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Abstract 
 
This report presents detailed analysis of the 5 main segments of the Irish fishing fleet, 

drawing on volume and price data on landings and days at sea provided by the Sea 

Fisheries Protection Authority (SFPA), which collects data on every active vessel in 

the Irish fleet. The data collected by the SFPA from the log sheets (such as landing 

weights, details of days at sea, vessel descriptors, etc.) and the sales notes (prices per 

kg per species per landing) are an important source of data for fishery scientists to 

conduct stock assessment and population modelling. In addition however, this data 

relating to fishing activity and catch value can be used to assess the economic status 

of the fishing industry from year to year. This is important information given that this 

industry forms a vital part of the economy of many rural coastal areas. As such, this 

report fills a gap in the use of the log sheet and sales note data by using it to present, 

for the first time, a micro-level analysis of the earnings and effort of the different 

fishing segments in the Irish fishing fleet. 
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Introduction  

This report presents detailed analysis of 5 segments of the Irish fishing fleet, drawing 

on volume and price data on landings and days at sea provided by the Sea Fisheries 

Protection Authority (SFPA), which collects data on every active vessel in the Irish 

fleet. The SFPA collects and analyses data on fish landings and fishing activity by all 

Irish vessels and foreign vessels landing into Ireland. This data includes information 

on the quantity, value, and location of fish caught, together with effort data and details 

of fishing methods used.  

 

The main sources of the data collected by the SFPA and used in this analysis are:  

1.  EU logbooks which are completed by the masters of fishing vessels 

when landing. All vessels greater than 10m in length are required to fill 

out these log sheets and submit them to their local Port Office. The 

data is then entered to the Integrated Fisheries Information System 

(IFIS) database by SFPA staff. 

2.  Sales notes data which are electronically submitted by the buyer at 

the first sale of the fish. The sales notes provide data on the price per 

kg received for landings by a vessel.  

 

The data gathered by the SFPA is used in the management of species quotas. 

Identification of seasonal and annual patterns and trends in landings allows for more 

accurate projection of catch figures. Updates on the status of quota species are 

compiled for the monthly quota management meetings where The Department of 

Agriculture Fisheries and Food, The SFPA and the Producer Organisations work 

together to allocate quotas in a manner which most benefits the industry. The data 

collected by the SFPA from the log sheets (such as landing weights, details of days at 

sea, vessel descriptors, etc.) and the sales notes (prices per kg per species per landing) 

are an important source of data for fishery scientists to conduct stock assessment and 

population modelling. In addition however, this data relating to fishing activity and 

catch value can be used to assess the economic status of the fishing industry from year 
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to year. This is important information given that this industry forms a vital part of the 

economy of many rural coastal areas. As such, this report fills a gap in the use of the 

log sheet and sales note data by using it to present, for the first time, a micro-level 

analysis of the earnings and effort of the different fishing segments in the Irish fishing 

fleet. 

 

This is the first edition of what it is hoped will be an annual report providing a 

valuable time series dataset on Irish fisheries earnings to the industry and to 

policymakers. It is envisaged that the analysis will provide information that could be 

used to good effect to enhance fisheries management policy making and benefit the 

Irish fleet in the long-run.  

 

It is hoped that the information presented in this publication will be of use to a wide 

range of people across industry, government and academia. 

 

Data and Methodology 

Due to data available this report only analyses what is referred to as the coastal and 

off-shore Irish fleet. The coastal fleet we define as vessels between 10 and 18 metres 

while the off-shore fleet is defined as all vessels greater than 18 metres1. Data on the 

inshore fleet which we define as vessels of less than 10 metres was not available from 

the SFPA as vessels less than 10m are not obliged to submit log sheets. The inshore 

fleet is not insubstantial being made up of approximately 1,360 vessels which 

includes over 500 vessels that are restricted to pot-fishing for non-quota species 

(Seafood Industry Strategy Review Group, 20072). 

 

                                                
1 Note: there are varying opinions of what is considered inshore, coastal etc. The Cawley Report for 
example defines inshore fleet as vessels less than 12 metres, the coastal fleet  as vessels of between 12–
18 metres and  the near-water and offshore fleet as vessels of >18 metres.  For the purposes of this 
report we refer to coastal and offshore fleet of as vessels greater than 10m. 
2 Seafood Industry Strategy Review Group (2007). Steering a new course. Strategy for a restructured, 
sustainable and profitable Irish seafood industry 2007-2013. Report of the Seafood Industry Strategy 
Review Group. Dublin:BIM. 
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In using the SFPA data we had to combine the Sales Note data and the Logbook 

landings data. The data in the Logbook gave the monthly landings by species by 

landing port by vessel while the sales note data provided the average monthly price by 

species by port but not by vessel. To protect the confidentiality of the vessels and 

owners no information was provided by the SFPA that could identify the individual 

vessels3. Only the log book data was available for 2006 so in order to calculate the 

price per kg of alternative species in 2006 we used Central Statistics Office (CSO) 

data on the change in value per kg of fish stocks between 2006 and 2007. Using this 

index we adjusted the 2007 prices from the sales notes to be representative of the 

price per species per port per month for 2006.  

 

In order to calculate earnings per month for each vessel in the dataset we then had to 

multiply the landings by species by port for each vessel in each year from the logbook 

data by the price for each of the species by month by year by port from the sales note 

data. In some instances a species would be recorded as landed at a particular port in a 

particular month in the logbook but no entry would exist for that species for that 

month at that port in the sales note data. In these instances we used the price per 

species per month per port area. The port areas refer to groupings of ports along the 

coast that serve particular regions or fleets though a central port office as defined by 

the SFPA. These port areas are described in Appendix 1. If this price was still not 

available we used the price per species per month as the next best alternative price for 

the landing of the species in the port in question.   

 

One other issue that had to be dealt with was the fact that the log sheets specifies the 

quantities of fish species landed as ‘estimated live weight’ so we had to adjust these 

figures using conversion factors to calculate the gutted or tailed value of the fish 

species. This is important as most species of fish are gutted or tailed on board and 

when presented for sale, yet skippers are instructed to record catch values must in the 

operational section of the logbook in “kg LIVE WEIGHT”. If our analysis simply 

used the live weight figures we would be grossly overestimating the value of most 

species landed in Irish ports. For example, the ratio of live weight to gutted weight for 
                                                
3 Also to further protect the confidentiality of the fishermen all figures reported relate to averages, 
medians or standard deviations rather than any figures for any one vessel. 
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monkfish is 1.23: 1. BIM Species Conversion Factor Tables were used to covert from 

live weight to sales (gutted or tailed) weight (BIM, 20094).  

 

Once we had a price per species per port allocated for all months in the years 2007 

and 2008 we multiplied this price by the equivalent landings (sales weight) from the 

logbook data to calculate the earnings per species per port per vessel per month per 

year. Aggregating across species per month per vessel gave us the monthly earnings 

per vessel while aggregating the monthly earnings by vessel for the year allowed us to 

calculate the total earnings of each vessel per year.  In terms of our analysis every 

coastal and off-shore vessel active in 2006, 2007 and 2008 was allocated into one of 5 

segments. The segment classifications are Beamer, Pelagic, Polyvalent General, 

Polyvalent Potting and Specific5. 

 

The Beamer or Beam trawl segment comprises between 12 and 15 dedicated vessels 

in our dataset for the years 2006 to 2008. These vessels target mainly flatfish species, 

particularly sole, plaice, megrim and monkfish. The Pelagic segment comprises 

between 22 and 23 dedicated vessels in our dataset over the reference years. This 

segment almost exclusively targets pelagic species including mackerel, herring, horse 

mackerel and blue whiting. The Polyvalent General segment represents an average 

369 vessels in each of the years of the SFPA data. The polyvalent general fleet targets 

traditional whitefish species (monkfish, megrim, haddock, whiting, cod, etc and 

Dublin Bay prawns/Nephrops), a limited quantity of pelagic species and a number of 

non-quota shellfish stocks. The Polyvalent Potting segment constitutes vessels that are 

restricted to pot-fishing and are represented by between 9 and 17 vessels over the 3 

years of the SFPA. The Specific segment comprises between 15 and 29 dedicated 

vessels in our dataset over the reference years ranging in size from 12.5 to 27.5 metres 

in length. Vessels in this segment generally target bivalve molluscs (e.g. mussels, 

scallop, and razor clams) and generally fish with dredges. 

 

                                                
4 BIM (2007). User Friendly Guide to filling in the EU Log Book,  User Friendly Guides No. 1 (2007), 
Fisheries Development Division, Bord Iascaigh Mhara,. Dublin:BIM, www.bim.ie  
 
5 Vessels classified as General Beamers are included in the Polyvalent General category. 
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While every effort has been made to insure the accuracy of the figures presented in 

this report it should be noted that the average figures per vessel are based only on 

those vessels for which we had data for from the SFPA. In each segment, information 

may be missing on a small number of vessels due in the main to missing sales notes 

data and the inability of the analyst to estimate an appropriate price for a particular 

species in a particular year. Nevertheless, the dataset covers the majority of vessels in 

the coastal and off-shore Irish fleets and as such should provide an accurate reflection 

of the average earnings and activity of vessels in each of the 5 segments. 

 

In what follows we present an analysis of the earnings, by segment of the Irish 

Coastal and Off-Shore fleet in the years 2006 to 2008. Following this we examine the 

effort levels expended by each of the segments over the same reference period. 

Finally we conclude by presenting a summary description of the composition of each 

segment with a breakdown of the main species caught, by weight and value. 

 



 

1 

Coastal and Off-Shore Fleet Earnings by Segment 

The Irish coastal and offshore fleet can be broken down into five segments. These 

segments are given in Figure 2 which shows the segment shares of total fleet revenue 

per annum. 

    
 2006 2007 2008  

 

   

 

     
  Segment 2006 2007 2008  Segment 2006 2007 2008 

 

 
 

Beamer 3.6% 3% 2.7% 
 

Pelagic 35.3% 34.3% 39.4%  

 
 

Polyvalent 
General 

58.7% 60% 50.4% 
 

Polyvalent 
Potting 

0.4% 0.5% 0.5%  

 
 

Specific 1.9% 2.3% 7%       

   Source: Authors’ calculations 

 Figure 1 – Percentage contribution to yearly fleet revenue  
 

The relative importance of the Pelagic and Polyvalent General segments is evident in 

Figure 1, but more subtle points can be made about the shares of each segment over 

the three year period. Polyvalent General had a 58.7 percent share of total coastal and 

off-shore fleet earnings in 2006. It then rises to 60 percent in 2007 only to fall back to 

50 percent in 2008. Meanwhile, the Pelagic segment’s share falls slightly in 2007, but 

then it increases by 4 percentage points to 39 percent in 2008. The Specific segment’s 

gain is the most noticeable difference as it goes from a quite small 1.9 percent of 

earnings to a more sizeable 7 percent. Finally, the Beamer segment joins Polyvalent 

General in giving ground to the other segments over the reference period while 

Polyvalent Potting remains largely unchanged. 
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Source: Authors’ calculations 

Figure 2 - Average earnings per vessel per year 

 

An examination of Figure 2 helps to explain the growth or contraction of the different 

segments. The most striking element of the figure is the relatively high level of 

average yearly earnings per vessel exhibited by the Pelagic segment. However, when 

looking beyond this feature one can see a pattern of steady increases in earnings per 

vessel taking shape in both the Pelagic and Specific segments. The other segments 

display a contraction in average earnings in 2008.  

 

Note that the improvements in earnings per vessel for the Pelagic and Specific fleets 

are not statistical artefacts; figure 3 shows that the total number of vessels remains 

constant for the Pelagic segment whilst the Specific segment nearly doubles its 

number from 15 to 29 vessels. Figure B1 in Appendix B further demonstrates that the 

change in earnings for both these segments would appear to be more influenced by 

changes in price rather than quantity over the period. Indeed, in the Pelagic fleet, the 

improvement in mean earnings is motivated by an increase in the mean price per 

kilogram of catch landed as it goes from � 0.32 to � 0.56. This represents a 75 percent 

rise in prices relative to the 2006 price level. Volume of catch also increases, but this 
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is by a much smaller 9 percent. As shown later, the reported increase in volume varies 

significantly by species for the Pelagic fleet. 

 

 
Source: Authors’ calculations 

Figure 3 – Average number of vessels by segment 

 

 

As shown in figure B1 in Appendix B we can see price effects in all of the segments 

of the Irish fleet, the most dramatic of which is the inflation of prices in the Specific 

segment. The increased earnings in this segment are not purely price driven however, 

as it also experienced a substantial increase in volume of catch during the same period. 

By contrast, the Pelagic fleet shows a relatively modest increase in volume of catch. 

The situation is the same for the Polyvalent General segment with a largely static 

volume of catch, and earnings determined by price on average. Changes in volume 

caught would appear to have a larger impact on earnings than changes in price for 

only the Polyvalent Potting segment. 

 

Figure 1 and Figure 3 together explain a puzzling element of Figure 2; if the share in 

total fleet earnings for the Polyvalent General segment is so much larger than that of 

0 100 200 300 400
Number of vessels
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the Pelagic fleet, why then is the earnings per vessel so much lower? The answer is 

evident in Figure 3, i.e. the segment is larger by several hundred vessels. The upward 

movement in earnings per vessel is more evenly split in the Specific segment. Both 

price and volume double over the three year period. Figure 3 also shows the increase 

in vessels from 331 to 387 within the Polyvalent General fleet which represents a 

growth rate of 16%. This is accompanied by higher earnings in 2007, but the fall in 

earnings in 2008 coincides with a much smaller reduction in the number of vessels for 

that year, and thus earnings per vessel deteriorate. 

 

 

The number of vessels in our dataset, fishing each of the main fish species, is 

presented in Figure 4. Total annual revenue for the coastal and off-shore fleet is 

divided into share contribution by each of the species landed and then presented in 

Figure 5. The fingerprints of the Pelagic and the Polyvalent General segments are still 

apparent in this new view of fleet earnings. Even though the number of vessels fishing 

for Atlantic Mackerel is relatively low compared to some other species such as Cod or 

 
Source: Authors’ calculations 

Figure 4 – Number of vessels catching each species 
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Haddock (see Figure 4) it can be seen in Figure 5 that Atlantic Mackerel is the highest 

earning species with a take that is two and a half times greater than that of the next 

species in percentage terms. This reflects the fact that this species is very important to 

the two segments with the largest share of fleet revenue.  

 

Norway Lobster is the second highest earning species listed in Figure 5 and is the 

most important species landed by the Polyvalent General segment. Concerning the 

Specific segment, Edible Crab is a consistently high earner, and more importantly 

Great Atlantic Scallop’s share increases dramatically in 2008. One can also see from 

figure 4 that the Great Atlantic Scallop catch is brought in by a small number of 

vessels relative to other species, which are landed as by-catch more often. 
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Source: Authors’ calculations 
Figure 5 - Percentage of  yearly earnings contributed by species 

Figure 6 shows the monthly earnings profile for each year across the entire coastal 

and off-shore fleet, whereas Figure 7 shows the monthly earnings profile for each 

segment. A ‘U’ or ‘V’ shaped pattern is plainly visible in Figure  indicating that the 

spring and autumn months are the most active times for the fleet. In Figure 7 we see 

that it is mainly the Pelagic segment that gives rise to the pattern in earnings shown in 

Figure 6, although the Beamer and Specific fleet also exhibit the same pattern, albeit 

to lesser extent. 
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Source: Authors’ calculations 
Figure 6 – Average Monthly earnings across Coastal and Off-shore Fleet 
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Source: Authors’ calculations 
Figure 7 - Monthly percentage contribution to yearly earnings by segment 
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Effort levels in the Coastal and Off-shore Fishing Fleets 

Effort can be measured both in terms of physical characteristics such as length or 

engine size, and also in terms of activity measures (e.g. days at sea). An interaction 

between these variables is often calculated to arrive at units of effort, and we have 

followed this methodology in our calculations. Specifically, our measure of effort is 

simply the engine size of a given vessel in kilowatts (kW) of power multiplied by the 

days at sea for a particular entry. 

 

In a time period as short as the one for which we were able to conduct this analysis, 

characteristics such as engine size and vessel length tend to be fixed (i.e. they change 

very little, if at all), so although our measure of effort includes engine size it is really 

the number of days at sea that determine the changes to the level of effort from year to 

year. This being the case, a snapshot of days at sea will go a long way in telling the 

effort story within each segment, whereas engine size becomes more important for 

cross segment comparisons. 

 
Source: Authors’ calculations 

Figure 8  - Average days at sea per vessel per year 
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Source: Authors’ calculations 

Figure 9  - Average trips per vessel per year 
  

 

Figures 8, 9 and 10 paint a picture of segments which are generally reducing their 

effort levels.  The Pelagic sector is the exception as it is increasing days at sea at a 

steady rate. 

 

Days at sea are distributed over a number of trips per year, and this number varies 

from segment to segment. Furthermore, changes in days at sea and number of trips are 

not necessarily moving in the same direction, e.g. the dramatic fall off of days spent at 

sea in the Specific segment coincides with an increase in the number of trips per year. 

This yields a significant drop off of mean days at sea per vessel per trip in Figure 10.   

 

These three figures also reflect structural differences in the various segments' fleets. 

In the case of Polyvalent Potting vessels tend to be smaller and as a result these 

vessels have the shortest mean duration per trip. 
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Source: Authors’ calculations 

Figure 10  - Average days at sea per vessel per trip 
 

 

 

In Figure 11 and Figure 12 days at sea and number of trips on a monthly basis are 

broken out for each segment so that a profile for the year is drawn. One can see 

patterns similar to those in Figure 8 emerge. This again points to the link between 

effort and earnings.  
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Source: Authors’ calculations 

Figure 11 - Days at sea per vessel per month 
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Source: Authors’ calculations 

Figure 12 - Trips per vessel per month 
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Finally, the return for a unit of effort (i.e. that measure which accounts for engine size) 
is depicted in Figure 13. This figure highlights the growth in earnings per unit effort 
in the Pelagic and Specific segments as well as the diminishing Polyvalent General 
segment. The explanation lies in the higher earnings per unit of effort.  
 
 
 

 
 

Figure 13 - Earnings per vessel per unit of effort 
 
 
 

Although data on costs were not available for this analysis, it is certain that a number 

of costs will be reduced by the reduction in days at sea, e.g. fuel and maintenance 

costs, and it is therefore likely that these segments have increased their profitability 

relative to the Polyvalent General segment. So the decline in the share of revenue for 

the Polyvalent General segment, the increase in the number of vessels in the Specific 

segment, and the growth in the Pelagic and the Specific segments' share of earnings 

all fit with the story being told by the earnings per unit of effort picture. 
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Segment-by-Segment 
Descriptive Summary 
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Beamer Segment 
 

         
  % value % volume   % value % volume 

 
Scallop Great Atl. 21% 7.5% 

 
Monkfish Angler 18.6% 18.3% 

 
Sole Black 17.2% 5.1% 

 
Megrim nei 13.9% 13.2% 

 
Rays 5.1% 15.4% 

 
Rays nei 3.4% 9.6% 

 
Cod Atlantic 3.3% 4.5% 

 
Witch 2.7% 3.8% 

 
Haddock 2.6% 5.6% 

 
Plaice 2.3% 4.2% 

 
Turbot 2% 0.6% 

 
Other species 7.7% 12.3% 

     Source: Authors calculations, 2008 figures     

 
 

Effort and Earnings Per Vessel 
  Mean SD Median 

2006       

Length (m) 26 5 23 
Tonnage 182 105 200 

Engine size (kW) 563 282 350 

Trips 35 8 37 
Days at sea 194 45 208 

Earnings 322,792 139,859 302,578 

2007      

Length (m) 26 4 23 
Tonnage 168 103 200 
Engine size (kW) 520 236 350 

Trips 37 7 37 

Days at sea 196 27 200 

Earnings 431,761 108,741 448,961 

2008      

Length (m) 25 5 23 
Tonnage 150 99 75 

Engine size (kW) 473 253 350 

Trips 29 7 30 

Days at sea 130 31 135 
Earnings 321,688 81,944 293,556 

 

Consisting of 15 vessels in 2008, 
the Beamer segment constitutes 
3.2 percent of the vessels and 5 
percent of the capacity of the 
coastal and off-shore fleet. The 
segment also accounts for 2.7 
percent of the total value of 
fisheries, whilst only landing 0.6 
percent of total volume of catch. 

As can be seen in figures 14 and 
15, Beam trawl vessels land a 
wide variety of species. Great 
Atlantic Scallop and Black Sole 
are the highest value per kilogram 
of catch, but Monkfish and 
Megrim are also important 
species as high volume catches. 

Effort per vessel has decreased by 
every measure over the 3 years of 
data, but earnings per vessel 
increased spiked in 2007 and 
returned to the 2006 level in 2008. 

Figure 14 Value by Species

Figure 15 Volume by Species 
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Pelagic Segment 

 

  
        
  % value % volume  % value % volume 

 
Atlantic Mackerel 55.9% 28.7%  Blue Whiting  4.9% 16.7% 

 
Horse Mackerel nei 16.9% 22.6% 

 
Other species 14.22% 18.95% 

 
Atlantic Herring  8.2% 13.1%     

   Source: Authors calculations, 2008 figures      
        
        

 
 
 

Effort and Earnings Per Vessel 
  Mean SD Median 
2006       
Length (m) 50 9 54 
Tonnage 1148 763 750 

Engine size (kW) 1721 1012 1,250 

Trips 21 6 20 

Days at sea 51 12 50 

Earnings 1,651,080 727,910 1,572,170 

2007    

Length (m) 51 8 54 
Tonnage 1198 759 750 

Engine size (kW) 1848 1012 1,250 

Trips 21 4 21 
Days at sea 63 19 56 

Earnings 2,761,435 1,004,911 2,841,367 

2008    

Length (m) 51 8 54 
Tonnage 1267 810 1,250 
Engine size (kW) 1865 1013 1,250 

Trips 21 4 20 

Days at sea 71 30 62 

Earnings 3,228,204 2,245,430 2,962,478 

Although the Pelagic fleet’s 23 
vessels made up only 4.9 percent 
of the coastal and off-shore fleet 
in   2008   this segment accounts 
for 67 percent of the total volume 
of the fleet catch. The segment 
accounts also for 39.4 percent of 
value of fisheries.  

The Pelagic fleet concentrates on 
relatively few species. The 
average vessel in this segment is 
quite large at 50m, with high 
tonnage and large engines. 

Despite these bigger vessels, the 
Pelagic fleet is the only segment 
that is increasing effort by every 
measure (barring trips, which are 
constant). This investment is 
being rewarded with an increase 
in earnings in each year of the 
analysis period. 

Figure 16 Value by Species Figure 17 Volume by Species 
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Polyvalent General Segment 

          
  % value % volume   % value % volume 

 
Tuna Albacore 3.6% 2.3% 

 
Whiting 3.7% 4.2% 

 
Atlantic Herring 4.1% 17.3% 

 
Hake European 4.1% 2.2% 

 
Cod Atlantic 4.4% 2.4% 

 
Haddock 5.9% 5.9% 

 
Megrim 5.9% 2.6% 

 
Atlantic Mackerel 6.3% 11% 

 
Crab Edible 9.8% 8.7% 

 
Monkfish Angler nei 11.3% 4.1% 

 
Lobster Norway 19.3% 14.8% 

 
Other species 21.7% 24.6% 

         Source: Authors calculations, 2008 figures     

 
Effort and Earnings Per Vessel 

  Mean SD Median 

2006       

Length (m) 22 7 23 
Tonnage 181 132 200 
Engine size (kW) 410 298 350 

Trips 41 19 29 

Days at sea 154 70 155 

Earnings 278,950 241,957 250,080 

2007      

Length (m) 21 7 23 
Tonnage 174 133 200 

Engine size (kW) 395 306 350 

Trips 45 23 42 

Days at sea 152 71 152 
Earnings 412,457 320,643 371,499 

2008      

Length (m) 21 7 23 
Tonnage 162 122 200 

Engine size (kW) 377 290 350 
Trips 44 25 39 

Days at sea 131 67 131 

Earnings 361,222 311,898 282,506 

 

 

The Polyvalent General segment is 
the largest in terms of the number of 
vessels at 387, and also in terms of 
overall capacity at 87.2 percent of the 
total for the coastal and off-shore 
fleet. The volume of catch is a distant 
second to the Pelagic segment at 31.3 
percent. The segment still has the 
largest value catch at 50.4 percent of 
total value of fisheries. 

This segment also includes a small 
number of Polyvalent Tank vessels. 
Lobster is the highest value catch of 
the species landed by this segment, 
but Monkfish Angler is the highest 
value per volume of catch. 

As in other segments most measures 
of effort have been decreasing over 
the 3 year period. The exception is 
the number of trips in 2007, although 
days at sea did follow the same trend. 
Earnings trended upwards, spiking in 
2007.

Figure 18 Value by Species Figure 19 Volume by Species 
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Polyvalent Potting Segment 

 
 

 

        
  % value % volume   % value % volume 

 Whelk 35.6% 45.7% 
 

Crab Edible 56.6% 51.4% 

 
Other species 7.8% 2.9%     

             Source: Authors calculations, 2008 figures     
        
        
        

 
 

Effort and Earnings Per Vessel 
  Mean SD Median 

2006       

Length (m) 13 0 13 
Tonnage 25 0 25 

Engine size (kW) 219 121 200 
Trips 42 25 51 

Days at sea 64 77 25 

Earnings 87,281 82,266 49,698 

2007      
Length (m) 13 0 13 
Tonnage 25 0 25 

Engine size (kW) 157 104 75 

Trips 82 55 73 

Days at sea 31 22 28 

Earnings 98,087 106,924 66,408 

2008      

Length (m) 13 0 13 
Tonnage 25 0 25 

Engine size (kW) 159 105 75 

Trips 81 32 80 
Days at sea 31 14 28 

Earnings 80,565 67,995 62,640 

 
Polyvalent Potting consisted of 
15 vessels in 2008. Whilst this is 
the same number of vessels as the 
Beamer segment, this segment 
accounts for 0.1 percent of 
capacity, 0.3 percent of volume, 
and 0.5 percent of value of catch.  

The variety of species landed is 
also very limited in this segment, 
with some 92.2 percent of value 
being derived from the landing of 
Edible Crab and Whelk. 

The Polyvalent Potting segment 
shows the industry-wide trend in 
reduction in effort more as a 
single shock in 2007 than do the 
other segments. Engine size and 
days at sea have decreased 
dramatically, although the 
number of trips has substantially 
increased. Earnings spike in 2007 
but a notable decrease occurs in 
2008. 

Figure 20 Value by Species Figure 21 Volume by Species 
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Specific Segment 

  

        
  % value % volume   % value % volume 

 
Razor Shells, knife clams nei 5.6% 10.9% 

 
Mussel Blue 11.8% 23.2% 

 
Scallop Great Atlantic 80% 56.3% 

 
Other species 2.6% 9.6% 

   Source: Authors’ calculations, 2008 figures     
        
        
        

 
 

Effort and Earnings Per Vessel 
  Mean SD Median 

2006    

Length (m) 19 4 23 
Tonnage 81 53 75 

Engine size (kW) 297 111 350 
Trips 36 27 32 

Days at sea 122 65 114 

Earnings 201,579 133,023 315,660 

2007    
Length (m) 18 5 18 
Tonnage 67 50 75 

Engine size (kW) 267 179 350 

Trips 46 36 35 

Days at sea 78 54 72 

Earnings 258,337 227,127 206,787 

2008    

Length (m) 16 5 13 
Tonnage 58 57 25 

Engine size (kW) 202 168 200 

Trips 52 35 46 
Days at sea 57 45 47 

Earnings 645,866 977,252 84,115 

 
The Specific segment makes up 
6.2 percent of the coastal and off-
shore fleet at 29 vessels. Capacity 
and volume of catch are small at 
0.2 percent and 0.8 percent 
respectively, but the overall value 
of catch is relatively high at 7 
percent of the total value of 
fisheries.  

Specific segment targets a narrow 
range of species, with Great 
Atlantic Scallop being the most 
important in terms of both value 
and volume. A large volume Blue 
Mussel catch also makes this 
species important to the segment.  

As with most other segments, 
measures of effort decrease 
throughout the period. The 
number of trips is the exception 
as is the case with the similarly 
sized vessels in the Polyvalent 
Potting segment. 

Figure 22 Value by Species Figure 23 Volume by Species 
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Appendix A 

The grouping of ports according to port area are as follows: 

CTB: Castletownbere, Kilmacalogue, Dunmanus Bay, Schull, Pontoon, Garnish/Travara, Skibbereen, 
Lehanbeag, Bantry 

CLON: Kinsale, Youghal, Courtmacsherry, Union Hall, Clonakilty, Cobh ,Ballycotton, Ringaskiddy, 
Baltimore, Crosshaven") 

KBG: Bunbeg, Lacken, MalinHead, Greencastle, Teelin, Tully/Renvyle, Glengad, Killybegs, 
Porturlin/Portacloy, Killala, Bellmullet/Blacksod,  Rathmullan, "Buncrana, Burtonport, Downings, 
Ballyglass 

DUNMORE EAST: Kilmore Quay, Fethard/Slade, Dunmore East, Dunbrattin, Waterford, Helvick, 
Rosslare, Duncannon/St.Helens 

HOWTH: Clogherhead, Dun Laoghaire, Loughshinny, Mornington, Dundalk, Howth , Balbriggan, Skerries, 
Wicklow, Arklow 

DINGLE: Ballycrovane, Ballinskelligs, Renard, Kenmare, Fanad, Portmagee, Dingle, Valentia, Fenit 

ROS AN MHIL: Achill, Galway, Kilkeel, Doonbeg, Quilty, Roundstone/Ballyconneely, Carrigaholt, Aran 
Islands, Ros A Mhil, Arranmore, Cill Chiarain 

OTHER: Spanish Port, UK Port, French Port, Danish Port, Norwegian Port, Faero 
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Appendix B 

 

Source: Authors’ calculations 
Figure B1 – Price and volume of  catch relative to 2006 levels by segment (Price and volume equals 100 in base year 2006) 
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