was calculated for 1 segment:

e 1 segment was out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 1 segment:

e 1 segment displayed an increasing trend.

The Vessel Use Indicator (VUR) and/or Vessel Use Indicator 90 (VUR90)

The data required to calculate VURnmn (i.e., nn-th percentile of the days-at-sea) were provided by
the MS and thus, VUR and VUR220 are not analysed here.

VUR90 was calculated for 3 segments:

e 1 segment was in balance with their fishing opportunities,
e 2 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 3 segments:

e 2 segments displayed no clear trend,
e 1 segment displayed a decreasing trend.

The Inactive Fleet Indicators

In 2022, 2 vessel length classes had inactive vessels (VL0010 and VL40XX). The vessel, over 40
metres long, should be assigned to the IWE geoindicator.

The inactive fleet of Mayotte accounted for 0.8% of the total number of vessels, 1.5% of the total
GT and 0.6% of the total KW. At the fleet level of Mayotte, inactive vessels accounted for 34% of
the fleet in number of vessels.

Both segments were in balance (<20%) and displayed an increasing trend in the number of
inactive vessels decreasing and no clean trend for kW and GT.
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Saint Martin

No data and information was available to calculate any of the balance indicators for fleet segments
in the Saint Martin OMR.

Synthesis of indicators and trends (French OMRS)

The status of each indicator as computed by the EWG with respect to the criteria given in the
Commission Guidelines is illustrated in the table below for the French OMRs.

Table 3.3.1.1. Balance capacity indicators for the French OMR.

Status Trend
in balance insuffiently profitable improving nullfflat trend
out ofbalance bordeline insufficient data deteriorating -no clear trend insufficient data
Economic indicators Biological indicators and Technical indicators
Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
Heet segment/ clustered Nb of Nb of
OMR 9 Heet segment | SAR | SHI| BEDI | VUR [VUR9O] SHI | EDI | VUR |VURS0|
segment vessels
FRAOFRDFN0010 GF A* 19 FRAOFRDRNVLO010 GF 19
FRAOFRDFN0010 GF L* 16 FRAOFRDFNVLO010 GF 16
French Guiana
FRAOFRDFN1012 GF A* 51 FRAOFRDFNVLL012 GF 51
FRAOFRDFN1012 GF L* 12 FRAOFRDFNMVLL012 GF 12
FRAOFRDTS1824 GFL* 7 FRAOFRDTSWL1824 GF 7
FRAOFRDRNVLO010 GP 34
FRAOFRDFNO010 GP A* 35
FRAOFRPGOVLO010 GP 1
FRAOFRDFNVLO010 GP 41
FRAOFRDFNO010 GP L* 48 FRAOFRDRNML1012 GP 2
FRAOFRPGOVLO010 GP 5
FRAOFRFPOMVLO010 GP 37
FRAOFRFPO0010 GP A* 40
FRAOFRFPOVL1012 GP 3
FRAOFRFPO0010 GP L* 62 FRAOFRFPOMVLO010 GP 62
Guadeloupe FRAOFRHOKVLO010 GP 39
FRAOFRHOK0010 GP A* 41
FRAOFRHOKVL1012 GP 2
FRAOFRHOKVL0010 GP 68
FRAOFRHOK0010 GP L* 76
FRAOFRHOKVL1012 GP 8
FRAOFRPGPO010 GP A* 97 FRAOFRPGPVLO010 GP 97
FRAOFRPGP\VLO010 GP 79
FRAOFRPGPO010 GP L* 81
FRAOFRPGP\L1012 GP 2
FRAOFRPS0010 GP A 11 FRAOFRPSML0010 GP 11
FRAOFRPS0010 GP L* 8 FRAOFRPSVL0010 GP 8
FRAOFRDFN0010 MQ 54 FRAOFRDANVLO010 MQ 54
FRAOFRFPO0010 MQ 132 FRAOFRFPOVLO010 MQ 132
FRAOFRHOK0010 MQ 117 FRAOFRHOKVLO010 MQ 117
FRAOFRFPOVL1218 MQ 1
FRAOFRFPOVL1824 MQ 1
Martinique FRAOFRHOK\VL1012 MQ 9
FRAOFRHOKVL1218 MQ 1
FRAOFRPGP0010 MQ* 272
FRAOFRPGOMVLO010 MQ 13
FRAOFRPGPVLO010 MQ 242
FRAOFRPGPVL1012 MQ 2
FRAOFRPSVLO010MQ 3
FRAOFRDFNVLO010 RE 1
FRAOFRHOK VL0010 RE 134
FRAOFRHOK0010 REX 147 FRAOFRHOKVL1012 RE 3
FRAOFRPGOVLO010 RE 6
LaRéunion FRAOFRPGPVLO010 RE 3
FRAOFRFPOML1824 RE 1
FRAOFRHOK VL1218 RE 16
FRAOFRHOK1218 RE* 21
FRAOFRHOK VL1824 RE 3
FRAOFRHOKVL2440 RE 1
FRAOFRDFN VL0010 YT 9
Mayotte | FRAOFRHOK0010 YT* 92 FRAOFRHOKVLO010 YT 82
FRAOFRHOKVL1012 YT 1 |

Note 1: Member States may report economic data for a combination of fleet segments. Such a combination is referred to as a cluster and is
denoted by the main segment, in terms of number of vessels, in the cluster. In the table, clusters are indicated with a *. For such clusters, the status
of the economic indicators (Rol/RoFTA and CR/BER) are reported for the entire cluster and not for the individual fleet segments that make up the
cluster. In such cases, indicator status for the cluster is shown against the main fleet segment in the cluster. Numbers in the SAR indicator refer to
the number of SAR stocks caught by the fleet segment.

Note 2: The numbers in the column for the SAR indicator denote the number of stocks exploited by the fleet segment that were identified in the
landings as stocks at risk.
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Sources: 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call; French data from ad-hoc request (2025); Stock assessment
results from all relevant Regional Fisheries Organisations where EU fleets have an interest; IFREMER
(French national assessments) for stocks in the French Outermost regions; CITES species list; IUCN Red
List. *based on provisional data.

Status and trends for the French fleet in all OMRs

Based on the indicator values for 2022 and trends over 2018-2022 and according to the criteria in
the Commission guidelines, a summary of assessment between fishing opportunities and fishing
capacity for fleet segment operating in the French OMRs is provided.

For each of the French OMRs, biological indicators could be estimated for most segments. Only in
French Guyana, for none of the fleet segments, the Sustainable Harvest Indicator (SHI) could be
assessed meaningfully. For the fleets where sufficient information was available, a vast majority of
the active segments were in balance with respect to the SHI indicator. Only in the OMR fleet of
Martinique, a higher share of segments, 3 out of 8 assessed segments, showed imbalance with
respect to the SHI indicator. None of the fleet segments of Guadeloupe showed an imbalance
regarding SHI. Regarding the Stocks-at-Risk (SAR) indicator, 40% of the fleet segments showed
an imbalance. It should be noted that, there are some considerable differences among the French
OMR fleets. In Guadeloupe, only 2 out of 16 fleet segments showed an imbalance, while in La
Réunion and French Guyana, 4 out of 5, and 6 out of 8, assessed segments showed an
imbalance, respectively. Trends regarding the SAR are variable, except in French Guyana, where
there is an increase in the number of SAR stocks for all fleet segments. However, with respect to
the Outermost regions, the SAR indicator should be carefully scrutinised on an case-by-case-basis
given that the landings from stocks at risk by non-EU states have not been considered when
computing the indicator value (see section 2.2; A cautionary note concerning the Stocks At Risk
indicator).

The economic indicators characterise a profitable fishery for the OMR fleet segments of Martinique
and La Réunion. For these segments, all indicators show an increasing trend. For the other
French OMRs, the economic indicators, both CR/BER and RoFTA, show imbalance for about 50%
of the clustered fleet segments. In Guadeloupe and French Guyana, the least active segments
(rated L in the fleet label) were out of balance, while the most active segments (rated A) were in
balance. The economic indicators of the fleet segments of French Guyana are characterized by a
decreasing trend, while for the fleet segments of Guadeloupe and Mayotte, trends appear to be
more variable.

Following a resubmission of the French data, the VUR and VUR90 indicators could be calculated
for all fleet segments. According to the VUR90 indicator, 22 out of 45 fleet segments were found to
be imbalanced in 2022. The fishing fleets in Mayotte and French Guyana have the highest
proportional share of imbalanced fleet segments (66% and 60%, respectively), followed by
Guadeloupe (53%), Martinique (45%) and La Réunion (33%). For the fleet segments in French
Guyana and Guadeloupe, for which an additional subsegmentation was done based on the activity
level, the fleet segments with activity level “L” show a higher proportion of imbalance fleet
segments according to the VUR90. In French Guyana, all fleet segments with activity level “L” are
found to be imbalance, while the two fleet segments with activity level “A” are in balance. For
Guadeloupe, 6 out of 9 fleet segments with activity level “L” show an imbalance, while 3 out of 8
fleet segments with activity level “A” show an imbalance.
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For 36 out of 45 fleet segments of the French OMR, at least one of the biological, economic or
technical (VUR90) indicators showed an imbalance according to the indicators calculated by EWG
24-17 and the resubmitted data by France.

Comparison of indicator values
SHI indicator comparisons

A direct comparison by the indicators submitted by France and those calculated by EWG 24-17
showed a very high similarity for the SHI indicator, with deviations less than 0.01 for most fleet
segments). For a couple of fleet segments, larger deviations (>0.2) were found which is likely
related to the inclusion of recent stock assessments, that were published over summer, by EWG.
The overall small deviations are a consequence of the origin of the stock assessments used for
the calculation of the SHI indicator. The stocks assessments used to calculate the SHI for the
French OMR fleets are dominated by national assessments, that are directly shared by the MS
with the EWG. In accordance with the 2024 guidelines (COM(2024)223 Final), the resulting
estimates for F and FMSY from National stock assessment were used by the EWG 24-14 to
compute SHI values for fleet segments in the French OMRs, but the input data and assessments
were not reviewed by the EWG.

SAR indicator comparisons

In contrast to the 17 imbalanced fleet segments due to the SAR indicator reported by EWG 24-17,
France does not report any fleet segment as imbalanced due to an imbalance suggested by the
SAR indicator. This is a consequence of the selection of SAR stocks used by the MS, which does
not include any stocks in the OMRs. In Annex 6 of the fleet report submitted by France, it is stated
that the SAR indicator is only partly calculated due to the lack of availability of an approved
European list.

Economic indicator comparisons

The comparison between estimated values for EWG and information provided in the French fleet
report was carried out for economic indicators ROFTA and CR/BER. The comparison indicates that
the two datasets are the same.

The vessel utilization indicator

Following a resubmission of French data, a comparison between the VUR and VUR90 indicators
submitted in the French fleet report and those calculated by the JRC showed a very high similarity.
For 4 out of 45 fleet segments, the VUR and VUR90 indicator values were 0.01 to 0.05 lower in
the French fleet report compared to the indicator values computed by the JRC. For the other fleet
segments, the differences were all below 0.01. The differences are related to (minor) differences in
the average number of days-at-sea and 90" percentile values used by the JRC to calculate the
VUR and VUR90 compared to the data reported in the French fleet report. None of the differences
affected the interpretation of the technical indicators.

Assessment of fleet report

The indicator values calculated by France are based on data for the years 2020 — 2022. The SHiI,
SAR, CR/BER, RoFTa have been computed in line with the Commission guidelines
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COM(2014)545, and an overview of the methods and input data sources is provided in the
Annexes to the fleet report.

The EWG notes that the segmentation is aligned with the DCF segmentation. In compliance with
the DCF, the MS has provided an additional subsegmentation of the OMR fleets of French
Guyana and Guadeloupe according to the activity level of the fleet segments.

According to the MS fleet report submitted in 2024, out of a total of 47 fleet segments presented in
the fleet report, 27 segments were considered in balance, and 17 segments were considered
imbalanced. The 3 fleet segments of Saint Martin requires additional monitoring in terms of
biological and economic data in order to calculate the balance indicators. The EWG noted a large
increase in availability of stock assessments in the outermost regions which resulted in an
increase in the number of fleet segments for which balance indicators could be computed. The
EWG notes that France uses a fleet tailored technical indicator, VUR90 (90" percentile of the
maximum number of days-at-sea), and provides additional biological indicators, EDI and NOS.

The MS considers segments to be out of balance according to the following criteria:

e segments where an indicator shows imbalance for at least the last 3 years assessed in the
report for 2024, i.e. 2020 to 2022

e the VUR9O indicator is not considered for vessels <12 m

e imbalanced EDI and NOS indicators are not considered

e when missing, or slightly above 1, the SHI indicator is not considered when NOS and EDI
are in balance

e SAR stocks on which a segment has a very low impact in terms of partial fishing mortality
(e.g. YFT), are not taken into consideration

The EWG notes that the criteria for segments to be assessed as imbalanced deviates from the
guidelines. The MS relies on EDI and NOS when SHI is slightly imbalanced. For the fleet
segments <12m, the technical indicators are not used, and the MS deviates from the guidelines
regarding the SAR indicator. For one fleet segment (FRA OFR PGP1012 GP), the economic
imbalance is ignored due to the fact that the fleet segment contributes for only 5% of the clusters’
total turnover.

The MS also states that the OMR fleet segments of Mayotte should not be subjected to the
assessment of balance and, as there is a derogation regarding capacity ceilings at the European
level until 31 December 2025 for fishing vessels of Mayotte of less than 10 metres.

The indicators are presented in annexes to the fleet report as well as a detailed description of the
methodology. However, France notes that in absence of a reference list of potential SAR stocks
across the EU, the SAR indicators presented in the fleet report may deviate from the SAR
indicators calculated by the EWG. France also submits additional biological indicators, EDI and
NOS, for the reason that those indicators enable it to better assess fleets, in particular those fleets
where the SHI indicator is unreliable, due to the low coverage, or just above one.

The inactive fleet indicator (VUR 90) is provided for fleet segments of more than 12 metres length
overall, as it is not considered by the MS to be suitable for the mixed fishing activity of vessels
<12m. VUR and VUR220 are not reported. The EWG notes that a methodology of the VUR 90 is
provided in ANNEX 6 of the French fleet report. The VUR 90 considers the 90th percentile of the
days-at-sea of all vessels within a segment as the theoretical maximum days-at-sea.

The EWG 24-17 notes that the MS’ 2024 fleet report has made progress in terms of data collection
for the outermost regions which contributed to increasing the number of the SHI balance indicator
that could be calculated. In the MS fleet report submitted in 2023, there were 27 segments for
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which the SHI could not be assessed meaningfully due to the lack of sufficient data. In the report
submitted this year (2024), the equivalent number was 14. The EWG 24-17 notes that the MS
describes the status regarding ongoing work on data collection and national assessments by each
OMR. However, EWG 24-14 notes that the detailed information required to validate the results and
justify the use of such assessments to compute SHI values was not provided with the Fleet report.

Discrepancies in previous fleet reports

In response to previous findings regarding discrepancies in the way the MS assesses the balance
between fishing opportunities and capacity of a fleet segment, the MS has adjusted its criteria.
However, these criteria still deviate from the guidelines.

In contrast to last year, the economic indicators are considered in the assessment. The MS did not
address any of the comments made by EWG 23-13 regarding the calculation of the SAR indicator.

Structural overcapacity and profitability

In the absence of an agreed definition for structural overcapacity, the EWG has interpreted this to
mean whether fleet segments are out of balance with fishing opportunities.

The EWG 24-17 notes MS fleet report identifies structural overcapacity based on biological,
economic, and, for vessels greater than 12 metres, technical indicators. The French fleet report
emphasises that the results of the VUR and SAR indicators are undermined by several factors, in
particular related to:

e Mixed economic activities of small fleet segments that make the VUR unreliable
e Very limited contribution in the catches of several SAR stocks by OMR fleet segments
making the SAR indicator ineffective

The grouping of segments into economic clusters did not always allow the real economic balance
in segments to be analysed in detail, particularly for minor segments that form part of a cluster.

The EWG notes that the long-term fleet profitability is not considered by the MS when identifying
imbalanced fleet segments.

Overview of action plan

The Action plan provided in the Annex 4, called Annex 5, of the Fleet report 2024 is an update and
continuation from the 2016, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021 and 2022 action plans. It includes all
seventeen fleet segments operating in the French outermost regions that were assessed by the
MS to be out of balance. These segments differ from the seventeen segments that were
mentioned in last year’s action plan due to the different segmentation.

For the seventeen fleet segments from the outermost regions, the following action is mentioned:

e Ban on new vessels entering the segment without first removing at least the equivalent
capacity.

For the fleet segment, FRA OFR DTS1824 GF L, an additional action, better data collection, is
mentioned.

Adjustment targets and tools

42



The proposed measures in the action plan to restore the imbalance of fleet segments operating in
the outermost regions do not provide clear targets and are not timebound.

A complete and detailed description about the previous Action Plan implementation was provided
per segment and action in Annex 3 to the fleet report. For the fleet segments of the OMR however,
a general evaluation was provided regarding the increased availability of stock assessment to
compute the SHI indicator.

The plans to restore a sustainable balance between fishing capacity and fishing opportunities in
the imbalanced segments comprises the following objectives:

e capacity ceilings for imbalanced segments;
e where necessary steering the renewal and redeployment of the fleet towards balanced
segments, with support for temporary cessation of activity where appropriate;

EWG 24-17 notes that it is unclear how the actions described above could address the second
objective.

Number of vessels

The action plan submitted by the MS concerns a total of 796 vessels.

3.3.2 Portugal (PT)
Overview of indicator findings

There were 26 fleet segments in the Portuguese OMRs in 2022, of which 17 were active fleet
segments. Indicator results are presented below by Supra-region.
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Madeira

In the Portuguese North Atlantic fleet, there were 11 fleet segments in 2022, of which 7 were
active. Landings data was provided for all 7 active segments and there are no aggregated fleet
segments.

Sustainable harvest indicator (SHI)

Out of fleet segments active in 2022 landings in value have been provided aggregated in 7 fleet
segments and SHI indicator values were available for 7.

According to the criteria in the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines, the SHI indicator values for 2
fleet segments cannot be used meaningfully to assess the balance or imbalance because the
indicator values are based on stocks that comprise less than 40% of the total value of landings by
those fleet segments.

The EWG notes that for the 5 fleet segments for which the SHI indicator may be considered
meaningful to assess balance or imbalance, accounted for 92% of the total value of the landings in
2022 provided by MS in the region, and were as follows:

e 0 fleet segments may not be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
e 5 fleet segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities.

Stocks at Risk Indicator (SAR)
SAR indicator was available for all the 7 active fleet segments in 2022

According to the criteria in the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines, EWG 24-17 notes that the 2022
SAR indicator values indicate:

e 3 fleet segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
e 4 fleet segments with 1 SAR stock may not be in balance with their fishing opportunities.

Number of Overharvested Stocks (NOS)

The number of fleet segments and the number of stocks classified as overharvested (NOS)
expressed as a proportion (%) of the total number of stocks exploited by such fleet segments are
given in the table below.

Proportion of NOS 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 7

Economic Dependency Indicator (EDI)

The numbers of segments corresponding to varying levels of economic dependency (EDI) values
are shown in the table below. Fleet segments reported are those for which F/Fusy is calculated
and landings are available.

EDI values 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 5
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Return on Investment (Rol) and/or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA)

Rol was not calculated.
ROFTA was calculated for 7 segments:

e 4 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,
e 3 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 6 segments:

e 2 segments displayed an increasing trend,
e 4 segments displayed a decreasing trend.

Ratio between Current Revenue and Break-Even Revenue (CR/BER)

CR/BER was calculated for 7 segments:

e 5 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,
e 2 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 6 segments:
e 2segments displayed an increasing trend,
e 4 segments displayed a decreasing trend,
The Vessel Use Indicator (VUR) and/or Vessel Use Indicator 220 (VUR220)

The data required to calculate VUR (i.e., maximum days-at-sea) were provided by the MS and
thus, VUR220 is not analysed here.

VUR was calculated for 7 segments:

e 6 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,
e 1 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 6 segments, all of them with a no clear trend.

*The VUR value calculated for an aggregate segment (cluster) is applied to all the fleet segments
in the cluster.

The Inactive Fleet Indicators
In 2022, 4 vessel length classes had inactive vessels (VL0010, VL1218, VL1824 and VL2440).

The Portuguese inactive fleet accounted for 4.1% of the total number of vessels, 1.9% of the total
GT and 1.5% of the total kW. At the North Atlantic fleet level, inactive vessels accounted for less
than 20% of the fleet in all 3 categories (#, GT and kW), and thus, were in balance.

All 4 segments were in balance (<20%) and displayed no clear trend for all vessel numbers (#),
kW and GT apart from one segment showing improved trend.
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Svynthesis of indicators and trends (Madeira)

The status of each indicator as computed by the EWG with respect to the criteria given in the
Commission Guidelines is illustrated in the table below.

Table 3.3.2.1. Balance capacity indicators for Portuguese OMR Madeira.
Status Trend
in balance insuffiently profitable improving nullfflat trend
out ofbalance bordeline insufficient data deteriorating -no clear trend insufficient data

Economic indicators Biological indicators and Technical indicators

Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022

R/BER  RoFTA ne R/BER  ROFTA NP Vessel |No of
OMR Fleet segment No of vessels | &%/ © margin CR/ © margin Fishing tech |length [vessels

PRT NAO HOK0010 P2 * 50 HOK VL0010 50
|HOK VL1012

HOK VL1218 15

PRT NAO HOK1012 P2 6

PRT NAO HOK1218 P2 15

Madeira  |PRT NAO HOK1824 P2 HOK VL1824

PRT NAO HOK2440 P2 HOK VL2440

PRT NAO MGP0010 P2 MGP VL0010

PRT NAO MGP1824 P2 * MGP VL1824

Note 1: Member States may report economic data for a combination of fleet segments. Such a combination is referred to as a cluster and is
indicated in the table with a *. For such clusters, the status of the economic indicators (Rol/RoFTA and CR/BER) are reported for the entire cluster
and not for the individual fleet segments that make up the cluster. In such cases, indicator status for the cluster is shown against the main fleet
segment in the cluster.

Note 2: The numbers in the column for the SAR indicator denote the number of stocks exploited by the fleet segment that were identified in the
landings as stocks at risk.

Sources: 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call; Stock assessment results from all relevant Regional
Fisheries Organisations where EU fleets have an interest; IFREMER (French national assessments) for
stocks in the French Outermost regions; CITES species list; IUCN Red List. *based on provisional data.

Azores

In the Azores fleet, there were 15 fleet segments in 2021, of which 10 were active. Landings data
was provided for 9 active segments and there is one aggregated fleet segment.

Sustainable harvest indicator (SHI)

Out of fleet segments active in 2022 landings in value have been provided aggregated in 10 fleet
segments and SHI indicator values were available for 9.

According to the criteria in the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines, the SHI indicator values for 7
fleet segments cannot be used meaningfully to assess the balance or imbalance because the
indicator values are based on stocks that comprise less than 40% of the total value of landings by
those fleet segments.

The EWG notes that for the 2 fleet segments for which the SHI indicator may be considered
meaningful to assess balance or imbalance, accounted for 43% of the total value of the landings in
2021 provided by MS, and were as follows:

e 0 fleet segments may not be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
o 2 fleet segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities.

Stocks at Risk Indicator (SAR)
SAR indicator was available for 9 active fleet segments in 2022

According to the criteria in the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines, EWG 17-08 notes that the 2021
SAR indicator values indicate:

e 7 fleet segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
o 2 fleet segment with 1 SAR stock may not be in balance with their fishing opportunities.
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Number of Overharvested Stocks (NOS)

The number of fleet segments and the number of stocks classified as overharvested (NOS)
expressed as a proportion (%) of the total number of stocks exploited by such fleet segments are
given in the table below.

Proportion of NOS 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 9

Economic Dependency Indicator (EDI)

The numbers of segments corresponding to varying levels of economic dependency (EDI) values
are shown in the table below. Fleet segments reported are those for which F/Fusy is calculated
and landings are available.

EDI values 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 2

Return on Investment (Rol) and/or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA)

Rol was not calculated.
RoOFTA was calculated for 9 segments:

e 7 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,

e 2 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 9 segments:

e 7 segments displayed an increasing trend,
e 2 segments displayed a decreasing trend.

Ratio between Current Revenue and Break-Even Revenue (CR/BER)

CR/BER was calculated for 9 segments:

e 8 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,

e 1 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 9 segments:

e 7segments displayed an increasing trend,
e 2 segments displayed a decreasing trend,
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The Vessel Use Indicator (VUR) and/or Vessel Use Indicator 220 (VUR220)

The data required to calculate VUR (i.e., maximum days-at-sea) were provided by the MS and
thus, VUR220 is not analysed here.

VUR was calculated for 10 segments:

e 7 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,
e 3 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 10 segments, all of them with a no clear trend.

*The VUR value calculated for an aggregate segment (cluster) is applied to all the fleet segments
in the cluster.

The Inactive Fleet Indicators

In 2022, 5 vessel length classes had inactive vessels (VL0010, VL1012, VL1218, VL1824 and
VL2440).

The Portuguese inactive fleet accounted for 2.81% of the total number of vessels, 2.67% of the
total GT and 3.97% of the total kW. At the North Atlantic fleet level, inactive vessels accounted for
less than 20% of the fleet in all 3 categories (#, GT and kW), and thus, were in balance.

All'5 segments were in balance (<20%) and displayed no clear trend apart one with deteriorating
trend in kW.

Svynthesis of indicators and trends (Azores)

The status of each indicator as computed by the EWG with respect to the criteria given in the
Commission Guidelines is illustrated in the table below.
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Table 3.3.2.2. Balance capacity indicators for Portuguese OMR Azores.

Status Trend

in balance insuffiently profitable improving nullfflat trend

out ofbalance bordeline insufficient data deteriorating

no clear trend insufficient data

Economic indicators Biological and technical indicators

Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022

NP Vessel |No of

OMR Fleet segment Noofvessels | CR/BER | ROFTA in |NVA/FTE| CR/BER  RoFTA  NP/CR  NVA/FTE ;o\ vech [length |vessels

SHI

PRT NAO DFN0010 P3 VL0010

PRT NAO HOK0010 P3 VL0010 292

PRT NAO HOK1012 P3 VL1012

PRT NAO HOK1218 P3 VL1218

VL1824
Azores PRT NAO HOK2440 P3 *

VL2440

PRT NAO PGP0010 P3 * VL0010

PRT NAO PS 0010 P3 VL0010

PRT NAO PS 1012 P3 * VL1012

PRT NAO PS 1218 P3

VL1218

Note 1: Member States may report economic data for a combination of fleet segments. Such a combination is referred to as a cluster and is
indicated in the table with a *. For such clusters, the status of the economic indicators (Rol/RoFTA and CR/BER) are reported for the entire cluster
and not for the individual fleet segments that make up the cluster. In such cases, indicator status for the cluster is shown against the main fleet
segment in the cluster. Sometimes a segment denoted with * no longer contains more than one segment. In such cases the * is retained to be
consistent with segment nomenclature.

Note 2: The numbers in the column for the SAR indicator denote the number of stocks exploited by the fleet segment that were identified in the
landings as stocks at risk.

Sources: 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call; Stock assessment results from all relevant Regional
Fisheries Organisations where EU fleets have an interest; IFREMER (French national assessments) for
stocks in the French Outermost regions; CITES species list; IUCN Red List. *based on provisional data.

Comparison of indicator values

Indicator values computed by the EWG 24-17 and those in the fleet report submitted by 31 May
2024 are compared below.

The number of active vessels almost matches the data used by the WG and the results presented
in the MS report. Madeira has one additional active vessel in the MS report.

SHI indicator comparisons

In the Member State report, SHI values have been presented for the Madeiran and Azores fleets.
No information was available for the Azores fleet segment HOK VL1824,

In its national fleet report the values used for SHI calculation for Madeira include results of stocks
assessed by ICCAT for Tunas and four nationally-assessed stocks (see table below).
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Table 3.3.2.3. F/Fusy values for some species fished in Madeira.

Tabela 22 - Fonte dos dados utilizados em cada espécie

Fonte dos dados

Espécies com avaliagdo

F/Fmsy*

Sousa et al,, in prep
ICCAT
Henriques et al., 2011; Henrigues et al, 2010
Delgado et al., in prep
ICCAT
ICCAT
ICCAT
ICCAT

Vasconcelos ef al, 2018

ICCAT

Aphanopus spp
Katsuwonus pelamis
Patella spp**
Scomber colias
Thunnus alalunga
Thunnus albacares
Thunnus obesus
Thunnus thynnus

Trachurus picturatus

Xiphias gladius

0,88
0,63
0,24
3,05
0,62
0,96
1
0,81
32

0,8

* ou valor aproximado Fpa,0u Fgy
** média das duas espécies

Source: ICCAT.

During the EWG-24-13 preliminary WG, we had a discussion on the four national values and
decided not to use the F/Fusy values for Patella spp and Trachurus picturatus because they were
derived from stock assessments undertaken more than 5 years ago consistent with the rule
adopted by the STECF In the present report, only stocks assessments undertaken between and
including the years 2019 to 2024 are used to derive estimates of F/Fusy. Hence the SHI values
computed by the expert group were derived using the ICCAT assessments for tunas and the
stocks in the table below from national assessments.

Table 3.3.2.4. F/Fusy values for BOX, BSF, APH and MAS in Madeira.

Stock code Species code FAO Area F/Fmsy
aph-p2 BOX/BSF/ 34.1.2 0.88
APH

mas-p2 MAS 34.1.2 3.05 Consider
scomber colias
= scomber
japonicus =
Chub mackerel
= Maquereau
espagnol

Sources: ICCAT and national assessments.

Any difference in the SHI values computed by the expert group and those in the Portuguese fleet
report could be explained by the different input data used.

As for the Azores fleet, there is only one segment for which the indicator is available in the MS
report while there are two of them in the EWG 24-17, both (HOK VL1218 and HOK VL2440) in
balance.

50



SAR indicator comparisons

In the Member State report, SAR values have been presented for the Madeiran and Azores fleets.
No information was available for the Azores fleet segment HOK VL1824,

The conclusions of the comparison of SAR results vary depending on the OMR. The MS
presented similar results for Madeira, while the results for the Azores were different. All
discrepancies depend on the consideration of the bigeye tuna (BET) as a SAR stock.The Member
State provided SAR values for 5 Madeira fleet segments, 4 of them matching those of the EWG
and MGP VL1824 was considered to target 2 SARs, while EWG 24-17 did not consider any.

For the Azores fleet, only Beryx spp. are considered as stock at high biological risk by the MS, not
accounting the 10% of the total catch in any of the segments. However, according to EWG 24-17
there are two segments (HOK VL1218 and HOK VL2440) with one SAR.

Economic indicator comparisons

In the Portuguese annual fleet report, the CR/BER-values have been provided for the reference
years 2018-2023 for 5 segments in Madeira and 9 in Azores. There were 7 segments estimated by
the EWG 23-13 for Madeira (2 segments more than in the MS Fleet report: HOK VL1012, and
HOKVL 1824).

A comparison between indicator values in MS Fleet report and data estimated by EWG 24-17
showed small discrepancies in values, but these differences have no effect on the balance
assessment.

In the Portuguese annual fleet report, the RoOFTA -values have been provided for the reference
years 2018-2023 for 5 segments in Madeira and 9 in Azores. There were 7 segments estimated by
the EWG 23-13 for Madeira (2 segments more than in the MS Fleet report: HOK VL1012, and
HOKVL 1824).

A comparison between indicator values in MS Fleet report and data estimated by EWG 24-17
showed small discrepancies in values, but these differences have no effect on the balance
assessment except for the Azores PS VL1218 segment, which is out of balance according to the
EWG 24-17 indicators and balanced according to the MS report.

The vessel utilization indicator

In the Portuguese annual fleet report the VUR values have been provided for the reference years
2018-2023 for 5 segments in Madeira and 9 segments in Azores. The VUR was based on
maximum observed days at sea in each fleet segment. Hence VUR200 is not considered here.

Discrepancies are detected for nearly all segments that could be compared between the EWG 24-
17 and the MS Fleet Report. EWG 24-17 notes that the maximum days at sea used in the MS fleet
report is different to those used by the EWG.

According to EWG 24-17 4 segments are out of balance while MS reported 8. In the case of
Madeira, the results are similar, with the exception of HOK VL0010, the segment with more
vessels in the region, which is in balance according to the MS but out of balance according to the
EWG. As for Azores the situation is the opposite, there are only 3 segments whose conclusions
coincide with those of the EWG. However, 80% of Azores active fleet is in those 3 segments.
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Assessment of fleet report

The fleet report submitted in 2024 provides indicator values separately by fleet segment based on
DCF information and for the majority of the indicators specified in the Commission guidelines
(COM (2014) 545). Fleet segments that are assessed by the Member State to be "out of balance”
with their fishing opportunities are clearly identified in the fleet report. An action plan for fleet
segments assessed by the Member State to be "out of balance" is included in the fleet report.

The MS fleet report indicates that in 2022, 534 vessels (almost 50% of the vessels in the fleet) did
not carry out any activity.

The MS reports that the VUR is not the most appropriate indicator for assessing vessel activity
and it is not possible to draw reliable conclusions on overcapacity in the fleet using the VUR.
Discrepancies have been found for several segments because the variable “maxseadays” in the
MS report is not the same as the one for the EWG.

In the fleet report, biological sustainability indicators were calculated adding national assessment
for 4 species, 2 of which were not being considered in the EWG 24-17. This may have caused
differences in the number of segments evaluated.

According to the economic indicators, most fleet segments performed well. Two segments have
presented low or negative returns in recent years and one additional segment has shown poor
long-term profitability.

Based on the combined analysis of the results of vessel use, biological sustainability and
economic indicators, the MS concludes in the Fleet Report that the Portuguese fleet is more or
less in balance with its fishing opportunities in the case of all fleet segments.

Discrepancies in previous fleet reports

Unlike the fleet report for 2021 (submitted in 2022), the Portuguese report for 2022 (submitted in
2023) presented an analysis of SHI for most of Madeira and Azores segments. SAR was also
presented for both Madeira and Azores.

CR/BER, ROFTA was very similar and VUR showed discrepancies in values.

Structural overcapacity and profitability

In the absence of an agreed definition for structural overcapacity, the EWG has interpreted this to
mean whether fleet segments are out of balance with fishing opportunities.

The fleet report also estimates the economic results of the fleet segments for 2022. Most fleet
segments performed well and were indicated to be in balance.

Overview of action plan

An action plan is presented for Madeira set out in the 2023 report on the Portuguese fishing fleet
for an adjustment (reduction in capacity) of the fishing fleet MGP VL1824 segment.

The action plan provides a reduction of the seine fleet through the permanent cessation of the
activity of some of these vessels. The focus will be on older vessels.

The measure started in 2023 and it is planned to complete the decommissioning process by the
end of 2025.

Not action plan is presented for Azores as any fleet segment does not represent a structural
imbalance
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EWG 24-17 considers that the measures in the action plan may contribute to reducing the
perceived imbalance in the fleet segments concerned.

Adjustment targets and tools

The action plan for Madeira seems targeted to specific out-of-balance fleets and provide clear
adjustment targets and tools.

In the action plan, a need for adjusting the fleet’s capacity is considered, the aim of implementing
measures for the permanent cessation of activity is presented and a timetable defining the
completion of decommissioning by the end 2025. The plan targets the MGP segment 18-24
meters and relates to 3 vessels.

No action plan is presented for HOK VL2440 tuna segment, which has negative profitability over
the last three years.

Number of vessels
The action plan submitted by the MS concerns a total of 3 vessels.

53



3.3.3 Spain (ES)
Overview of indicator findings

There were 16 fleet segments in the Spanish OMRs in 2022, of which 12 were active fleet
segments. Indicator results are presented below OMR.

Canary Islands

In the Spanish OMR fleet which forms part of the fleet fishing in the North Atlantic Ocean (NAO,

FAO AREA 27), there were 16 fleet segments in 2022, of which 12 were active. Of the 12 active
segments, landings data were provided for 10 segments and economic data for 6 clustered fleet
segments.

Sustainable harvest indicator (SHI)

Out of 12 fleet segments active in 2022, SHI indicator values were available for 10.

According to the criteria in the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines, the SHI indicator values for 4
fleet segments cannot be used meaningfully to assess the balance or imbalance because the
indicator values are based on stocks that comprise less than 40% of the total value of landings by
those fleet segments.

The EWG notes that for the 6 fleet segments for which the SHI indicator may be considered
meaningful to assess balance or imbalance, accounted for 54% of the total value of the landings in
2022 provided by MS in the region, and were as follows:

e 0 fleet segments may not be in balance with their fishing opportunities;
e 6 fleet segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 6 fleet segments:

e 6 segments displayed no clear trend.

Stocks at Risk Indicator (SAR)

SAR indicator was available for all the 12 active fleet segments in 2022. According to the criteria in
the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines, EWG 17-08 notes that the 2022 SAR indicator values
indicate:

SAR indicator was available for 12 active fleet segments in 2022 of which

e 4 fleet segments may be in balance with their fishing opportunities;

o 38 fleet segments may be out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
e 1 segment with 2 stocks-at-risk,

e 7 segments with 1 stocks-at-risk,
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Number of Overharvested Stocks (NOS)

The number of fleet segments and the number of stocks classified as overharvested (NOS)
expressed as a proportion (%) of the total number of stocks exploited by such fleet segments are
given in the table below.

Proportion of NOS 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 1

Economic Dependency Indicator (EDI)

The numbers of segments corresponding to varying levels of economic dependency (EDI) values
are shown in the table below. Fleet segments reported are those for which F/Fusy is calculated
and landings are available.

EDI values 0-25% 25-50% | 50-75% | 75-100%

N of fleet segments 10

Return on Investment (Rol) and/or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA)

Rol was not calculated.
RoFTA was calculated for 6 clustered segments:

e 4 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,

e 2 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 6 segments:

e 3 segments displayed an increasing trend,
e 3 segments displayed a decreasing trend.

Ratio between Current Revenue and Break-Even Revenue (CR/BER)

CR/BER was calculated for 6 clustered segments:

e 4 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,

e 2 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.
Trends could be calculated for 6 segments:

e 3 segments displayed an increasing trend,
e 3 segments displayed a decreasing trend,
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The Vessel Use Indicator (VUR) and/or Vessel Use Indicator 220 (VUR220)

The data required to calculate VUR (i.e., maximum days-at-sea) were provided by the MS and
thus, VUR220 is not analysed here.

VUR was calculated for 12 segments:

e 9 segments were in balance with their fishing opportunities,
e 3 segments were out of balance with their fishing opportunities.

Trends could be calculated for 11 segments:

e 8 segments displayed no clear trend,
e 3 segments displayed a trend.

The Inactive Fleet Indicators
In 2022, 2 vessel length classes had inactive vessels (VL0010, VL1012)

Inactive vessels accounted for 1.8% of the total number of vessels in the Canary Islands’ fleet,
0.2% of the total GT and 0.5% of the total kW.

Both segments were in balance (<20%) and displayed decreasing trend for vessel numbers (#),
kW and GT.

Synthesis of indicators and trends (Spanish OMRS)

The status of each indicator as computed by the EWG with respect to the criteria given in the
Commission Guidelines is illustrated in the table below.
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Table 3.3.3.1. Balance capacity indicators for Spanish OMR.

Status Trend

in balance insuffiently profitable improving nullfflat trend

out ofbalance bordeline insufficient data deteriorating no clear trend insufficient data

Economic indicators Biological and technical indicators
Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022 Status 2022 Trends 2018-2022
No of NP Fishing [Vessel No of
OMR Fleet segment vessels | CR/BER | RoFTA U0 |NVA/FTE| CR/BER  RoFTA  NP/CR NVA/FTE|,. |, length | vessels | SAR SHI EDI VUR SHI EDI VUR
vi0010 1

ESP NAO FPO1012 IC * 16 VL1012 8

VL1218 7

VL0010 9
ESP NAO HOK1012 IC * 48

VL1012 39

Canary ESP NAO HOK1218 IC 34
Islands

VL1218 34

VL1824 7
ESP NAO HOK2440 IC * 23

VL2440 16

VL0010 434
ESP NAO PMP0010 IC * 437

VL1012 3

VL1012 2
ESP NAO PS 1218 1C* 11

VL1218 9

Note 1: Member States may report economic data for a combination of fleet segments. Such a combination is referred to as a cluster and is
indicated in the table with a *. For such clusters, the status of the economic indicators (Rol/RoFTA and CR/BER) are reported for the entire cluster
and not for the individual fleet segments that make up the cluster. In such cases, indicator status for the cluster is shown against the main fleet
segment in the cluster.

Note 2: The numbers in the column for the SAR indicator denote the number of stocks exploited by the fleet segment that were identified in the
landings as stocks at risk.

Sources: 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call; Stock assessment results from all relevant Regional
Fisheries Organisations where EU fleets have an interest; IFREMER (French national assessments) for
stocks in the French Outermost regions; CITES species list; IUCN Red List. *based on provisional data.

Status and trends for the Spanish fleet in OMRs

Based on the indicator values for 2022 and trends over 2018-2022 and according to the criteria in
the Commission guidelines, for the majority of Canary Islands’ fleet segments, the biological
indicator SAR shows imbalance. The biological indicator SHI could not be estimated for all
segments, however for those fleets where sufficient information was available, approximately 66%
of the active segments were in balance. While the economic indicators characterise a profitable
fishery for 4 fleet segments, a decreasing trend in indicator values was observed for 2 fleet
segments.

Comparison of indicator values

The biological and technical balance indicators provided in the MS’ fleet report and used by in their
assessment of balance were able to be compared.

It was therefore, possible to undertake a comparison between the biological indicator values by
DCF segment computed by the EWG and equivalent values given in the Spanish annual report. A
second comparison was also carried out for economic indicators.

The outcome of each of the above comparisons is described below.

SHI indicator comparisons

The Spanish fleet report, was used to compare the SHI indicator values in the fleet report with
those calculated by the EWG. The SHI indicator values are the same in the majority of cases.

The EWG notes that there are generally only minor differences in the two sets of SHI values.
There are some differences that are most likely due to factors concerned with the use of different
input data; (i) the reference year of the assessment. Such slight differences do not affect the
balance status of the SHI, which are the same in both datasets.
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SAR indicator comparisons

The Spanish fleet report presents the values for SAR for all fleet segments in OMR territories and
the calculation results were similar to the one made by the EWG 24-17.

MS also presented SAR values in term of percentage of total catch of the stock and percentage of
catch of the fleet segment. This approach seems to consider a stock at risk only if both conditions
are met, which is not in line with the guidelines. As a consequence of this interpretation, together
with the absence of information on the total international catch of some wildly distributed or “out
of EU-shared” stocks, the Spanish fleet report does not report any fleet segments as imbalanced
with respect to their SAR values.

The latter comment above, is a well-known bias of the SAR indicator. However, the justification
provided by the MS for not considering the SAR indicator for relevant fleet segments i.e. “as the
segment’s catches of stocks considered to be at risk are very low in relation to its overall catches,
it can be concluded that it is not dependent on the exploitation of these stocks” cannot be
supported. The SAR indicator does not relate to the dependency of a fleet on catches from a stock
(such dependency is indicated by the SHI and the EDI), it identifies the number of stocks at risk
that are exploited by the fleet segment, but not the extent to which they do so. The SAR indicator
also contains other information such as whether it is derived using both criteria (10% of the stock
or 10% of the catches).

Economic indicator comparisons

The comparison between estimated values for EWG and information provided in the Spanish fleet
report was carried out for economic indicators RoOFTA and CR/BER.

EWG notes that the CR/BER and RoOFTA values reported in the MS annual fleet report and those
estimated in the framework of EWG 24-17 are very similar. The limited comparison undertaken,
may imply that the two datasets are similar in their entirety, although a thorough comparison would
need to be undertaken to confirm whether that is the case. Due to time constraint during the EWG
24-17 of these discrepancies a complete comparison could not be carried out.

The vessel utilization indicator

Comparison of the VUR data reported in the MS annual fleet report and those estimated in the
framework of EWG 24-17 revealed discrepancies in indicator values.

Although MS used an alternative approach to measure the ratio between the maximum potential
effort of the fleet and its actual effort (based on days at sea using the FecR algorithm for fishing
effort calculation) ; results were similar with regular VUR calculation from EWG 2417 leading in 3
fleet segments of 12 reported the MS and the EWG calculated to be out of balance : NOA HOK
1012 IC, NOA HOK 1218 IC and NOA PMP 0010 IC related to their VUR values.

However MS calculated different values for VUR 2020 than those computed the EWG 2417.In the
Spanish fleet report he following fleet segment values were lower and the segment was assessed
as imbalanced: NOA FPO 1012 IC, NOA FPO 1218 IC, NOA HOK 0010 IC, NOA HOK 1012 IC,
NOA PMP 1012 IC, NOA PS 1012 IC, NOA PS 1218 IC.

Due to time constraint during the EWG 24-17 of these discrepancies a complete comparison could
not be carried out.

58



Assessment of fleet report

The indicator values calculated by Spain are based on data for the years 2018 — 2022. The SHI,
SAR, CR/BER, RoFTa have been computed in line with the Commission guidelines
COM(2014)545, and the updated with the 2024 guideline for vessels bellow 12m in OMR.

The EWG notes that the MS has assessed only 2 segments (NOA HOK1824 IC and NOA
HOK2440 IC*) to be out of balance solely on the basis that the economic indicators have been
unfavourable over the most recent 6-year period. Other indicators have not been considered.

For the fleets encountering imbalanced biological indicator imbalance (SHI or SAR), the fleet
report provides various arguments why these segments are not considered as imbalanced by the
MS.

The NAO HOK 1012IC is highlighted by the MS for which the SAR indicator shows imbalance and
the SHI value close to 1.0, primarily due to catches of Bigeye Tuna. The MS report states that that
there is no overfishing of this species. However, the EWG highlights that the most recent ICCAT
assessment (2021) considered that Atlantic Bigeye tuna (BET) is overfished and overfishing is
taking place (F>Fwmsy, SSB<Bwmsy). The EWG highlights the need to carefully follow this segment
as the Bigeye catches are representing almost one third of the segment catches.

Discrepancies in previous fleet reports
Discrepancies identified by the EWG 23-13 have been adequately addressed.

Structural overcapacity and profitability

In the absence of an agreed definition for structural overcapacity, the EWG has interpreted this to
mean whether fleet segments are out of balance with fishing opportunities.

According to this interpretation, structural overcapacity was identified in 3 fleet segments.

The overall economic outlook for the entire Spanish fishing fleet, based on EWG 24-17 economic
indicator values, shows positive long-term profitability, with an unclear trend while considering
VUR 220 values for 6 of the fleet segments (which represented half of the number of Spanish
OMR fleet segment). Of the 6 clustered segments for which economic indicators are available, 2
clusters (NAO FPO 1012 IC* and NAO HOK 2440 IC*) are indicated to be out of balance. These 2
segments account for 8% of all OMR active vessels. Of the segments exhibiting economic
imbalance, the segment NAO HOK 2440 IC- has the highest number of vessels (23) but is
showing increasing trend for their economic indicators.

Overview of action plan

The action plan 2023-25 relates to 2 fleet segments (NAO FPO 1012 IC* and NAO HOK 2440 IC¥)
assessed to be out of balance according to economic indicator values and includes the following
measures aimed at improving their economic performance:
¢ Mechanism for optimising the bigeye tuna (Thunnus obesus) quota, by allowing quota
transfers between authorised vessels.
e State aid for diesel consumption aiming to lessen the impact of fuel rises.
e Support to cover additional costs of production costs.
e Support to compensate for the additional costs incurred by certain fishery and aquaculture
producers in the Canary Islands promoting Canary Islands’ fishery products from both
industrial and small-scale fisheries on the Canary Islands and elsewhere.
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The Spanish plan also includes promotion measures such as the program “Let us enjoy the vast
choice of seafood and recipes this country has to offer’

As Spain does not consider that Atlantic Bigeye tuna is overfished, and considers the segment
(NAO HOK 1012IC) to be in balance, there are no measure in the action plan to address the
impact of Bigeye tuna catches on the stock.

Some generic actions from International organisation are mentioned in the Spanish report and are
linked to biological issues and OMR territories such as:

e Multi-annual tropical tuna conservation and management programme (ICCAT) with
objective of reducing current mortality levels for tropical (bigeye) tuna and juvenile catches

e Multi annual management plan for bluefin tuna in the eastern Atlantic and the
Mediterranean (ICCAT) which once the stock has recovered, is planning to established a
management plan to maintain BFT biomass at a level commensurate with maximum
sustainable yield.

Finally the two actions are mentioned for improvement of data collection in the outermost regions
two actions are mentioned:

e improvement of biological and economic data collection, in particular through partnerships
between scientists and fishermen.

e call for the European guidelines to be developed so that they take into account
assessments of data-limited stocks in SHI indicator calculations. Deploy RFMOs to carry
out international assessments on key shared stocks.

Adjustment targets and tools

The most recent action plan relates to the years 2023-2025 and includes 2 OMR feet segments
(NAO HOK 1824 IC, NAO HOK 2440*IC ) that were already present in the previous action plan
due to their economic imbalanced situation. Nevertheless the indicator values have remained
unfavourable for NAO HOK 2440*IC whereas NAO HOK 1824 IC may show improvements for
CR/BER and ROFTA values in 2022.

Objectives of the plan remains the same: increase the value of economic indicators (CR/BER>=1
and ROFTA positive and above long-term interest rates (TRP)), the measures on quotas transfer
for Atlantic Bigeye Tuna, and compensation costs for Canaria was added late in 2023

The measure “lowering the SHI to or below 1” added in 2023 is not present anymore.

While the action plan has a clear time-frame (2023-2025), the objectives are not specific or
quantifiable and the measures of financial support are not quantified.
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4 TASK 3- FLEET SEGMENTS IN THE OUTERMOST REGIONS THAT ARE INDICATED TO BE OUT OF
BALANCE.

4.1 Introduction
EWG 24-17 was requested to respond to the following ToR:

“3.The Expert group is requested to list for the Outermost Regions of France (Reunion, French
Guiana, Martinique, Guadeloupe, Saint-Martin and Mayotte), Portugal (Madeira and Azores) and
Spain (Canary Islands), those fleet segments that according to the most updated set of data (2019
or later if available) for either the biological, economic or technical indicators in the Commission
Guidelines 2014 and 2024, as computed by the STECF, were indicated to be out of balance with
their fishing opportunities. The list should contain information on the fish stocks on which such
segments rely and the fishing area to which such segments are attributed. Separate lists should
be provided for each indicator. The fish stocks on which a fleet segment is reliant shall be
determined by ranking the landings from all stocks caught by that fleet segment in descending
order in terms of landings value and listing those stocks that account for at least 75% of the total
value of the landings by that fleet segment. The Expert group is furthermore requested to provide
a list of the fleet segments for which information available does not allow to calculate the above
indicators and to indicate for which indicators what kind of information was not available.”

Since 2019 (STECF 19-13) MS fleets from the OMRs could be distinguished from their mainland
fleets by the introduction of geographical indicator (Geo-indicator) in the DCF fleet economic data
call. For Spain and France consistent historical data for OMR regions only can be obtained from
2017 (five years of time series). Furthermore, as explained in the sections below, there are
shortages of data and information on the fleets and fisheries in the OMRs.

In response to the request to identify fleet segments that are imbalanced according to the
biological, economic or technical indicators, the EWG has listed segments where imbalance is
indicated by at least one indicator value. However, the EWG notes that the assessment whether a
fleet segment is in or out of balance should be made using a combination of indicators and their
trends over several years. Hence it cannot be concluded that the fleet segments listed in the
sections below are imbalanced, just that the computed value for 2022 for at least one indicator are
indicated to be imbalanced according to the criteria in the Commission guidelines.

4.2 OMR fleets at a glance

The EU OMR fleet totaled 3 773 vessels in 2022, which 69% refers to active vessels, and 31%
inactive vessels. The French OMR fleet was the most numerous, accounting for 52% of all
reported vessels. The Portuguese and Spanish fleets represented 29% and 19%, respectively.
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Figure 4.2.1. Number of active and inactive vessels in the OMRs.
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Sources: own elaborations and 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call.

Martinique, with 819 vessels, was the largest OMR fleet (by number), followed by Canary Islands
(723), Azores (704), Guadeloupe (610), Madeira (402) La Reunion (219), French Guiana (157)
and Mayotte (139).

Guadeloupe is the OMR with the lowest number of inactive vessels (18%), in contrast to Madeira
with 77.6%.

Figure 4.2.2. Gross tonnage (GT) of active and inactive vessels in the OMRs.
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Sources: Own elaborations and 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call.

In 2022, on average, 34% of the total OMR fleet Gross Tonnage (GT) belong to inactive vessels.
The Reunion and Canary Islands registered 8.7% and 10.9% of the total GT in inactive vessels. In
the opposite way, Mayote registered a total of 177 active GT, which reveals the small fleet size.
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Figure 4.2.3. Engine power (KW) of the OMRs.
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Sources: Own elaborations and 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call.

In terms of engine power, it is possible to observe that, on average, approximately 24% of the total
engine power belongs to vessels were inactive in 2022.The situation is significantly different from
region to region, with Mayote registering 63% of inactive KW and the Canary Islands 13%.

Figure 4.2.4. OMR Effort.
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Sources: Own elaborations and 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call.

The OMR fleet spent 190 thousand days at sea in 2022, to land approximately 33.5 thousand tons
of seafood, valued in EUR 155 million.
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Figure 4.2.4. Most representative species.
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Tuna species represent a significant part of the landings with Bigeye tuna, Yellowfin tuna, Skipjack
tuna and Atlantic bluefin tuna, accounting approximately 27% of the total value of outermost
regions landings.

The Azores, Canary Islands and Guadeloupe fleets were the most important in terms of landing
value (with landed value of 29.0%, 20.1% and 14.6% respectively), followed by Reunion (10.5%),
Madeira (8.2%), Martinique (7.7%), French Guiana (5.5%) and Mayotte (4.4%).

The 2024 Annual Economic Report will provide more details on the OMR fleets and their economic
performance.

4.3 French Outermost Regions

The data provided for the five French OMRs (Saint Martin did not present any fleet segment), uses
the geographical indicator to distinguish the OMR fleets and the balance indicators associated with
those fleets. The EWG 24-17 was able to compute indicator values for most of the balance
indicators and assess their status according to the criteria in COM (2014) 545 and COM (2024)
223 (see Table 4.3.1).



Table 4.3.1. List of Fleet Segments in French Outermost Regions and status with respect to available
balance indicators computed by the EWG for the year 2022. The status of each indicator is shown with
respect to the criteria given in the Commission Guidelines COM (2014) 545 and COM (2024) 223.

- in balance - out ofbalance

bordeline

insuffiently profitable

Economic indicators

insufficient data

Biological indicators and Technical indicators

Satus 2022 Satus 2022
Heet segment/ Nb of . Nb of
OMR d CR/ BER| RoFTA [NPmargin| NVA FTE Heet segment SAR SHI EDI VUR VUR90
clustered segment | vessels vessels
FRAOFRDANO010 GF A* 19 FRAOFRDANVL0010 GF 19
FRAOFRDFNO010 GF L* 16 FRAOFRDFNVL0010 GF 16
French Guiana] FRAOFRDFN1012 GF A* 51 FRAOFRDANVL1012 GF 51
FRAOFRDFN1012 GF L* 12 |FRAOFRDFNVI_1012 GF 12
FRAOFRDTS1824 GFL* 7 FRAOFRDTSVL1824 GF 7
FRAOFRDRNVL0010 GP 34
FRAOFRDFNO010 GP A* 35
FRAOFRPGO VL0010 GP 1
FRAOFRDRNVL0010 GP 41
FRAOFRDNO010 GP L* 48 FRAOFRDANVL1012 GP 2
FRAOFRPGO VL0010 GP 5
FRAOFRAPO L0010 GP 37
FRAOFRFAPO0010 GP A* 40
FRAOFRFPO L1012 GP 3
FRAOFRFAPO0010 GP L* 62 |FPAOFRFPOVL0010 GP 62
Guadeloupe FRAOFRHOK VL0010 GP 39
FRAOFRHOK0010 GP A* 41
FRAOFRHOK VL1012 GP 2
FRAOFRHOK VL0010 GP 68
FRAOFRHOK0010 GP L* 76
FRAOFRHOK VL1012 GP 8
FRAOFRPGP0010 GP A* 97 FRAOFRPGP\L0010 GP 97
FRAOFRPGP\L0010 GP 79
FRAOFRPGP0010 GP L* 81
FRAOFRPGP\L1012 GP 2
FRAOFRPS0010 GP A 11 FRAOFRPSVL0010 GP 11
FRAOFRPS0010 GP L* 8 FRAOFRPSVL0010 GP 8
FRAOFRDAN0010 MQ 54 FRAOFRDFN VL0010 MQ 54
FRAOFRFPO0010 MQ 132 FRAOFRFPO VL0010 MQ 132
FRAOFRHOK0010 MQ 117 FRAOFRHOK VL0010 MQ 117
FRAOFRFPO L1218 MQ 1
FRAOFRFPO L1824 MQ 1
Martinique FRAOFRHOK VL1012 MQ 9
FRAOFRHOK VL1218 MQ 1
FRAOFRPGP0010 MQ* 272
FRAOFRPGO VL0010 MQ 13
FRAOFRPGP VL0010 MQ 242
FRAOFRPGP\WL1012 MQ 2
FRAOFRPSVL0010 MQ 3
FRAOFRDFN VL0010 RE 1
FRAOFRHOK VL0010 RE 134
FRAOFRHOK0010 RE* 147 FRAOFRHOK VL1012 RE 3
FRAOFRPGO VL0010 RE 6
LaRéunion FRAOFRPGP VL0010 RE 3
FRAOFRFPOL1824 RE 1
FRAOFRHOK VL1218 RE 16
FRAOFRHOK1218 RE* 21
FRAOFRHOK VL1824 RE 3
FRAOFRHOK VL2440 RE 1
FRAOFRDANLO010 YT 9
Mayotte  |FRAOFRHOK0010 YT* 92 FRAOFRHOK VL0010 YT 82
FRAOFRHOK VL1012 YT 1

Note 1: Member States may report economic data for a combination of fleet segments. Such a combination is referred to as a cluster and is

denoted by the main segment, in terms of number of vessels, in the cluster. In the table, clusters are indicated with a *. For such clusters, the status

of the economic indicators (Rol/RoFTA and CR/BER) are reported for the entire cluster and not for the individual fleet segments that make up the

cluster. In such cases, indicator status for the cluster is shown against the main fleet segment in the cluster. Numbers in the SAR indicator refer to

the number of SAR stocks caught by the fleet segment.

Note 2: The numbers in the column for the SAR indicator denote the number of stocks exploited by the fleet segment that were identified in the
landings as stocks at risk.
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Sources: 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call; French data from ad-hoc request (2025); Stock assessment
results from all relevant Regional Fisheries Organisations where EU fleets have an interest; IFREMER
(French national assessments) for stocks in the French Outermost regions; CITES species list; IUCN Red
List. *based on provisional data.

According STECF (EWG 24-17) data, 93% of segments provided SAR information for 2022, and
17 segments are out of balance (40% of the total assessed fleet segments).

Like the SAR indicator, VUR is available for almost all fleet segments. Segments FRA OFR
HOKO0010 RE * and FRA OFR HOKO0010 YT *each contain only one vessel, so no information was
provided.

Unlike the SAR, SHI and VUR indicators, values for economic indicators are given only for
clustered fleet segments and as in the previous reports, Rofta and CR/BER were not available for
the FRA OFR DTS1824 GF *.

Following a resubmission of the French data, the JRC computed the technical indicators VUR and
VUR90. For such indicators, most fleet segments (27 (VUR) and 22 (VUR90) out of 45 fleet
segments) are indicated to be imbalanced. Note that for there are 8 fleet segments which contain
only a single vessel. Hence for such segments, the VUR and VUR90 indicator values are
uninformative.

Main stocks on which fleet segments rely by region.

For each OMR and for those segments that are indicated to be out of balance, a list of the fish
stocks on which segments rely are described in the following sub-sections.

In each of the following OMR sections, two sets of data are tabulated:

An upper table, listing for each imbalanced segment, (i) the segment name, (ii) the indicator used
to identify the imbalance according to COM (2014) 545 and COM (2024) 223 (iii) the ranked value
of the landings of the main species caught by the segment by sea area.

A lower table listing for the SAR indicator, (i) the species contributing to the perceived imbalance
in the segment according to the indicator concerned over the most recent 5 years and for other
indicators (ii) the indicator values over the most recent 5 years.

FRENCH GUIANA

5 segments were studied: FRA OFR DFNO0010 GF A*, FRA OFR DFN0010 GF L*, FRA OFR
DFN1012 GF A*, FRA OFR DFN1012 GF L* and FRA OFR DTS1824 GF *.

Segment - FRA OFR DFN0010 GF A *
Imbalance indicators — SAR, Rofta

Species/area 4111 41.1.1-GF 31 31-GF Total %
Acoupa weakfish 356 805 € 78301 € 435106 € 40,6
Green weakfish 208 808 € 23011€ 231819¢€ 21,6
Crucifix sea catfish 103301 € 14 689 € 117990 € 11,0
Tripletail 99455 € 11974€ 111429¢€ 10,4

Most representative species in value of landings
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SAR

Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

eet.atl eet.atl eet.atl eet.atl
yna.wca | yna.wca | yna.wca | yna.wca

*eet = Atlantic goliath grouper, yna = Acoupa weakfish

DFN VL0010 eet.atl

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 the SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to the landings of Atlantic goliath
grouper and Acoupa weakfish. Acoupa weakfish represents the 40.6 % of the total value of the
landings.

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 2.15 1.05 0.75 1.18 1.05
Rofta 65.44 3.49 -15.34 23.5 -0.56

Historical indicators for the last five years

Only the Rofta was negative for 2022, the break-even revenue being still positive. These indicators
of economic performance do not consider operation subsidies (fuel and EMFAF compensation
plan).

The decrease in economic performance over the period may be partly explained by illegal fishing
(INN) of foreign vessel on the same fishing stocks in French Guiana EEZ.

Segment - FRA OFR DFN0010 GF L *
Imbalance indicators — SAR, VUR90, CR/BER, Rofta

Species/area 41.1.1 41.1.1-GF 31 31-GF Total %
Acoupa weakfish 112739 € 24741 € 137 480 € 32.8
Tripletail 65284 € 7 860 € 73144 € 17.5
Crucifix sea catfish 53186 € 7563 € 60 749 € 14.5
Green weakfish 37021 € 4080 € 41101 € 9.8
Jewfish 24223 € 9455 € 33678 € 8.1

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR

Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

DFN VL0010 cetatl | eetatl | oo an | cetatl
yna.wca yna.wca

*eet = Atlantic goliath grouper , yna = Acoupa weakfish

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 the SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to the landings of Atlantic goliath
grouper and Acoupa weakfish. Acoupa weakfish represents the 32.8 % of the total value of the
landings.
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2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
VURS0 0.57 0.61 0.61 0.64 0.61

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 1.06 0.87 0.45 0.70 0.75
Rofta 1.79 -8.81 -47.02 -15.43 -33.65

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022, mainly explained by the low activity of
this segment (L=Low active vessels). These indicators of economic performance do not consider
operation subsidies (fuel and EMFAF compensation plan).

The decrease in economic performance over the period may be partly explained by illegal fishing
(INN) of foreign vessels on the same fishing stocks in French Guiana EEZ.

Segment - FRA OFR DFN1012 GF A *
Imbalance indicators — SAR

Species/area 31 4111 41.1.1-GF 31-GF Total %
Acoupa weakfish 1052094€ 692238¢€ 1744332 € 48.6
Green weakfish 544 331€ 259404€ 803735¢€ 22.4
Crucifix sea catfish 75414€ 204889 € 280303 € 7.8
SAR

Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

ot | ot [ymawca | oett

*eet = Atlantic goliath grouper, yna = Acoupa weakfish

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 the SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to the landings of Atlantic goliath
grouper and Acoupa weakfish. Acoupa weakfish represents the 48.6% of the total value of the
landings.

Segment - FRA OFR DFN1012 GF L*
Imbalance indicators — SAR, VUR90, CR/BER, Rofta

Species/area 31 41.1.1 41.1.1-GF 31-GF Total %
Acoupa weakfish 44112 € 29024 € 73136 € 46.6
Green weakfish 23320€ 11113¢€ 34433 € 22.0
Crucifix sea catfish 3808 € 10344 € 14152 € 9.0
SAR

Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

DFN VL1012 yha.wca | yna.wca | yna.wca | yna.wca

*yna = Acoupa weakfish
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With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 the SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to the landings of Acoupa
weakfish, which represents the 46.6% of the total value of the landings.

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

lvuroo | 055 055  0.65 0.62 0.54

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 0.51 0.07 0.41 0.40 0.08
Rofta -23.84| -20.08] -15.65| -18.81 -18.47

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022, mainly explained by the low activity of
this segment (L=Low active vessels). These indicators of economic performance do not consider
operation subsidies (fuel and EMFAF compensation plan).

The decrease in economic performance over the period may be partly explained by illegal fishing
(INN) of foreign vessels on the same fishing stocks in French Guiana EEZ.

FRA OFR DTS1824 GF
Imbalance indicators — VUR90

Species/area 31 41.1.1 Total %
Penaeus shrimps nei 2557365€ 476929€ 3034294¢€ 99.1

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
IVUR9O | 0.63] 0.66] 0.63] 0.62] 0.62]

Historical indicators for the last five years
There is no economic indicator for this segment.

GUADELOUPE

7 imbalance clusters were studied: FRA OFR DFN0010 GP L*, FRA OFR FPO0010 GP L*, FRA
OFR HOKO0010 GP A*, FRA OFR HOKO0010 GP L*, FRA OFR PGP0010 GP A*, FRA OFR
PGP0010 GP L* and FRA OFR PS 0010 GP L*.

Segment - FRA OFR DFNO0010 GP L*
Imbalance indicator — VUR90, CR/BER, Rofta

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
IVURo0 | 054/ 048] 054 056  0.59

FRA-OFR-DFN0010-GP--L* BER |ROFTA DFN |VLO010
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PGO |VL0010
DFN |VL1012 |VUR
Species/area 31-GP 31 Total %
Parrotfishes nei 301468 € 301468 € 47.8
Caribbean spiny lobster 164918€ 164918¢€ 26.2
Conch shells nei 37352 € 37352 € 59
Most representative species in value of landings
2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 0.32 0.25 0.24 0.24 0.43
Rofta -19.00 -21.31 -21.92 -22.71 -18.19

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022, mainly explained by the low activity of
this segment (L=Low active vessels). These indicators of economic performance do not consider
operation subsidies (fuel and EMFAF compensation plan). Economic performance indicators were
guite stable over the period.

Segment FRA OFR FPO0010 GP L*
Imbalance indicators — VUR90, CR/BER, Rofta

Species/area 31 31-GP Total %
Caribbean spiny lobster 102 654 € 102 654 € 17.4
Groupers nei 99514 € 99514 € 16.9
Parrotfishes nei 80350€ 80350€ 13.6
Snappers nei 48 417 € 48 417 € 8.2
Grunts, sweetlips nei 39534 € 39534 € 6.7
Filefishes, leatherjackets nei 30084 € 30084 € 5.1
Goatfishes, red mullets nei 4108 € 30010 € 34118 € 5.1
Spiny lobsters nei 23052 € 23052 € 3.9
Most representative species in value of landings
2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
VR0 |  045] 0.4 0.5 051  0.49
2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 0.29 0.25 0.39 0.32 0.33
Rofta -23.03 -32.66 -20.82 -29.03 -33.52

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022, mainly explained by the low activity of
this segment (L=Low active vessels). These indicators of economic performance do not consider
operation subsidies (fuel and EMFAF compensation plan).
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Economic performance indicators were quite stable over the period.

Segment - FRA OFR HOK0010 GP A
Imbalance indicators - SAR

HOK VL0010 SAR
FRA-OFR-HOK0010-GP--A*

HOK VL1012
Species/area 31 31-GP Total %
Common dolphinfish 1728502 € 1728502 € 43.2
Yellowfin tuna 1267787 € 1267787 € 31.7
Snappers nei 291320€ 291320¢€ 7.3
Most representative species in value of landings
SAR
Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
|HOK VL0010 | bum.31 | bum.31 | | | bum.31 |

*bum.31 = Blue marlin FAO area 31

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of

the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of blue marlin which

represents 3.5 % of the total landing value of the fleet segment.

Segment — FRA OFR HOK0010 GP L*
Imbalance indicators — VUR90, CR/BER, Rofta

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
VUR90 0.44 0.45 0.54 0.55 0.53
HOK VL0010
FRA-OFR-HOK0010-GP--L* BER ROFTA
HOK VL1012
Species/area 31 Total %
Common dolphinfish 698939€ 698939¢€ 441
Yellowfin tuna 523636 € 523636¢€ 33.0
Most representative species in value of landings
2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 0.44 0.63 0.53 0.77 0.81
Rofta -11.81 -9.15 -11.56 -7.11 -7.78

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022, mainly explained by the low activity of
this segment (L=Low active vessels). These indicators of economic performance do not consider
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operation subsidies (fuel and EMFAF compensation plan). Economic performance indicators
improved over the period.

Segment - FRA OFR PGP0010 GP A*
Imbalance indicators — SAR, VUR90

Species/area 31 31-GP Total %
Common dolphinfish 1704585 € 1704585 € 215
Yellowfin tuna 1277060 € 1277 060 € 16.1
Parrotfishes nei 1272069€ 1272069 € 16.1
Caribbean spiny lobster 791763 € 791763 € 10.0
Snappers nei 594 488 € 594488 € 7.5
Groupers nei 372006 € 372006¢€ 4.7

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
PGP VL0010 bum.31 | bum.31 |lcx.31-41 'c’;i’l' bum.31

*bum.31 = Blue marlin FAO area 31, bum.31-41 = Blue marlin FAO area 31-41, Icx.31-41 = Hodfish

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
VURS90 0.73 0.69 0.69 0.69 0.7

*The VUR90 value in 2022 was 0.6983

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of 1.7 Blue Marlin of the
total landing value of the fleet segment.
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Segment - FRA OFR PGP0010 GP L*
Imbalance indicators — VUR90, CR/BER, Rofta

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
VUR90 0.64 0.52 0.63 0.61 0.56
FRA-OFR-PGP0010-GP--L* Pep V0010 BER ROFTA
PGP VL1012
Species/area 31 31-GP Total %
Common dolphinfish 248 330 € 248 330 € 213
Parrotfishes nei 202751€ 202751€ 174
Yellowfin tuna 185707 € 185707 € 15.9
Caribbean spiny lobster 114 227 € 114 227 € 9.8
Snappers nei 58 466 € 58 466 € 5.0
Groupers nei 52233 € 52233 € 4.5
Filefishes, leatherjackets nei 39817 € 39817 € 34
2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 0.37 0.35 0.43 0.33 0.34
Rofta -22.45 -24.01 -21.35 -25.20 -24.08

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022, mainly explained by the low activity of
this segment (L=Low active vessels). These indicators of economic performance do not consider

operation subsidies (fuel and EMFAF compensation plan).

Economic performance indicators were quite stable over the period.

Segment — FRA OFR PS 0010 GP L*
Imbalance indicators —CR/BER, Rofta

Species/area 31-GP 31 Total %
Yellowtail snapper 45261 € 45261 € 333
Common dolphinfish 16 852 € 16 852 € 124
Grunts, sweetlips nei 15113 € 15113 € 111
Yellowfin tuna 12625 € 12625 € 9.3
Bigeye scad 0€ 0€ 8.3
Halfbeaks nei 6715 € 6715 € 4.9
Most representative species in value of landings

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 0.63 0.63 0.74 0.76 0.68
Rofta -12.37 -13.43 -9.50 -9.83 -12.49

Historical indicators for the last five years
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All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022, mainly explained by the low activity of
this segment (L=Low active vessels). These indicators of economic performance do not consider
operation subsidies (fuel and EMFAF compensation plan).

Economic performance indicators were quite stable over the period.

MARTINIQUE

2 imbalance clusters were studied: FRA OFR HOK0010 MQ and FRA OFR PGP0010 MQ *.
Segment - FRA-OFR-HOKO0010-MQ

Imbalance indicators — SAR, VUR90

Species/area 31 31-MQ Total %
Yellowfin tuna 1745967 € 1745967 € 48.2
Common dolphinfish 566 531 € 566 531 € 15.6
Blue marlin 398783 € 398 783 € 11.0
Carangids nei 160026 € 160026 € 4.4

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
|HOK VL0010 | bum.31 | bum.31 | bum.31 | bum.31 | bum.31 |

*bum.31 = Blue marlin FAO area 31

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of blue marlin which
represents 11 % of the total landing value of the fleet segment.

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
lvuroo | 051 052 052 053] 051

Segment - FRA-OFR-PGP0010-MQ-*
Imbalance indicators — SAR, VUR90

HOK VL1218 SAR
FRA-OFR-PGP0010-MQ-* PGO VL0010 SAR

PGP VL0010 SAR
Species/area 31 31-MQ Total %
Yellowfin tuna 2902237 € 2902237 € 231
Marine fishes nei 1782089 € 1782089 € 14.2
Common dolphinfish 1161981 € 1161981 € 9.3
Bigeye scad 1143 822€ 1143822¢€ 9.1
Caribbean spiny lobster 980440€ 980440¢€ 7.8
Blue marlin 691 644 € 691 644 € 55
Carangids nei 615072 € 615072 € 4.9
Snappers nei 349416 € 265969€ 615385¢€ 4.9
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Most representative species in value of landings

SAR

Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

HOK VL1218 bum.31 bum.31 bum.31

PGO VL0010 Icx.31-41
bum.31/I bum.31/I

PGP VL0010 bum.31 ox.31-41 bum.31 | bum.31 ox.31-41

*bum.31 = Blue marlin FAO area 31, Icx.31-41 = hodgfish

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of blue marlin which
represents 15.22 % for HOK and hogfish 0.03 % for PGP and 0.01 % for PGO of the total landing
value of the fleet segment.

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
lVuRoo | 059 0.61] 0.62]  0.56] 0.6|

REUNION

2 imbalanced clusters were studied: FRA OFR HOK0010 RE A* and FRA OFR HOK1218 RE A*.
Segment - FRA OFR HOKO0010 RE *

Imbalance indicators — SAR, SHI, VUR90

HOK VL0010 SAR SHI
FRA-OFR-HOKO0010-RE-* HOK VL1012 SAR

PGP VL0010 SAR SHI
Species/area 51.7 51.6 Total %
Yellowfin tuna 1708503 € 9802€ 1718305¢€ 27.7
Swordfish 1004039 € 28130€ 1032169 € 16.7
Albacore 781251 € 14042€ 795293 € 12.8
Common dolphinfish 770863 € 2072€ 772935€ 12.4
Blue marlin 470309 € 3447 € 473756 € 7.7

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR

FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
o vitoto [Pt o [ e o
HOK VL1012 yft.iotc b“;f”t"l';’ttg/ yft.iotc b“;f”t“l';’ttg/ yft.iotc
PGP VL0010 yft.iotc bif“t“_'iigttcc/ yft.iotc | yft.iotc

*bum.iotc = Blue marlin iotc area, yft.iotc = Yellowfin tuna

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
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segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Yellowfin tuna
representing 31.5% for HOK VL1012 and 22.8 % for VL1012 of the total landing value of the fleet
segment. HOK VL0010 fleet segment is imbalanced due to catches of Blue Marlin.

SHI

FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
HOK VL0010 1,02 1,05 1,05 1,00
PGP VL0010 1,16 1,11 1,20 1,23 1,24

SHI indicates imbalance due to high dependence on the following overfished species:

Yellowfin tuna F/Fmsy = 1.3; Blue Marlin F/Fmsy = 1.1; Bigeye Tuna = 1.4

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
IVURSO | 046] 049 046 051 0.5

Segment - FRA OFR HOK1218 RE*
Imbalance indicators - SAR

HOK VL1218 SAR
FRA-OFR-HOK1218-RE-* HOK VL1824 SAR

HOK VL2440 SAR
Species/area 51.6 51.7 51.8 31 Total %
Swordfish 3427508€ 856196€ 127812€ 18122€ 4429638¢€ 49.0
Albacore 1441759€ 464360¢€ 1954 € 1908073 € 21.1
Yellowfin tuna 1114952€ 307507 ¢€ 18 755 € 1441214 € 159

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
bum.iotc/
. . . bet.world .
HOK VL1218 bum..lotc/y bum..lotc/ bum..lotc/ /sfa.all- bum..lotc/
ft.iotc yft.iotc yft.iotc yft.iotc
areas/yft.
iotc
. bum.iotc/ . . .
HOK VL1824 yft.iotc yft.iotc yft.iotc yft.iotc yft.iotc
HOK VL2440 yft.iotc

*bum.iotc = Blue marlin iotc area, yft = Yellowfin tuna, sfa.all-areas = Indo-Pacific sailf

bet.world = Bigeye tuna

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Blue Marlin (7.6% for
HOK VL1218) and Yellowfin tuna (27.3% for HOK VL1218, 11.1% for HOK VL1824 and 14.1% for
HOK VL2440).

MAYOTTE

The fleet in this region comprises 1 clustered segment, which were assessed to be out of balance
according to at least one balance indicator

Segment - FRA-OFR-HOKO0010-YT-*
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Imbalance indicators — SAR, SHI, VUR90, CR/BER, Rofta

FRA-OFR-HOK0010-YT-* BER ROFTA o Vo010
HOK VL0010 SAR SHI
Species/area 51.6 51.6-YT Total %
Yellowfin tuna 764 507 € 764 507 € 131
Two-spot red snapper 447 274 € 447274 € 7.6
Longface emperor 438 897 € 438 897 € 7.5
Humpback red snapper 353907 € 353907 € 6.0
Spotcheek emperor 330623 € 330623 € 5.6
Snappers nei 310537 € 310537 € 53
Emperors(=Scavengers) nei 307 266 € 307 266 € 5.2
Groupers nei 296 503 € 296503 € 51
Green jobfish 271043 € 271043¢€ 4.6
Skipjack tuna 266 358 € 266 358 € 4.5
Bigeye trevally 249 925 € 249 925 € 43
Scads nei 205576 € 205576 € 35
Gianttrevally 185180€ 185180€ 3.2
Most representative species in value of landings
SAR
FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
|HOK VL0010 | | yit.iotc | | yftiotc | yft.iotc |

*yft = Yellowfin tuna,

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of blue marlin which
represents 13.1 % of the total landing value of the fleet segment.

SHI
FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
|HOK VL0010 | | | 105 | 1,08 | 1,10 |

SHI indicates imbalance due to high dependence on the following overfished species:
Yellowfin tuna F/Fmsy = 1.3; Narrow-barred Spanish mackerel = 1.1, Blue Marlin F/Fmsy = 1.1;
Bigeye Tuna = 1.4

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
VUR90 0.56 0.57 0.56 0.61 0.59

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 0,83 -0,22 1,40 1,38 0,77
Rofta 4,62|  -26,43 7,74 6,64| -517,11

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022. These indicators of economic
performance do not consider operation subsidies (fuel and EMFAF compensation plan). Economic
performance indicators were unstable over the period.
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4.4 Portuguese Outermost Regions

The data provided for the two Portuguese OMRSs, Azores and Madeira, uses the geographical
indicator to distinguish the OMR fleets and the balance indicators associated with those fleets.
The EWG 24-17 was able to compute indicator values for most of the balance indicators and
assess their status according to the criteria in COM (2014) 545 and COM (2024) 223 (see Table
4.4.1).

Table 4.4.1. List of Fleet Segments indicators in Portuguese Outermost Regions in 2022.

- inbalance - out of balance bordeline insuffiently profitable insufficient data
Economic indicators Biological indicators
Status 2022 Status 2022
OMR Fleet segment No of vessels CR/BER RoFTA mgr[;in NVA/ FTE Fishing tech [Vessel length | No of vessels SAR SHI EDI VUR
PRT NAO DFN0010 P3 33 VL0010 33
PRT NAO HOK0010 P3 292 VL0010 292
PRT NAO HOK1012 P3 65 VL1012 65
PRT NAO HOK1218 P3 31 VL1218 31
Azores PRT NAO HOK2440 P3 * 24 Vi1824 4
VL2440 20
PRT NAO PGP0010 P3 * 20 VL0010 20
PRT NAO PS 0010 P3 13 VL0010 13
PRT NAO PS 1012 P3 * 8 VL1012 8
PRT NAO PS 1218 P3 3 VL1218 3
PRT NAO HOK0010 P2 * 50 VL0010 50
PRT NAO HOK1012 P2 6 VL1012 6
PRT NAO HOK1218 P2 15 VL1218 15
Madeira PRT NAO HOK1824 P2 3 VL1824 3
PRT NAO HOK2440 P2 6 VL2440 6
PRT NAO MGP0010 P2 7 MGP VL0010 7
PRT NAO MGP1824 P2 * 3 MGP VL1824 3

Note 1: Member States may report economic data for a combination of fleet segments. Such a combination is referred to as a cluster and is
indicated in the table with a *. For such clusters, the status of the economic indicators (Rol/Rofta and CR/BER) are reported for the entire cluster
and not for the individual fleet segments that make up the cluster. In such cases, indicator status for the cluster is shown against the main fleet
segment in the cluster.

Note 2: The numbers in the column for the SAR indicator denote the number of stocks exploited by the fleet segment that were identified in the
landings as stocks at risk.

Sources: 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call; Stock assessment results from all relevant Regional
Fisheries Organisations where EU fleets have an interest; IFREMER (French national assessments) for
stocks in the French Outermost regions; CITES species list; IUCN Red List. *based on provisional data.

The Portuguese OMR fleet is composed by 17 fleet segments (16 clustered). SHI information was
available for 7 fleet segments. For the economic and technical indicators, the MS provide
information for all fleet segments.

Main stocks on which fleet segments rely by region.

For each OMR and for those segments that are indicated to be out of balance, a list of the fish
stocks on which segments rely are described in the following sub-sections.

In each of the following OMR sections, two sets of data are tabulated:

An upper table, listing for each imbalanced segment, (i) the segment name, (ii) the indicator used
to identify the imbalance according to COM (2014) 545 and COM (2024) 223 (iii) the ranked value
of the landings of the main species caught by the segment by sea area.
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A lower table listing for the SAR indicator, (i) the species contributing to the perceived imbalance
in the segment according to the indicator concerned over the most recent 5 years and for other
indicators (ii) the indicator values over the most recent 5 years.

AZORES

6 imbalanced clusters were identified: PRT NAO DFN0010 P3, PRT NAO HOKO0010 P3, PRT
NAO HOK1012 P3, PRT NAO HOK1218 P3, PRT NAO HOK2440 P3 * and PRT NAO PS 1218
P3.

Segment - PRT NAO DFN0010 P3
Imbalance indicators — VUR

Species/area 27.10.a %
Parrotfish 651715 € 53.2
Veined squid 57 553 € 4.7
Grey triggerfish 53940 € 4.4
Red scorpionfish 50950 € 4.2
Yellowmouth barracuda 49 407 € 4.0
Forkbeard 43 796 € 3.6
Thicklip grey mullet 42 380 € 35

Most representative species in value of landings

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
[VUR | o0.60] 0.64] 0.59] o0.57 o0.53

Segment - PRT NAO HOKO0010 P3
Imbalance indicators — VUR

Species/area 27.10.a %
Blackspot(=red) seabream 4 167 353 € 32.8
Veined squid 2119545 € 16.7
Alfonsino 907 779 € 7.1
Red porgy 643 504 € 5.1
Forkbeard 433169 € 34
Red scorpionfish 385648 € 3.0
Wreckfish 359527 € 2.8
Grey triggerfish 347034 € 2.7
Blackbelly rosefish 317531 € 2.5

Most representative species in value of landings

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
[VUR | 031 o030 0.32] 033 033
Historical indicators for the last five years
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Segment - PRT NAO HOK1012 P3
Imbalance indicators - VUR

Species/area 27.10.a %
Blackspot(=red) seabream 2465073 € 28.0
Veined squid 2232942 € 25.4
Forkbeard 504 637 € 5.7
Alfonsino 499 208 € 5.7
Blackbelly rosefish 438 827 € 5.0
Skipjack tuna 254 696 € 2.9
Atlantic bluefin tuna 241094 € 2.7

Most representative species in value of landings

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
[VUR | o059] o0.66] o066 o061 0.60

Historical indicators for the last five years
Segment - PRT NAO HOK1218 P3
Imbalance indicators - SAR

Species/area 27.10.a %
Blackspot(=red) seabream 2465073 € 28.0
Veined squid 2232942 € 25.4
Forkbeard 504 637 € 5.7
Alfonsino 499 208 € 5.7
Blackbelly rosefish 438 827 € 5.0
Skipjack tuna 254 696 € 2.9
Atlantic bluefin tuna 241094 € 2.7

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
[HOK vL1218 | | | lbet.world  |bet.world |

*bet.world = Bigeye tuna

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of 13.8% Bigeye tuna of
the total landing value of the fleet segment.

Segment - PRT NAO HOK?2440 P3*
Imbalance indicators — SAR, CR/BER, Rofta

Species/area 27.10.a 34.1.2 Total %
Bigeye tuna 2284717€ 2471031€ 4755748¢€ 38.5
Skipjack tuna 3083621€ 3083621€ 25.0
Blue shark 367 234 € 747 019€ 1114253¢€ 9.1
Swordfish 627941 € 627941 € 5.1

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
|HOK VL2440 | | | |bet.world bet.world

* bet.world = Bigeye tuna
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In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Bigeye tuna which
represents 38.5 % of the total landing value of the fleet segment.

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 1.78 1.13 0.50 1.00 0.87
Rofta 13.46 2.76 -9.61 -0.53 -6.99

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022. These indicators of economic
performance do not consider operation subsidies, especially EMFAF compensation plan which are
important in Azores.

Economic performance indicators deteriorated over the period with a drop in CR/BER and Rofta
since 2020 but with a recovery in 2021.

Segment - PRT NAO PS1218 P3
Imbalance indicators — Rofta

Species/area 27.10.a %
Blue jack mackerel 99414 € 62.4
Chub mackerel 31485 € 19.8

Most representative species in value of landings

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
|Rofta | 4389 7382 4211 1631 -114

MADEIRA

The fleet in this region comprises 7 segments, 5 of which were assessed to be out of balance
according to at least one balance indicator: PRT NAO HOK0010 P2 *, PRT NAO HOK1012 P2,
PRT NAO HOK1824 P2, PRT NAO HOK2440 P2 and PRT NAO MGP1824 P2 *,

Segment - PRT NAO HOK0010 P2 *
Imbalance indicators — SAR, VUR

Species/area 34.1.2 %
Black scabbardfish 546 574 € 26.9
Bigeye tuna 405704 € 20.0
Atlantic bluefin tuna 382110¢€ 18.8
Pink dentex 287579 € 14.1

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
|[HOK vioo10 | | loo.all | lbet.world |bet.world |

*loo.all = Smalltooth sand tiger, bet.world = Bigeye tuna

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
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segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Bigeye tuna which
represents 20 % of the total landing value of the fleet segment.

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
[VUR | o038 0.39] 0.35 041 0.42|

Historical indicators for the last five years
Segment - PRT NAO HOK1012 P2
Imbalance indicators — SAR, Rofta

Species/area 34.1.2 27.10.a %
Atlantic bluefin tuna 178 056 € 313
Bigeye tuna 111292 € 10495 € 19.6
Black scabbardfish 89599 € 96 € 15.7
Limpets nei 47 454 € 8.3
Red porgy 41973 € 7.4

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
[HoK vito12 | | | | lbet.world |

*bet.world = Bigeye tuna

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Bigeye tuna which
represents 19.6 % of the total landing value of the fleet segment.

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
|Rofta | | | | | -a62

The indicator of economic performance does not consider operation subsidies, especially EMFAF
compensation plan which are important in Madeira.

In the previous years this fleet segment was clustered in PRT NAO HOKO0010 P2 *. So, no
historical information can be obtained for the economic data.

Segment - PRT NAO HOK1824 P2
Imbalance indicators — SAR

Species/area 34.1.2 27.10.a Total %
Black scabbardfish 942 200 € 942 200 € 64.5
Bigeye tuna 360374 € 58 583 € 418 957 € 28.7

Most representative species in value of landings
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SAR
Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

HOK VL1824 bet.world bet.world
*bet.world = Bigeye tuna

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Bigeye tuna which
represents 28.7 % of the total landing value of the fleet segment.

Segment - PRT NAO HOK2440 P2
Imbalance indicators — SAR, CR/BER, Rofta

Species/area 34.1.2 27.10.a Total %
Bigeye tuna 1097677 € 74538€ 1172215€ 79.5

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
Fleet segment 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
HOK VL2440 bet.world |bet.world

*mls = Striped marlin, msl = South American rock mussel, bet.world = Bigeye tuna

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Bigeye tuna which
represents 79.5 % of the total landing value of the fleet segment.

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER 1.98 1.21 0.03 0.26 -0.37
Rofta 15.29 5.72 -15.78 -16.33 -48.68

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022. These indicators of economic
performance do not consider operation subsidies, especially EMFAF compensation plan which are
important in Madeira.

Economic performance indicators deteriorated over the period with a drop in CR/BER and Rofta
since 2019.

Segment - PRT NAO MGP1824 P2 *
Imbalance indicators — CR/BER, Rofta

Species/area 34.1.2 %
Blue jack mackerel 273178 € 57.3
Chub mackerel 185113 € 38.8

Most representative species in value of landings
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2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

CR/BER 2.42 0.46 0.60 0.64 0.14
Rofta 20.31 -11.99 -10.23 -10.32 -16.41

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022. These indicators of economic
performance do not consider operation subsidies, especially EMFAF compensation plan which are

important in Madeira.
Economic performance indicators deteriorated over the period with a drop in CR/BER and Rofta

since 2019.
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4.5 Spanish Outermost Regions

The data provided for the Spanish OMR, Canary Islands, uses the geographical indicator to
distinguish the OMR fleets and the balance indicators associated with those fleets. (Table 4.5.1)

Table 4.5.1. List of Fleet Cluster Segments Indicators in Canary Islands. Out of balance. Status is
expressed according to the criteria in COM (2014) 545 and COM (224) 223.

- inbalance - out of balance bordeline insuffiently profitable insufficient data
Economic indicators Biological indicators
Status 2022 Status 2022
No of NP Fishing  [Vessel No of
OMR Fleet segment vessels CR/BER RoFTA margin NVA/ FTE tech length vessels SAR SHI EDI VUR
FPO VL0010 1
ESP NAO FPO1012 IC * 16 FPO VL1012 8
FPO VL1218 7
HOK VL0010 9
ESP NAO HOK1012 IC * 48
HOK VL1012 39
Canary ESP NAO HOK1218 IC 34 HOK VL1218 34
Islands HOK VL1824 7
ESP NAO HOK2440 IC * 23
HOK VL2440 16
PMP VL0010 434
ESP NAO PMP0010 IC * 437
VL1012 3
VL1012 2
ESP NAO PS 1218 IC * 11
VL1218 9

Note 1: Member States may report economic data for a combination of fleet segments. Such a combination is referred to as a cluster and is
indicated in the table with a *. For such clusters, the status of the economic indicators (Rol/Rofta and CR/BER) are reported for the entire cluster
and not for the individual fleet segments that make up the cluster. In such cases, indicator status for the cluster is shown against the main fleet
segment in the cluster.

Note 2: The numbers in the column for the SAR indicator denote the number of stocks exploited by the fleet segment that were identified in the
landings as stocks at risk.

Sources: 2024 DCF Fleet Economic Data Call; Stock assessment results from all relevant Regional
Fisheries Organisations where EU fleets have an interest; IFREMER (French national assessments) for
stocks in the French Outermost regions; CITES species list; IUCN Red List. *based on provisional data.

The Spanish OMR fleet is composed by 12 fleet segments (6 clustered). SHI information was
available for 6 fleet segments. For the SAR, economic and technical indicators, the MS provide
information for all fleet/cluster segments.

Main stocks on which fleet segments rely by region.

For each OMR and for those segments that are indicated to be out of balance, a list of the fish
stocks on which segments rely are described in the following sub-sections.

In each of the following OMR sections, two sets of data are tabulated:

An upper table, listing for each imbalanced segment, (i) the segment name, (ii) the indicator used
to identify the imbalance according to COM (2014) 545 and COM (2024) 223, (iii) the ranked value
of the landings of the main species caught by the segment by sea area.

A lower table listing for the SAR indicator, (i) the species contributing to the perceived imbalance
in the segment according to the indicator concerned over the most recent 5 years and for other
indicators (ii) the indicator values over the most recent 5 years.
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Segment - ESP NAO FPO1012 IC *
Imbalance indicators — SAR, CR/BER, Rofta

FPO VL1218

ESP-NAO-FPO1012-IC-* iBER ROFTA FPO VL1012 SAR
FPO VL0010

Species/area 34.1.2 %

Pink dentex 147 255 € 19.0

Red porgy 112 228 € 145

Atlantic bluefin tuna 85089 € 11.0

Skipjack tuna 47 350 € 6.1

Large-eye dentex 40916 € 53

European conger 38725€ 5.0

Parrotfish 34819 € 45

Narwal shrimp 32024 € 4.1

White trevally 28519 € 3.7

Albacore 25354 € 33

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
FPO 1012 rnm.med-ea.atl

*rmm= Small scale mud carp

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 only 2 kg of small scale mud carp have been landed, not having been landed by any other
EU country.

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER -0.27 -1.49
Rofta -35.24 -46.86

Historical indicators for the last five years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022. These indicators of economic
performance do not consider operation subsidies, especially EMFAF compensation plan.

Economic performance indicators deteriorated over the period, but data were only available since
2020.
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Segment - ESP NAO HOK1012 IC *
Imbalance indicators — SAR, VUR

Species/area 34.1.2 34.1.1 Total %
Atlantic bluefin tuna 667 133 € 667 133 € 25.5
Skipjack tuna 503 219 € 503219 € 19.2
Bigeye tuna 395955 € 395955 € 15.1
Albacore 352937 € 352937 € 135
Red porgy 157 111 € 193 € 157 304 € 6.0

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR

FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
HOK VL0010 bet.world bet.world
HOK VL1012 bet.world bet.world

*bet.world= Bigeye Tuna

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Bigeye tuna which
represents 15.1 % of the total landing value of these two fleet segments.

VUR 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
| Hokviio12 | 0.54| 0.53| 0.57| 0.53] 0.54]

Segment - ESP NAO HOK 1218 IC
Imbalance indicators — SAR, VUR

Species/area 34.1.2 34.1.1 Total %
Bigeye tuna 1569468 € 1569468 € 39.3
Albacore 960 069 € 3092 € 963 161 € 24.2
Atlantic bluefin tuna 730841 € 11810€ 742 651 € 18.6

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
HOK VL1218 bet.world bet.world

*bet.world= Bigeye Tuna

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Bigeye tuna which
represents 39.3 % of the total landing value of this fleet segment.

VUR 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
HOK VL1218 0.65 0.60 0.60 0.53 0.52
Historical indicators for the last three years
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Segment - ESP NAO HOK?2440 IC *
Imbalance indicators — SAR, CR/BER, Rofta

HOK VL1824 SAR
ESP-NAO-HOK2440-IC-* {BER ROFTA

HOK VL2440 SAR
Species/area 34.1.2 34.1.1 27.8.c 34.13 27.8.a Total %
Bigeye tuna 4087754€ 648279¢€ 255848 € 4991881€ 55.2
Atlantic bluefin tuna 1403284 € 1403284 € 15.5
Albacore 626 521 € 573327 € 1199848 € 14.8

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR

FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
HOK VL1824 bet.world bet.world
HOK VL2440 bet.world bet.world

*bet.world= Bigeye Tuna

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Bigeye tuna which
represents 55.2 % of the total landing value of these two fleet segments.

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
CR/BER -0.78 0.11 0.44 0.15 0.72
Rofta -53.25| -44.63| -27.72| -60.79| -15.94
Historical indicators for the last three years

All the economic indicators were under thresholds in 2022. These indicators of economic
performance do not consider operation subsidies, especially EMFAF compensation plan.
Economic performance indicators improved over the period, especially in 2022.

Segment - ESP NAO PMPO0010 IC *
Imbalance indicators — SAR, VUR

PMP VL0010 SAR VUR
PMP VL1012

ESP-NAO-PMP0010-IC-*
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Species/area 34.1.2 34.1.1 34.1.3 Total %

Parrotfish 1603978 € 132€ 1604110¢€ 14.9
Red porgy 1196 407 € 1196 407 € 111
Pink dentex 1016 677 € 1016 677 € 9.4
Atlantic bluefin tuna 686 316 € 9960 € 696 276 € 6.5
White trevally 412 000 € 412 001 € 3.8
Greater amberjack 349409 € 349409 € 3.2
Dusky grouper 326966 € 326966 € 3.0
Striped soldier shrimp 300887 € 300 887 € 2.8
Skipjack tuna 289180 € 289180 € 2.7
Scarlet shrimp 275799 € 275799 € 2.6
Albacore 220536 € 220536 € 2.0
Yellowfin tuna 216489 € 216489 € 2.0
Narwal shrimp 197 886 € 197 886 € 1.8
Wahoo 193150 € 193150 € 1.8
Redbanded seabream 183 270 € 183270 € 1.7
Grey triggerfish 182 829 € 182 829 € 1.7
Surmullet 166 249 € 166 249 € 1.5
Blacktail comber 148 397 € 148 397 € 14
Comber 141426 € 141426 € 1.3

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
whm.atl/ivd.2 .
PMP VL0010 7- sae/cct.all/ivd.2| .4 55 34/sae |ivd.27-34/sae| ivd.27-34/sae
7-34
34 /cct.all/sae

*sae= Madeiran sardinella,ivd = Wrasses/hogfishes, whm= Atlantic white marlin, cct = Sand tiger shark,

With regard to fleet segments comprising vessels <12m total length only, stocks at risk denoted by
bold type, account for more than 20 % of the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet
segment. Stocks at risk denoted by normal type, account for more than 10 % but less than 20% of
the total value of the landings of all species by the fleet segment.

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of wrasses/hogfishes and
Madeiran sardinella. The two species represents 1.0 % of the total landing value of the fleet
segment.

VUR 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
| pMpvioO10 | 0.31| 0.32| 0.32 0.31 0.29

Historical indicators for the last three years

Segment - ESP NAO PS 1218 IC *
Imbalance indicators - SAR

PS VL1218
PS VL1012 SAR

ESP-NAO-PS-1218-IC-*
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Species/area 34.1.2 %

Atlantic chub mackerel 841343 € 442
Blue jack mackerel 428 312 € 225
Round sardinella 219844 € 11.6

Most representative species in value of landings

SAR
FS 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
|PS VL1218 | | sae | | sae | sae |

* sae = Madeiran sardinell

In 2022 SAR indicates imbalance for this fleet segment due to catches of Madeiran sardinella
representing 3.0 % of the total landing value of the fleet segment.

4.6 Task 4: Stocks on which fleet segments are reliant — Outermost regions

The fish stocks on which a fleet segment is reliant is determined by ranking the landings from all
stocks caught by that fleet segment in descending order in terms of landings value and listing
those stocks that account for at least 75% of the total value of the landings by that fleet segment.
The stocks for which the indicators cannot be computed are labelled “no information”.

Table 4.7.1. Stocks on which fleet segments that are indicated to be out of balance are reliant.

Country | Fleet code Major stocks

Narwal shrimp-34.1.2/no information Pink dentex-
34.1.2/no information White trevally-34.1.2/no information
Red porgy-34.1.2/no information Grey triggerfish-
34.1.2/no information Blacktail comber-34.1.2/no
ESP-NAO-FPO- information Dusky grouper-34.1.2/no information
VL0010-IC-NO- Orangeback flying squid-34.1.2/no information

bft-ea/assessed Pink dentex-34.1.2/no information Narwal
shrimp-34.1.2/no information Parrotfish-34.1.2/no
information skj-ea/assessed Red porgy-34.1.2/no

n ) : :

T information alb-na/assessed White trevally-34.1.2/no

% ESP-NAO-FPO- information Common octopus-34.1.2/no information
VL1012-IC-NO- Surmullet-34.1.2/no information

Pink dentex-34.1.2/no information Red porgy-34.1.2/no
information Large-eye dentex-34.1.2/no information
European conger-34.1.2/no information skj-ea/assessed

ESP-NAO-FPO- bft-ea/assessed White trevally-34.1.2/no information
VL1218-IC-NO- Mediterranean moray-34.1.2/no information
ESP-NAO-HOK-

VL0O010-IC-NO- bft-ea/assessed bet-atl/assessed
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ESP-NAO-HOK-

VL1012-IC-NO- pivot table
ESP-NAO-HOK-
VL1218-IC-NO- bet-atl/assessed alb-na/assessed bft-ea/assessed
ESP-NAO-HOK-
VL1824-IC-NO- bet-atl/assessed bft-ea/assessed alb-na/assessed
ESP-NAO-HOK-
VL2440-IC-NO- bet-atl/assessed alb-na/assessed
Parrotfish-34.1.2/no information Red porgy-34.1.2/no
information Pink dentex-34.1.2/no information bft-
ea/assessed White trevally-34.1.2/no information Greater
amberjack-34.1.2/no information Dusky grouper-34.1.2/no
information Striped soldier shrimp-34.1.2/no information
skj-ea/assessed Scarlet shrimp-34.1.2/no information alb-
na/assessed yft-atl/assessed Narwal shrimp-34.1.2/no
information Wahoo-34.1.2/no information Redbanded
seabream-34.1.2/no information Grey triggerfish-34.1.2/no
information Surmullet-34.1.2/no information Blacktail
ESP-NAO-PMP- comber-34.1.2/no information Comber-34.1.2/no
VL0010-IC-NO- information
MWK-34.1.2/no information Common pandora-34.1.2/no
information Mediterranean moray-34.1.2/no information
ESP-NAO-PMP- Red porgy-34.1.2/no information Parrotfish-34.1.2/no
VL1012-IC-NO- information Black seabream-34.1.2/no information
pil_34.1.1/assessed Round sardinella-34.1.2/no
ESP-NAO-PS- information hom_34/assessed skj-ea/assessed
VL1012-IC-NO- ane_34.1/assessed Parrotfish-34.1.2/no information
ESP-NAO-PS- VMA-34.1.2/no information Blue jack mackerel-34.1.2/no
VL1218-IC-NO- information Round sardinella-34.1.2/no information
=
g Acoupa weakfish-41.1.1/no information YNV-
pd FRA-OFR-DFN- GF/assessed LOB-GF/assessed Crucifix sea catfish-
|('|-'|) VL0010-GF--A 41.1.1/no information Acoupa weakfish-31/no information
Acoupa weakfish-41.1.1/no information LOB-GF/assessed
Crucifix sea catfish-41.1.1/no information YNV-
FRA-OFR-DFN- GF/assessed Acoupa weakfish-31/no information Jewfish-
VLO0010-GF--L 41.1.1/no information
PWT-GP/assessed Caribbean spiny lobster - Puerto
FRA-OFR-DFN- Rico/no information BEN-GP/assessed Halfbeaks nei-
VL0010-GP--A 31/no information Conch shells nei-31/no information
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PWT-GP/assessed Caribbean spiny lobster - Puerto

FRA-OFR-DFN- Rico/no information Halfbeaks nei-31/no information
VL0010-GP--L Conch shells nei-31/no information
Marine fishes nei-31/no information Spiny lobsters nei-
FRA-OFR-DFN- 31/no information JKX-MQ/assessed SLC-MQ/assessed
VL0010-MQ-- Conch shells nei-31/no information
Parrotfishes nei-51.6/no information Indian mackerel-
51.6/no information Spinefeet(=Rabbitfishes) nei-51.6/no
information Needlefishes, etc. nei-51.6/no information
Emperors(=Scavengers) nei-51.6/no information
FRA-OFR-DFN- Humpback red snapper-51.6/no information Fusiliers nei-
VL0010-YT-- 51.6/no information SUR-YT/assessed
FRA-OFR-DFN- Acoupa weakfish-31/no information YNV-GF/assessed
VL1012-GF--A Acoupa weakfish-41.1.1/no information LOB-GF/assessed
FRA-OFR-DFN- Acoupa weakfish-31/no information YNV-GF/assessed
VL1012-GF--L Acoupa weakfish-41.1.1/no information LOB-GF/assessed
FRA-OFR-DTS-
VL1824-GF-- Penaeus shrimps nei-31/no information
FRA-OFR-DTS-
VL1824-GF-- Penaeus shrimps nei-31/no information
Caribbean spiny lobster - Puerto Rico/no information
PWT-GP/assessed SNA-GP/assessed GPX-GP/assessed
GRX-GP/assessed MUM-GP/assessed Filefishes,
leatherjackets nei-31/no information Spiny lobsters nei-
FRA-OFR-FPO- 31/no information HCZ-GP/assessed Caribbean spiny
VL0010-GP--A lobster - St. Thomas / St. John/no information
GPX-GP/assessed PWT-GP/assessed Caribbean spiny
lobster - Puerto Rico/no information SNA-GP/assessed
GRX-GP/assessed Filefishes, leatherjackets nei-31/no
FRA-OFR-FPO- information MUM-GP/assessed Spiny lobsters nei-31/no
VL0010-GP--L information HCZ-GP/assessed
SLC-MQ/assessed Marine fishes nei-31/no information
FRA-OFR-FPO- SNA-MQ/assessed Conch shells nei-31/no information
VL0010-MQ-- Spiny lobsters nei-31/no information
FRA-OFR-FPO-
VL1012-GP--A GPX-GP/assessed
FRA-OFR-FPO-
VL1218-MQ-- Snappers nei-31/no information
FRA-OFR-FPO-
VL1824-MQ-- Snappers nei-31/no information
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FRA-OFR-FPO-

VL1824-RE-- swo-io/assessed yft-io/assessed

FRA-OFR-HOK- Common dolphinfish-31/no information yft-atl/assessed

VL0010-GP--A SNA-GP/assessed

FRA-OFR-HOK-

VLO0010-GP--L Common dolphinfish-31/no information yft-atl/assessed

FRA-OFR-HOK- yft-atl/assessed Common dolphinfish-31/no information

VL0010-MQ-- bum-atl/assessed Carangids nei-31/no information

FRA-OFR-HOK- yft-io/assessed swo-io/assessed Common dolphinfish-

VL0010-RE-- 51.7/no information alb-io/assessed bum-io/assessed
yft-io/assessed LIB-YT/assessed Longface emperor-
51.6/no information Spotcheek emperor-51.6/no
information Humpback red snapper-51.6/no information
Snappers nei-51.6/no information GPX-YT/assessed
Emperors(=Scavengers) nei-51.6/no information AVR-

FRA-OFR-HOK- YT/assessed skj-io/assessed Bigeye trevally-51.6/no

VLO010-YT-- information Scads nei-51.6/no information

FRA-OFR-HOK-

VL1012-GP--A Common dolphinfish-31/no information yft-atl/assessed

FRA-OFR-HOK-

VL1012-GP--L Common dolphinfish-31/no information yft-atl/assessed

FRA-OFR-HOK- yft-atl/assessed Common dolphinfish-31/no information

VL1012-MQ-- bum-atl/assessed

FRA-OFR-HOK-

VL1012-RE-- swo-io/assessed yft-io/assessed alb-io/assessed

FRA-OFR-HOK-

VL1218-MQ-- yft-atl/assessed bum-atl/assessed

FRA-OFR-HOK-

VL1218-RE-- swo-io/assessed alb-io/assessed yft-io/assessed

FRA-OFR-HOK-

VL1824-RE-- swo-io/assessed yft-io/assessed

FRA-OFR-HOK-

VL2440-RE-- swo-io/assessed alb-io/assessed
Caribbean spiny lobster - Puerto Rico/no information

FRA-OFR-PGO- Octopuses, etc. nei-31/no information Conch shells nei-

VL0010-GP--A 31/no information
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Conch shells nei-31/no information Caribbean spiny

FRA-OFR-PGO- lobster - Puerto Rico/no information Octopuses, etc. nei-
VL0010-GP--L 31/no information
FRA-OFR-PGO- BIS-MQ/assessed Marine fishes nei-31/no information
VL0010-MQ-- Carangids nei-31/no information
FRA-OFR-PGO-
VL0010-RE-- Bigeye scad-51.7/no information

Common dolphinfish-31/no information yft-atl/assessed

PWT-GP/assessed SNA-GP/assessed Caribbean spiny
FRA-OFR-PGP- lobster - Puerto Rico/no information GPX-GP/assessed
VL0010-GP--A Filefishes, leatherjackets nei-31/no information

Common dolphinfish-31/no information yft-atl/assessed

PWT-GP/assessed Caribbean spiny lobster - Puerto

Rico/no information SNA-GP/assessed GPX-
FRA-OFR-PGP- GP/assessed Filefishes, leatherjackets nei-31/no
VL0010-GP--L information GRX-GP/assessed

yft-atl/assessed Marine fishes nei-31/no information

Common dolphinfish-31/no information SLC-
FRA-OFR-PGP- MQ/assessed BIS-MQ/assessed bum-atl/assessed
VL0010-MQ-- Carangids nei-31/no information

yft-io/assessed Common dolphinfish-51.7/no information
FRA-OFR-PGP- Bigeye scad-51.7/no information bum-io/assessed Brilliant
VLO010-RE-- pomfret-51.7/no information

PWT-GP/assessed Common dolphinfish-31/no

information yft-atl/assessed Conch shells nei-31/no
FRA-OFR-PGP- information Caribbean spiny lobster - Puerto Rico/no
VL1012-GP--L information

yft-atl/assessed Common dolphinfish-31/no information
FRA-OFR-PGP- Marine fishes nei-31/no information bum-atl/assessed
VL1012-MQ-- Spiny lobsters nei-31/no information

SNY-GP/assessed GRX-GP/assessed Bigeye scad-31/no

information Common dolphinfish-31/no information PWT-
FRA-OFR-PS- GP/assessed yft-atl/assessed Halfbeaks nei-31/no
VL0010-GP--A information

SNY-GP/assessed Common dolphinfish-31/no information
FRA-OFR-PS- GRX-GP/assessed yft-atl/assessed Bigeye scad-31/no
VL0010-GP--L information Halfbeaks nei-31/no information
FRA-OFR-PS- Marine fishes nei-31/no information BIS-MQ/assessed yft-
VL0010-MQ-- atl/assessed Carangids nei-31/no information
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Parrotfish-27.10.a/no information Veined squid-27.10.a/no
information Grey triggerfish-27.10.a/no information Red
scorpionfish-27.10.a/no information Yellowmouth

PRT-NAO-DFN- barracuda-27.10.a/no information Forkbeard-27.10.a/no
VL0010-P3-- information Thicklip grey mullet-27.10.a/no information
PRT-NAO-HOK- aph-p2/assessed bet-atl/assessed bft-ea/assessed Pink
VL0010-P2-- dentex-34.1.2/no information
sbr.27.10/no information Veined squid-27.10.a/no
information Alfonsino-27.10.a/no information Red porgy-
27.10.a/no information Forkbeard-27.10.a/no information
Red scorpionfish-27.10.a/no information Wreckfish-
PRT-NAO-HOK- 27.10.a/no information Grey triggerfish-27.10.a/no
VL0010-P3-- information Blackbelly rosefish-27.10.a/no information
bft-ea/assessed bet-atl/assessed aph-p2/assessed
PRT-NAO-HOK- Limpets nei-34.1.2/no information Red porgy-34.1.2/no
VL1012-P2-- information
sbr.27.10/no information Veined squid-27.10.a/no
information Forkbeard-27.10.a/no information Alfonsino-
PRT-NAO-HOK- 27.10.a/no information Blackbelly rosefish-27.10.a/no
VL1012-P3-- information skj-ea/assessed bft-ea/assessed
PRT-NAO-HOK-
VL1218-P2-- aph-p2/assessed
skj-ea/assessed bet-atl/assessed sbr.27.10/no information
Veined squid-27.10.a/no information Alfonsino-27.10.a/no
PRT-NAO-HOK- information Blackbelly rosefish-27.10.a/no information
V0L1218-P3-- Wreckfish-27.10.a/no information
PRT-NAO-HOK-
VL1824-P2-- aph-p2/assessed bet-atl/assessed
PRT-NAO-HOK-
VL2440-P2-- bet-atl/assessed
PRT-NAO-HOK-
VL2440-P3-- bet-atl/assessed skj-ea/assessed bsh-natl/assessed
PRT-NAO-MGP-
VL0010-P2-- Limpets nei-34.1.2/no information
PRT-NAO-MGP- Blue jack mackerel-34.1.2/no information Chub mackerel-
VL1824-P2-- 34.1.2/no information
Parrotfish-27.10.a/no information sbr.27.10/no information
Veined squid-27.10.a/no information Grey triggerfish-
\F;EJO’;I(SAS;GP 27.10.a/no information Common spiny lobster-27.10.a/no

information Blue jack mackerel-27.10.a/no information
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Alfonsino-27.10.a/no information Red porgy-27.10.a/no
information Dusky grouper-27.10.a/no information

PRT-NAO-PS- Blue jack mackerel-27.10.a/no information Red porgy-
VL0010-P3-- 27.10.a/no information Alfonsino-27.10.a/no information
PRT-NAO-PS- Blue jack mackerel-27.10.a/no information Chub
VL1012-P3-- mackerel-27.10.a/no information

PRT-NAO-PS- Blue jack mackerel-27.10.a/no information Chub
VL1218-P3-- mackerel-27.10.a/no information

Key * Assessed = stock assessment available: no information = no assessment available

Source: Own elaborations.
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5 CONTACT DETAILS OF EWG-24-17 PARTICIPANTS

1 - Information on EWG participant’s affiliations is displayed for information only. In any case,
Members of the STECF, invited experts, and JRC experts shall act independently. In the context
of the STECF work, the committee members and other experts do not represent the
institutions/bodies they are affiliated to in their daily jobs. STECF members and experts also
declare at each meeting of the STECF and of its Expert Working Groups any specific interest
which might be considered prejudicial to their independence in relation to specific items on the
agenda. These declarations are displayed on the public meeting’s website if experts explicitly
authorized the JRC to do so in accordance with EU legislation on the protection of personnel data.
For more information: http://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/adm-declarations
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(chair)

JUNG Armelle Des requins et des Hommes BLP | armelle@desrequinsetdeshom
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Naturais, Seguranca e Servicos
Maritimos

GUITTON Jerome | Institut Agro Jerome.quitton@institut-agro.fr

65 rue de saint brieuc
35700 RENNES France

Guyader Olivier Ifremer, Centre Bretagne - ZI de la | olivier.quyader@ifremer.fr
Pointe du Diable CS 10070, France
LE GRAND IFREMER - RBE/UEM - Unite christelle.le.grand@ifremer.fr
Christelle d’Economie Maritime Centre de
Brest, France
MINGUEZ Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries amvelasco@mapa.es
VELASCO Alvaro and Food, Velazquez 144
RAMOS DO O Direcao Geral Recursos Naturais | [ramos.do.o@gmail.com
Joéo e de Seguranca Maritima,
Portugal
SYS Klaas Research institute for agriculture, klaas.sys@ilvo.vlaanderen.be
fisheries and food
VALIENTE-VIANA | Ministry of Agriculture and mvaliente@mapa.es
Maria Fisheries (MAPA)
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Invited experts

Name Address Email

JRC experts

Name Affiliation? Email

European Commission, Joint Michael. GRAS@ec.europa.eu

Gras Michael Research Centre (JRC), Ispra,

Italy

European Commission, Joint jarno.virtanen@ec.europa.eu
VIRTANEN Jarno Research Centre (JRC), Ispra,

Italy

European Commission

Name Affiliation?! Email
STAMOULIS DG Mare Antonios.STAMOULIS@ec.europa.eu
Antonios 99 Rue Joseph I,

J99 01/020

B-1049 Brussels/Belgium

GRAS Michael JRC, STECF secretariat,

Ispra (VA), Italy Michael. GRAS@ec.europa.eu

VIRTANEN Jarno JRC, STECF secretariat,

jarno.virtanen@ec.europa.eu
Ispra (VA), Italy J @ P

Observers
Name Affiliation?® Email
- SPMAD/SDRHA/BGR
Azarian Clar ) . L .
zarian Clara Direction Générale Des clara.azarian@mer.gouv.fr

Affaires Maritimes, De La
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Carpeaux 92055 La Défense
CEDEX, France
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6 LIST OF ANNEXES

Annex | — Methods of calculating indicators and trends — appended to report.

7 LIST OF BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS

Background documents are published on:

https:/ /stecf.ec.europa.eu/meetings-calendar/past-meetings

List of background documents:

EWG-24-17 — Doc 1 - Declarations of invited and JRC experts (see also section 6 of this report —
List of participants)

99


https://stecf.ec.europa.eu/meetings-calendar/past-meetings

8 ANNEX |- METHODS OF CALCULATING INDICATORS AND TRENDS

Al.1 Sustainable Harvest Indicator (SHI)

According the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines (COM 2014, 545 final), the sustainable harvest
indicator is a measure of how much a fleet segment relies on stocks that are overfished. Here,
“overfished” is assessed with reference to Fusy values over time (F / Fusy > 1), and reliance is
calculated in economic terms (landed value). Values of the indicator above 1 indicate that a fleet
segment is, on average, relying for its income on fishing opportunities which are structurally set
above levels corresponding to exploitation at levels corresponding to MSY. According to the 2014
Balance Indicator Guidelines this could be an indication of imbalance if it has occurred for three
consecutive years. Shorter time period should be considered in the case of small pelagic species.

A detailed description and discussion of the methodology can be found in the STECF report 15-02.
According to the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines the SHI is calculated for each national fleet
segment (or cluster of segments dependent on the information provided by Member States via the
economic data call), using the following formula:
i=ny, _ Fi
2iz1 Vi gy,
PPN

In which, Fi is the fishing mortality available for stock i from scientific assessments (e.g. ICES,
STECF, GFCM, ICCAT, IOTC, NOAA advice) and Vi is the value of landings from stock i. Data on
Fi (mean F) and Fwmsy for fish stocks found in Area 27 were obtained from the ICES online
database, a database of stock assessments output summaries
(http://standardgraphs.ices.dk/stockList.aspx). For Area MBS output from assessments carried out
by STECF working group was compiled by JRC
(https://stecf.jrc.ec.europa.eu/web/stecf/dd/medbs/sambs). In addition, information on F/Fmsy was
scrutinized from GFCM Stock Assessment Results tool (STAR)
(https://www.fao.org/gfcm/data/star/es/). Information on tuna / tuna-like species was obtained
from the ICCAT (http://www.iccat.es/en/) and IOTC website (http://www.iotc.org/). In addition, we
considered stocks fished by European fleets in NAFO area (www.nafo.int) as well as in SPRFMO
(e.g, jack mackerel, www.sprfmo.int). CECAF report was also used for area 34. And, for the first
year, the Stock smart NOAA database was also used (https://apps-
st.fisheries.noaa.gov/stocksmart). The full indicator time series (2013-2022) was updated based
on the most recent assessments available (2022 or 2021 is most cases) and Fusy point estimates.

Landings data are in many cases not available at species level and often more than one stock is
present in a certain area. Sometimes the genus code is used in logbooks, and it covers more than
one species for example RED for Sebastes spp (it covers for REB Sebastes mentella and REG
Sebastes norvegicus). STECF EWG 17-08 decided to use the last five years of landings data
provided in the ICES advice sheets at the stock level to estimate the proportion of each stock in
the DCF landing’s data. STECF 18-14 applied the same approach. The use of data from the ICES
database is necessary since data reported under the DCF do not contain landings from shared
stocks by non-EU fishing fleets.

For the Mediterranean Sea, stocks may be assessed either as belonging a single or multiple
GSAs and in such cases more than one assessment may be carried out. In such cases to
associate a landings value to the F/Fumsy estimate for each stock assessment, we simple divide the
total landings value reported for the combined GSAs by the number of assessments.

For example, for hake (HKE) in GSAs1 two assessments are carried out; one for hke in GSA 1
and a second for hke in GSAs 1, and 3 combined. Therefore, 50% of the total landings value from
GSA 10 is associated with the value of F/Fmsy resulting for the GSA 1 assessment and 50% to that
for GSAs 1 and 3.
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The most important issues related to the calculation of indicator values discussed and addressed
during the EWG 19-13 Prep and previous Prep. Meeting are outlined below:

Stock Assessment Selection - The 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines state the calculation of the

SHI indicator should take into account ‘the most recent value of fishing mortality available from
scientific assessments’. The EWG 20-11 Prep. Meeting discussed the approach which should be
taken in the absence of recent, updated stock assessments, and agreed that the SHI should take
into account all stocks for which the most recent assessment was undertaken in 2020 or more
recently.

Norway Lobster FUs - Information from the ICES stock assessment graph database has
been used to split the Nephrops landings in a given area into Functional Unit (FU) based
estimates (if there was more than one FU in a given area). An average over the last five
years’ landings by FU has been used to calculate the splitting factors. Only Nephrops FUs
with harvest rates and Fusy values available (category 1 Nephrops stocks) are included in
the calculation of the SHI indicator. Possible shortcomings of this method are described in
section 3.4.2.

Numerous stocks are assessed at national level and we have no peer review RFMQO’s
validation. That is often the case for very coastal and valuable resources (e.g. scallops). We
recommend to develop a framework to be able to include all those “non RFMO”
assessment.

EWG 22-15 Prep. Meeting participants noted that the list of F/Fwmsy ratios in the JRC
database includes only the outcomes of the assessment carried out in the framework of
STECF meetings. In order to further increase the accuracy of the SHI calculation for the
Mediterranean, information on F and Fusy timeseries was therefore extracted from reports
of the GFCM Working Group on Stock Assessment of Demersal Species (WGSAD), the
Working Group on Stock Assessment of Pelagic Species (WGSAP), as well as stock
assessment forms available online (http://www.fao.org/gfcm/data/safs/en/). EWG 22-15
Prep. Meeting notes that this was a time consuming process since in many cases data has
to manually be extracted from graphs provided in stock assessment forms, and considers
that a single database with a complete list of updated assessments (as is available for the
ICES region) should be required for the Mediterranean and Black Sea and for high
migratory species especially looking for Tuna species assessments. For Tuna, F/Fusy has
been collected through ICCAT and IOTC but sometimes reports only provide short time
series.

In cases where stock assessments were available from more than one source, the more
updated stock assessment was taken into account for SHI calculations. Where STECF and
GFCM assessment were available and values of F and/or Fusy differed, both assessments
were retained and the SHI calculations were based on an average of the two assessment
results.
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Instances where the SHI indicator values are based on stocks that comprise less than 40% of the
total value of landings by those fleet segments are highlighted in the indicator table. The Expert
Group considers that for such fleet segments SHI indicator values cannot be used meaningfully to
assess the balance or imbalance. No trend analysis was performed for such fleet segments.

A1l.2 Stocks at Risk Indicator (SAR)

According to the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines (COM 2014, 545 final), the stocks at risk
indicator is a measure of how many stocks that are biologically vulnerable are being affected by
the activities of the fleet segment, i.e., stocks which are at low levels and are at risk of not being
able to replenish themselves and which are either important in the catches of the fleet segment or
where the fleet segment is important in the overall effects of fishing on the stock. If a fleet segment
takes more than 10% of its catches taken from a stock which is at risk, or the fleet segment takes
10% or more of the european fleets’ total catches from a stock at risk, the 2014 Balance Indicator
Guidelines suggest that this could be treated as an indication of imbalance.

According to the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines the SAR indicator aims to count the number of
stocks that are exploited by a fleet segment and which are currently assessed as being at high
biological risk either regarding the total catch of the stock or the total catch of the fleet segment.
According the definition of the SAR indicator in the 2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines, a stock at
risk (SAR) means a stock which is either:

a) assessed as being below the Biim; or

b) subject to an advice to close the fishery, to prohibit directed fisheries, to reduce the
fishery to the lowest possible level, or similar advice from an international advisory body,
even where such advice is given on a data-limited basis; or

c) subject to a fishing opportunities regulation which stipulates that the fish should be
returned to the sea unharmed or that landings are prohibited; or

d) a stock which is on the IUCN ‘red list’ or is listed by CITES.

AND for which either:
1- the stocks make up to 10% or more of the catches by the fleet segment; or
2- the fleet segment takes 10% or more of the total catches from that stock.

The meaning of these last two conditions are represented in Figure Al.1. Here, three stocks are
exploited by five fleet segments, and landings data (in weights) are available for each stocks/fleet
segment. The marginal sum of landings for each fleet segment is computed (by row) and used to
scale each landing value to its relative contribution (in percentage) to the total landings for each
fleet segment. In the meantime, the marginal sum of landings for each stock (by column) is
computed and used to scale each landing value to its relative contribution (in percentage) to the
total landings for each stock. According to the SAR definition, all the cases in which either the
relative contribution by fleet segment or by stocks is equal to or larger than 10% are selected and
considered for the SAR. Then, the value of the SAR for each fleet segment corresponds to the
number (if any) of the stocks over the threshold (highlighted in orange) and listed as “at risk”. In
the example of Fig. Al1.1, if all the stocks (A, B, and C) are defined “at risk”, the Fleet segments 1
and 2 will have a SAR=1, while the Fleet segments 2-5 will have a SAR=2.
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Figure Al1.1. Example of pre-processing of landings data for the computation of the SAR indicator.

Landings (weights) Landings (% by FS)
Stock A | StockB | Stoeck C Stock A | StockB | Stock C
F51 25 3 3 31 F51 80.645 9.677 9.677 100.000
Fs2 2 30 0 32 l—'\ Fs2 6.250 93.750 0.000 100.000
FS3 11 0 100 111 " IFs3 9.910 0.000 90.090 100.000
FS4 3 10 30 43 Fs4 6.977 23.256 69.767 100.000
FS5 75 0 g2 FS5 8.537 91.463 0.000 100.000
48 118 133

3

3

Landings (% by STOCK)

Cross-table FS-5tock

Stock A | StockB | StockC Stock A | StockB | StockC
F51 52,083 2.542 2.256 FS1 1 0 0
F52 4.167 25.424 0.000 l—\ Fs2 0 1 o
FS3 22917 0,000 75.188 ¥ Fs3 1 0 1
Fs4 6.250 8.475 22.556 Fs4 0 1 1
FS5 14.583 63.558 0.000 FS5 1 1 0
100000 | 100000 | 100.000

Sources: Own elaborations; CITES species list; IUCN Red List.

During the preparatory meeting EWG 22-15, more than 500 stocks were examined. For 2022

Balance Group, ‘400 items were considered at risk for at least one year of the time period 2009-
2021. They are representing over 400 stocks considering that some regulation relates to groups

(e.g. Mobula listing in CITES count for one item but consist in 8 species)

The total number of Stocks as Risk increased from 2012 to 2022, mainly due to the introduction of
new fishing regulation texts including some fishing prohibition to data limited species with scientific
concerns but also due to the improvement in quality and availability of some RFMQO’s assessments
(Figures A1.2-A1.3). It should be noted that for 2022 the vulnerable species were considered for
SAR selection as IUCN approach for Threatened species. Since 2021, a large number of IUCN
species were reviewed at regional or global ; as these assessments were mainly made available in

2022 it allows the Preparatory EWG 22-15 to include new species.

For 2022, 14% of the stocks were selected based on quantitative data (SSB/B lim),it was 20% for
2021 SAR list. SAR selection due to RFMO'’s advices based on quantitative data different from
Blim represent 20% of the cases. Whereas 14% of the stocks or species were selected based on
regulations (EC or RFMOSs). All these values have decreased in 2022 compare to 2021 essentially
because a large number of stocks/species listed as International conventions (IUCN or CITES)

were able to be entered in the SAR selection list during the preparatory meeting.
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Figure A1.3. Distribution of SAR per selecting criteria (a to d) in 2022.

Quantitative
Blim “a” IUCN — CITES
14% udu ma
exclusively wab
RA%
abc
Advices =b
llbll
20% bc
bd
EC
mcd
md
Regulations
IICII
12%
Sources: Own elaborations; CITES species list; IUCN Red List.
Figure Al.4. Distribution of SAR per group in 2022 (n=400).
SAR distribution for 2022
S 60
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Teleosteans Chondrichthyans Mrorllusks Echinoderms

Sources: Own elaborations; CITES species list; IUCN Red List.

The same methodology described in the STECF 15-02 / 15-15 reports was applied by the expert
selecting stocks for the calculation of the SAR. The calculation of the indicator was then carried
out using a SQL coding. The code is designed to compute the SAR indicator value, for the
temporal range defined by the input data, for each fleet segment, by crossing-checking DCF
landings data provided by JRC with a list of stocks-at-risk prepared by ad hoc contract and

validated during the preparatory working group.
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The same methodology used for attributing landings data available at species level to stocks was
used for the calculation of the SAR indicator (see section 3.3.1). The full list of stocks at risk
identified for the assessed fleet segments for years 2009 — 2022 will be given the Balance
Capacity report 2024.

The most important issues related to the calculation of indicator values discussed and (where
possible) addressed during the EWG 23-13 Prep. Meeting and previous Prep. Meeting are
outlined below:

GFCM - Whearas in parallel stock status information for Mediterranea are maiking easily
accessible and thee numbre of stock assessment have increased, more stocks were able to
be considered and some new items have been adeeed as SAR.

The Barent Sea stocks of NEA cod, NEA haddock, Sebastes mentella or Greenland
Halibut, used to be assessed by ICES were not processed in 2022 as management and
data collection for these stocks are shared between Norway and Russia.

“Due to the temporary suspension of Russian scientists from ICES, this assessment was
conducted by a Joint Russian-Norwegian working group on Arctic Fisheries (JRN-AFWG)
consisting of scientists from VNIRO (Russia) and IMR (Norway) (Howell et al., 2022)“. For
the EWG 23-13 as well as the EWG 22-15 the 2021 assessment data was used for these
stocks. It was evaluated that this proxy was not of major issue for the indicator calculation.
When Biim was not available a proxy of 0.4 SSBmsy were agreed to be used for some
RFMOQ’s stocks as for instance the inclusion of Striped Marlin (Tetrapturus audax) in IOTC.
The experts agreed to select only the “critically endangered” (CR),“Endangered” (EN) and
“Vulnerable” (VU) species of marine species (e.g fish, mollusk and echinoderm) used for
human food consumption listed on the IUCN Red list as stocks at risk for the SAR
calculation. This represent an improvement in the approach for a better evaluation of the
fleet segment involved in landing stocks or species in threatened status. For 2021 the prep
EWG 22-15 applied a threshold at 100t total landing (all year combined) for inclusion in the
SAR list. For 2022 the prep EWG 23-13 was able to include the remaining species /stocks
which increased the SAR list to 400 items.

However some other groups such as Marine mammals, birds, reptiles, corals, etc. category
would also make sense to be considered in the future, in relation with ETP and sensitive
species methodology developed for the STECF EWG 22-05.

SAR definition criteria “c” includes some EC Regulations for fishing opportunity. However
the temporal measures listed in such Regulations cannot be included in the SAR selection
(eg. Porcupine bank closure from 01-31 May). Specific gear restrictions were not taken into
account neither (for calculation simplification purpose, see above).

The group stressed that the information on SAR criteria “c” and “d” are still heterogeneous
from the various relevant reports and selection of stocks still dependent on interpretation,
with the exception of criteria “a” and “b” . However, some progress was noticeable since 5
years in term of quality and clarity of the RFMO’s advice.

The group highlight the impossibility to perform properly the calculation for some highly
distributed stocks. Only the first threshold calculation can be performed (the stocks make
up to 10% or more of the catches by the fleet segment) but the second one is partial (the
fleet segment takes 10% or more of the total catches from that stock.) considering that the
EWG does not have access to the total catch of the corresponding stocks. This is the case
of some Outermost regions stocks but it's also the case for mainland where some stocks
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are assessed at by member states (eg. Scallops), these national assessments while
available might be considered for estimation. National regulations together with National
expert knowledge may also prove to be informative regarding the identification of SARs,
especially regarding localized areas and stocks.

e There is a need to take into account other International conventions in defining a SAR for
fish and other marine organisms. These International Conventions could be considered in
the future: Bonn, Bern, Ospar, Barcelona, SPAW, CMS, etc.

e A ‘State of the Stocks’ EWG exercise who be profitable to provide a reference document of
the status of all stocks worldwide together with their SAR classification. Such an exercise
requires convening a small, dedicated expert group. The current process, where the
classification by 2 contracted experts is not ideal.

e The report from that exercise in made publicly available through STECF EWG reports or
Data dissemination tool plateform; this reference document aims to be more easily
appropriated by MS and increases transparency in the SAR assessment process.

e While the current balance/capacity exercise focuses on fleet segments and exploited
resources, consideration may need to be given to extending the scope to include fisheries
impacts on habitats and ecosystems. Recently, ICES started to worked on a selection of
habitats in order to build a VEM’s index (Vulnerable Marine Ecosystem) and evaluate the
impact of fisheries on ecosystems in the framework of an EU request. However, so far we
have a list of VEM but not really linked it to fisheries. This may be worth further
consideration as a means to progress along such lines.

e Since 2021 the online platform for Biological Indicator (Agrocampus Atlas) offers the
possibility to check directly the FS involved in landing the stocks listed at risk; this can be
considered as a major improvement for experts to explain MS situation in regards to SAR
values assessments as potentially imbalance as well as trying to evaluate the discrepancies
between MS and JRC calculation for SAR.

e A dedicated paragraph analyzing the situation for OFR was performed during the main
EWG 23-13. It can be an interesting approach enable to evaluate the economical weight
each SAR value represent for the corresponding fleet segment it has been allocated while
calculation process ran. It represent an additional tool for interpretation of the meaning of
getting flagged as ‘unbalance’ which can represent many different situation. Such an
exercise could be an asset for the overall Balance national chapter.

The organization of the Prep EWG in presence was definitely a great improvement for the quality
of the work produced.
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A1.3. Return on Investment (Rol) and/or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA)

According the 2014 Commission guidelines (COM 2014, 545 final), the Return on Investment (Rol)
or Return on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA) indicator compares the long-term profitability of the
fishing fleet segment to other available investments. If this value is smaller than the low-risk long-
term interest rates available elsewhere, then this suggests that the fleet segment may be
overcapitalised. If the return on investment or net profit is less than zero and less than the best
available long-term risk-free interest rate, this is an indication of long-term economic inefficiency
that could indicate the existence of an imbalance.

Rol (also referred to as capital productivity) is the return of the investment divided by the cost of
the investment. It measures profits in relation to the capital invested, i.e. indicates how profitable a
sector is relative to its total assets. The higher the return, the more efficient the sector is in utilising
its asset base.

When data on intangible assets (e.g. fishing rights, natural resource) are not available, the Return
on Fixed Tangible Assets (RoFTA) is used as an approximation of Rol.

Rol is calculated for EWG 23-13 as:
Net profit / (value of physical capital + value of quota and other fishing rights)
where,

Net profit = (Income from landings + other income + income from leasing out quota) - (crew wage
+ unpaid labour + energy costs + repair costs + other variable costs + other non-variable costs +
lease/rental payments for quota or value of quota + annual depreciation)

Rol is compared against a Target Reference Point (TRP). For this exercise, the 5-year average of
the risk-free long-term interest rate for each MS was used.

RoOFTA is calculated as
Net profit / (value of physical capital);
where,

Net profit = (income from landings + other income) - (crew wage + unpaid labour + energy
costs + repair costs+ other variable costs + other non-variable costs + annual depreciation)

Note: Indicators are not calculated if one or more of the essential cost and/or income items are not
provided e.q. Net profit is not calculated if consumption of fixed capital is not provided. Conversely,
Rol is calculated only when value of quota and other fishing rights is available.

EWG 23-13 applied the criteria from the 2014 Commission guidelines to comment on whether fleet
segments where ‘in balance” or “out of balance”. When the indicator value was less than the
interest rate, but greater than zero the comment, "not sufficiently profitable” was used.

The RoFTA indicator has been calculated and is presented under section 3.6 for all Member
States when Rol is not available. Rol is only available for countries that provide data on fishing
rights (income, costs /or estimated value of fishing rights).
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Indicator Trends

Trends were calculated according to the filters detailed below for the years 2017 — 2021 (Table
3.3.3.1).

Table 3.3.3.1. Methodology used to automatically generate comments on indicator trends.

Filter 1 Filter 2 Result
Slope* >0.05 Increasing
At least the last 3 consecutive | Slope* <-0.05 Decreasing
years with data -0.05=<Slope*=<0.05 No clear trend**
Slope =0 Flat / null

* The slope is calculated with the intercept of the trend line / the first value of the trend (a/i0)
** A threshold of 5% is used to indicate whether the value is significant or not.
Source: own elaborations.

Al.4. Ratio Current Revenue and Break-Even Revenue (CR/BER)

According to the 2014 Commission guidelines (COM 2014, 545 final), the ratio between current
revenue and break-even revenue measures the economic capability of the fleet segment to keep
fishing on a day-by-day basis: does income cover the pay for the crew and the fuel and running
costs for the vessel? If not, there may be an imbalance. If the ratio between current revenue and
break-even revenue is less than one, this is an indication of short-term economic inefficiency that
could indicate the existence of an imbalance.

As recommended by STECF 18-14, the long-term viability analysis of CR/BER, as outlined in the
2014 Balance Indicator Guidelines, was used.

Current revenue to break-even revenue ratio (CR/BER) is calculated as:

Current revenue (CR) / Break Even Revenue (BER)
In which:
CR = income from landings + other income
BER = fixed costs / (1-[variable costs / current revenue])

In which:
Fixed costs = other non-variable costs + annual depreciation + opportunity cost of capital
And,

Variable costs = crew wage + unpaid labour + energy costs + repair costs + other variable
costs

As for the Rol or RoFTA indicator, fleet segments frequently need to be grouped together in
clusters in order to deliver economic data that does not breach confidentiality requirements. Fleet
segments should only be clustered when the number of vessels in the fleet segment is too low to
ensure confidentiality of sensitive economic data. As economic data are often only provided by the
main fleet segment contained in the cluster, the other minor fleet segments in the cluster may not
contain any data.
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Indicator Trends

Trends were calculated according to the filters detailed below for the years 2017 — 2021 (Table
3.3.4.1).

Table 3.3.4.1. Methodology used to automatically generate comments on indicator trends.

Filter 1 Filter 2 Result
Slope* >0.05 Increasing
At least the last 3 consecutive | Slope* <-0.05 Decreasing
years with data -0.05=<Slope*=<0.05 No clear trend**
Slope =0 Flat / null

* The slope is calculated with the intercept of the trend line / the first value of the trend (a/i0)
** A threshold of 5% is used to indicate whether the value is significant or not.
Source: Own elaborations.

A1.5.The Inactive Fleet Indicator

According to the 2014 Commission guidelines (COM 2014, 545 final), the Vessel Use Indicators
describe how intensively vessels in a fleet segment are being utilized. One of these Vessel Use
Indicators is the Inactive Fleet Indicator, which describes the proportion of vessels that are not
actually active at all (i.e. that did not fish at any time in the year).

The inactive vessels are split according to length classes. For each subgroup, the number of
vessels, total GT and kW are provided per year. If the proportion of inactive vessels is more than
20% (in number or in GT or in kW) within a MS, this could indicate some technical inefficiency.

Indicator Trends

Trends were calculated according to the filters detailed below for the years 2017 — 2021 (Table
3.3.5.1).
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Table 3.3.5.1. Methodology used to automatically generate comments on indicator trends.

Filter 1 Filter 2 Result
Slope* >0.05 Increasing
At least the last 3 consecutive | Slope* <-0.05 Decreasing
years with data -0.05=<Slope*=<0.05 No clear trend**
Slope =0 Flat / null

* The slope is calculated with the intercept of the trend line / the first value of the trend (a/i0)
** A threshold of 5% is used to indicate whether the value is significant or not.

Source: Own elaborations.

A1.6.The Vessel Use Indicator

According to the 2014 Commission guidelines (COM 2014, 545 final), the ‘Vessel Use Indicators’
describe how intensively vessels in a fleet segment are being utilised. One of these Vessel Use
Indicators is the Vessel Utlilisation Ratio (VUR). This indicator concerns the average activity levels
of vessels that fished at least once during the year, taking into account the seasonality of the
fishery and other restrictions. Under normal conditions, it can be expected that 10% or less of the
vessels in a fleet segment should be inactive, which could be due to major repairs, refits,
conversions or pending sales and transfers. If more than 20% of the fleet segment is recurrently
inactive or if the average activity level of vessels in a fleet segment is recurrrently less than 70% of
the potential, workable activity of comparable vessels, this could indicate technical inefficiency,
that may reveal the existence of an imbalance, unless it can be explained by other reasons, such
as unexpected climatic or man-made events or emergency measures as foreseen in the CFP.

Two sets of values for this indicator were included in the balance indicator tables prepared by
JRC; VUR per fleet segment based on a theoretical maximum Days At Sea (DAS) submitted
voluntarily by some Member States, and VUR220 per fleet segment based on a reference DAS of
220 days.

Indicator Trends

Trends were calculated according to the filters detailed below for the years 2017 — 2021 (Table
3.3.6.1).

Table 3.3.6.1. Methodology used to automatically generate comments on indicator trends.

Filter 1 Filter 2 Result
Slope* >0.05 Increasing
At least the last 3 Slope* <-0.05 Decreasing
consecutive years with
data -0.05=<Slope*=<0.05 No significant trend**
Slope =0 Flat / null

* The slope is calculated with the intercept of the trend line / the first value of the trend (a/i0)
** A threshold of 5% is used to indicate whether the value is significant or not.

Source: Own elaborations.
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Getting in touch with the EU
In person

All over the European Union there are hundreds of Europe Direct centres. You can find the address of the
centre nearest you online (european-union.europa.eu/contact-eu/meet-us_en).

On the phone or in writing

Europe Direct is a service that answers your questions about the European Union. You can contact this
service:

— by freephone: 00 800 6 7 8 9 10 11 (certain operators may charge for these calls),
— at the following standard number; +32 22999696,

— via the following form: european-union.europa.eu/contact-eu/write-us_en.

Finding information about the EU
Online

Information about the European Union in all the official languages of the EU is available on the Europa
website (european-union.europa.eu).

EU publications

You can view or order EU publications at op.europa.eu/en/publications. Multiple copies of free
publications can be obtained by contacting Europe Direct or your local documentation centre (european-
union.europa.eu/contact-eu/meet-us_en).

EU law and related documents

For access to legal information from the EU, including all EU law since 1951 in all the official language
versions, go to EUR-Lex (eur-lex.europa.eu).

EU open data

The portal data.europa.eu provides access to open datasets from the EU institutions, bodies and
agencies. These can be downloaded and reused for free, for both commercial and non-commercial
purposes. The portal also provides access to a wealth of datasets from European countries.
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Science for policy

Publications Office
of the European Union

STECF

The Scientific, Technical and Economic
Committee for Fisheries (STECF) has
been established by the European
Commission. The STECF is being
consulted at regular intervals on
matters pertaining to the conservation
and management of living aquatic
resources, including biological,
economic, environmental, social and
technical considerations.

The Joint Research Centre (JRC) provides
independent, evidence-based knowledge and
science, supporting EU policies to positively
impact society
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