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Outcome of the Third Meeting of the HELCOM Group on  
Ecosystem-based Sustainable Fisheries 

(FISH 3-2015) 
 

Introduction   
01. In accordance with the Outcome of HELCOM HOD 48-2015 (paragraph 3.12), the Third Meeting 
of the HELCOM Group on Ecosystem-based Sustainable Fisheries (FISH 3-2015) was held in Warsaw, Poland, 
at the premises of the Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development, on 26-27 November 2015. 

02. The Meeting was attended by delegations from all Contracting Parties apart from Estonia, 
Lithuania and Russia, Observers from BSAC, CCB, FEAP and OCEANA and invited guests Mr. Piotr Predki, Anna 
Debicka and Charlott Stenberg. The List of Participants is attached as Annex 1.  

03. The Meeting was chaired by Mr. Marcin Rucinski, Chair of Fish, and Mr. Hermanni Backer, 
HELCOM Professional Secretary acted as secretary of the Meeting, assisted by Ms. Petra Kääriä, HELCOM 
Assisting Professional Secretary.  

04. Mr. Rucinski welcomed the participants to the Meeting on behalf of the Fisheries Director 
General of the Polish Ministry of Maritime Economy and Inland Waterways. 

05. Ms. Monika Stankiewicz, Executive Secretariat of HELCOM, welcomed the participants to the 
Meeting on behalf of the Secretariat, highlighted the main aims of the meeting including ongoing and future 
work on fish and fisheries related assessments and indicators, development of BAT and BEP for aquaculture, 
incidental catch and migratory fish species. 

06. The Meeting welcomed Mr. Hermanni Backer as the new HELCOM Professional Secretary of the 
group. 

 

Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda 

Documents: 1-1, 1-2 

1.1 The Meeting noted that Denmark wishes to present a proposal on a joint Baltic-wide grey seal 
management plan. 

1.2 The Meeting adopted the Agenda of the Meeting as contained in document 1-1. 

 

Agenda Item 2  Matters arising from other HELCOM work of relevance for the Group 

Documents: 2-1, 2-2, 2-4 

2.1 The Meeting took note of the extracts from outcomes of recent HELCOM meetings of relevance 
for Fish (document 2-4), as presented the Secretariat. 

2.2 The Meeting noted that the draft HELCOM Recommendation on aquaculture will be discussed 
at HOD 49-2015 with the intention to adopt it at HELCOM 37-2016 and that the ongoing work on HELCOM 
core indicators is taken forward by HELCOM expert groups/projects.  

2.3 The Meeting took note of the document on fish and fisheries in forthcoming HELCOM 
assessments and indicators (document 2-1), as presented by the Secretariat as well as the status update of 
HELCOM Assessment on Maritime Activities in the Baltic Sea region (document 2-2), as presented by the 
Secretariat. 
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2.4 The Meeting took note of the process towards the HELCOM Assessment on Maritime Activities 
to be finalised by 2016 (document 2-2) and invited the interested co-authors to provide ideas and input to 
the chapters of ‘Aquaculture’, ‘Fisheries’, ‘Maritime Activities and MSP’ to the Secretariat 
(hermanni.backer@helcom.fi). 

2.5 The Meeting agreed to the approach that the Secretariat, in co-operation with interested CPs, 
will prepare first drafts of the Assessment which will be sent for commenting to Fish and other HELCOM 
groups by end of May 2016 with the view of final approvals on the content at HELCOM HOD in December 
2016. 

2.6 The Meeting took note that the publication overall will be a concise compilation of trends and 
regulatory status quo but also point at the future, and that the future section in the ‘Fisheries’ and 
‘Aquaculture’ chapters needs input from the CPs. 

2.7 The Meeting noted the suggestion by CCB to separate recreational fisheries in the assessment 
to rod and line fisheries and other types. 

2.8 The Meeting noted that as regards fisheries and maritime spatial planning, the HELCOM 
Secretariat is a partner in the project Baltic Scope (Towards coherence and cross-border solution in Baltic 
Maritime Spatial Plans), and the Secretariat’s role in the project is to provide shipping related input as well 
as a synthesis on MSP and maritime activities in general which will be published as part of the Maritime 
Assessment (section 5 in document 2-2). The Meeting suggested that a representative of the SCOPE project 
should be invited to the next meeting of the FISH group to present interactions between fisheries and MSP. 

2.9 The Meeting took note that the GIS and trend data compilation and harmonization ongoing 
within different HELCOM processes such as the Maritime Assessment will be available also for other uses and 
further synthesis such as the HOLAS II assessment aimed for 2017/2018. 

2.10 The Meeting highlighted the importance that HELCOM assessment products are designed with 
management use in mind. 

2.11 The Meeting took note of the work around further development of the fish and fisheries related 
indicators under the Lead Country approach, of the HELCOM Secretariat support to these efforts via e.g. the 
BalticBOOST project and of the close cooperation with ICES on these indicators. The set of the core indicators, 
including fish-related ones are to be the backbone of the next HELCOM holistic assessment of the ecosystem 
health (HOLAS II).  

2.12 The Meeting took note that indicators on commercially exploited fish (for descriptor 3 of MSFD) 
are under development by ICES and that the intention is to integrate those together with the HELCOM 
indicators in the HOLAS II assessment. 

2.13 The Meeting recalled that the Lead Countries for the indicators have the main responsibility as 
regards the planning and further development of the HELCOM core indicators to be finalized by mid-2016 
and suggested that a technical/scientific event on fish and fisheries indicators, e.g. back to back to a FISH 
group meeting during 2016 would be useful to gain understanding on the indicators and their use and ensure 
optimal results with a wide ownership. 

2.14 The Meeting stressed that the indicator ‘Number of drowned mammals and waterbirds in fishing 
gear’ has been defined but needs data e.g. for the environmental targets to be set, and thus further 
development of data collection on incidental catches in the Baltic Sea region, and ensuring the availability of 
this data to HELCOM, is crucial. 

2.15 The Meeting noted the comment by Finland that it can be expected that a new EU data collection 
legislation will be in place in 2016. 
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Agenda Item 3  Follow up of the draft HELCOM Recommendation on sustainable aquaculture 

Document: 3-1  

3.1 The Meeting took note of CCB event on land-based aquaculture (document 3-1), held on 11-12 
November in Stockholm, Sweden, organized to promote BAT and BEP in aquaculture and key findings of the 
workshop, as presented by CCB. 

3.2 The Meeting took note of the view by FEAP that recirculation systems are also discussed within 
the industry as a future solution but that there are still some technical and economic issues which should be 
clarified before the industry can embrace the approach fully. Exact definitions such as on recirculation 
aquaculture system (RAS) are also needed. Pikeperch and eel are examples of species which have been 
successfully produced in on-land RAS facilities. In Denmark a semi -RAS project on rainbow trout model farm 
was carried out ten year ago and has resulted in a commercially viable technology for industrial fish. 

3.3 The Meeting took note the comment from Chair that RAS systems include some technological 
and economic risks due to the relatively high investment costs. 

3.4 The Meeting took note of the input from CCB that according to the presentations at the CCB 
event in November there are many lessons to be learned from economic failures and successes of RAS 
activities in the USA. The farms which have been successful seem to have a well thought strategic plan behind. 
Many RAS start-up initiatives seem to be too scientific/technical and not very skilled in marketing or business. 

3.5 The Meeting considered the follow up of the HELCOM Recommendation on sustainable 
aquaculture. 

3.6 The Meeting took note of the following comments by CPs on the issue: 

― In Denmark that there is an emission based system in place which is not specifying technologies but 
emission levels – where bigger facilities have higher requirements for cleaning  P, N & Organic matter. 

― Sweden hopes the BAT/BEP leave space for development of new technologies and that the work 
should be based on input from experts and should accommodate national legislation on the topic.  

― Finland, supported by Poland and Denmark that an alternative approach to interpreting the content 
of the Recommendation is that it recommends the Contracting Parties to have national BAT and BEP 
in place and that these national solutions would be then reported to HELCOM. 

― Germany that a joint HELCOM BEP/BAT document can well be developed in such a way that it might 
respect regional diversity in aquaculture and provided preliminary information that they could 
consider leading the work 

3.7 The Meeting agreed to follow up the HELCOM Recommendation by developing a draft document 
on BAT/BEP for aquaculture in the Baltic Sea region in a HELCOM Fish Correspondence Group and welcomed 
the preliminary information from Germany that they could consider leading the work. 

3.8 In terms of process the Chair suggested the following way forward on the Baltic Sea aquaculture 
BAT and BEP: 

― given the heterogeneous nature of aquaculture a scoping/matrix approach could be a good start; it 
would be up to the Chair in cooperation with the Secretariat to prepare the first draft of the matrix 

― variability in technology and geography (differences between countries) are likely important 
dimensions in the scoping exercise. 

― Secretariat should develop draft ToRs of the CG which will be submitted to the group for revision and 
agreement after which the work will start under the identified lead. 
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Agenda Item 4  Interactions between fisheries and marine ecosystems 

Documents: 2-3 

4.1 The Meeting welcomed the presentation on the HELCOM core indicator ‘Number of drowned 
mammals and waterbirds in fishing gear’ by Mr. Sven Koschinski, Lead Country representative of the indicator 
(Presentation 1). 

4.2 The Meeting noted that a proposal on the revision of EC Regulation 812/2004 has been prepared 
within ASCOBANS and the comment by EU that EU member states are crucial in influencing the revision. 

4.3 The Meeting took note that the key outcomes from the SAMBAH project on harbour porpoise 
abundance and distribution in the Baltic Sea, are available on this website, the project ended in September 
2015 and that the full final reports including data are expected to be available shortly.  

4.4 The Meeting took note of the information on ongoing activities as regards incidental catches in 
the Contracting Parties and Observers:  

− Denmark is developing a plan on harbour porpoise protection and an ongoing project will focus on 
activities in the hot spot areas where harbour porpoise abundance and incidental catch rates are 
estimated as high. 

− In Germany research projects on alternative gears such as longlines and jigging reels will end this 
year and a follow-up project to be implemented during the next three years is being developed 

− In Sweden several projects are ongoing i.a. focused on the development of selective gear as well as 
gear which reduce seal damage to caught fish, the latter which could also be efficient to avoid 
incidental catches. In general it would be important to take a closer look into what has already been 
developed in projects and initiatives and how these could contribute to avoiding incidental catches. 

− Poland informed of a LIFE+ application for the international MAMBO project on porpoises which has 
been recently submitted as a follow-up activity to SAMBAH. The project application includes inter 
alia the development of alternative gears to avoid incidental catch. 

− EU informed that DG MARE together with IASME has initiated a study on the mitigation of incidental 
catch of seabirds. 

− CCB highlighted material on incidental catches of birds compiled by BirdLife International and 
available on the website www.seabirdbycatch.com. 

4.5 The Meeting concluded that besides Council Regulation (EC) No 812/2004, applicable for those 
HELCOM contracting parties which are also EU members, no systematic data collection on incidental catches 
of marine mammals or birds in the Baltic Sea is currently taking place and that this shortcoming should be 
addressed at the appropriate level as soon as possible. In particular data on incidental catches in gillnets is 
needed. 

4.6 The Meeting stressed that many measures such as alternative gears have been identified in, i.a. 
research initiatives and can be implemented already today without waiting for the results of such data 
collection. 

4.7 The Meeting emphasized that in addition to marine mammals and birds, endangered fish species 
are also an important focus of mitigation activities for incidental catch. 

4.8 The Meeting considered the proposals for actions on selective extraction and incidental catch of 
species (document 2-3), as presented by Poland as a lead country for incidental catches (Presentation 2) and 
commented the proposals. 

4.9 The Meeting reviewed the proposals for the two actions on data collection and alternative gears 
as included in (document 2-3-Rev.1) and agreed that Poland, supported by the Secretariat, will by Friday 4 
December incorporate comments into the actions for presentation to HOD 49-2015 in December 2015. 
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4.10 The Meeting took note of the comment by Sweden that even with EU competence the coastal 
countries have the right to select the fora where cooperation takes place. 

4.11 The Meeting took note that traditional fishing practices could be a source of inspiration for 
mitigation measures. 

4.12 The Meeting recalled the importance to keep in mind the EU competence in fisheries matters 
when discussing measures to mitigate incidental catches. 

4.13 The Meeting welcomed the presentation by Poland on a project on incidental catch of birds, 
including monitoring, carried out in cooperation with fishermen (Presentation 3). 

4.14 The Meeting highlighted the need to include close interaction with fisheries in any activity 
related to incidental catches. 

4.15 The Meeting took note of the Finnish comment welcoming the Polish study on the impact of 
incidental catches to bird populations and that data collection activities should focus on identified ‘hot spot’ 
areas. 

4.16 The Meeting took note that the Seal group is addressing the issue of incidental catches and is 
preparing a questionnaire on incidental catches and that the Secretariat will organise information exchange 
between the involved parties to streamline work intersessionally. 

4.17 The Chair concluded that enhanced collection and exchange of information, tools for measures 
to be piloted locally in hot spots and in general efforts to build trust are essential in moving forward in the 
incidental catch issue. 

 

Agenda Item 5  Recreational fisheries 

Documents: 5-1 

5.1 The Meeting welcomed the comprehensive report on a Swedish data collection framework for 
recreational fishing (document 5-1), as introduced by Sweden. The Meeting noted that projects on the 
contribution of recreational fisheries on the economy have also been ongoing in Sweden. 

5.2 The Meeting suggested that other countries would report on their data collection on 
recreational fisheries to FISH 4-2016 and agreed to come back to the discussion at the next meeting of the 
Group. 

5.3 The Meeting took note of the information by the Chair that there is a growing interest in 
recreational fisheries management also within BALTFISH, that the group most recent plan is to review 
management regimes for recreational fisheries and that according to the current discussions within the group 
the management regimes of commercial and recreational fisheries should be kept distinct and TACs for 
recreational fisheries are not planned. 

5.4 The Executive Secretary re-iterated HELCOM willingness to seek cooperation with BALTFISH in 
order to use the available regional and national resources for implementation of tasks efficiently and for the 
benefit the Baltic Sea marine environment. 

5.5 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by Sweden that experience on environmental and fisheries 
management cooperation could be drawn from the North-East Atlantic, i.a. collective arrangement between 
OSPAR and NEAFC.  

5.6 The Meeting recalled the global trend of closer cooperation between regional seas conventions 
(RSCs) and fisheries bodies, including regional fisheries management organisations (RFMOs), considered 
exchange of information between HELCOM and Baltic fisheries organizations such as BALTFISH and invited 
the Contracting Parties, Observers and the Secretariat to submit input on good practices on fisheries and 
environment cooperation and information exchange from other parts of the world. 
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5.7 The Meeting noted the comment by EC that there are requirements in EU for the Member States 
to collect data on recreational fisheries every three years and that the revision of the DCF will contain more 
details on this element. 

5.8 The Meeting recalled the agreement from Fish 2-2015 to invite a representative from the ICES 
Working Group on Recreational Fisheries Surveys (WGRFS) and requested the Secretariat to be in contact 
with the ICES Secretariat to invite WGRFS to FISH 4-2016 and provide information on existing data collection 
requirements for recreational fisheries etc.  

 

Agenda Item 6  VMS data issues 

Documents: 6-1, 6-2 

6.1 The Meeting recalled that a joint ICES/HELCOM/OSPAR data call was issued to relevant 
authorities of Contracting Parties to deliver information on fishing activity based on VMS/Log book data in 
2014. The Meeting took note of the maps on pressure from fishing activity in the HELCOM area from years 
2009-2013 (document 6-1) based on the data call. 

6.2 The Meeting noted that the data products are available on the HELCOM map and data service 
and welcomed any suggestions for improvements on the data products and future data calls. 

6.3 The Meeting recalled that the VMS data and maps will be used for the purposes of HOLAS II and 
possibly for assessments regarding MPAs and found it important to continue the consideration of the use of 
this information e.g. to ensure coordinated requests for data and maps.  

6.4 The Meeting took note of the information on the possibility to generate fisheries related data 
and maps from HELCOM AIS data (document 6-2), as presented by the Secretariat and noted that further 
input on this issue will be presented at the next meeting of the Group. 

6.5 The Meeting took note of the information on studies around the use of AIS for estimating 
fisheries from Sweden and CCB, and requested the CPs and Observers to forward any information on such 
best practices and results to the Secretariat (hermanni.backer@helcom.fi) by 15 December 2015. 

6.6 The Meeting recalled that the Baltic HELCOM AIS network and dataset is based on a regional 
exchange of AIS information established at the HELCOM Ministerial meeting of transport ministers in 2001, 
is regulated by a HELCOM Recommendation and managed by the HELCOM AIS EWG consisting of national 
authorities responsible for AIS data in the coastal countries. 

 

Agenda Item 7  Migratory fish species 

Documents: 7-1, 7-2, 7-3 

7.1 The Meeting took note of the Terms of Reference of Fish-M (document 7-1)  

7.2 The Meeting took note of the comments submitted by Sweden (document 7-3), including the 
general comment that the work needs to focus on few key issues linked to HELCOM agreements with clear 
deliverables and that it would be helpful to ensure funding for the activities, e.g. via EMFF. 

7.3 The Meeting took note of the proposal for actions to save European eel in the Baltic Sea 
(document 7-2), presented by CCB, and took note that based on an initiative by Monaco the european eel 
has been added to the CMS convention Appendix II, the list of migratory species in unfavourable status for 
which further action, including separate multinational agreements, would be required. 

7.4 The Meeting took note of the view by Denmark that the commercial regional catches of eel have 
reduced drastically during the last decades much effort has been invested in eel management nationally and 
a management plan conforming to the EU requirements is in place since 2009. 
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7.5 The Meeting took note of the comment by Sweden that it considers the CMS initiative as 
interesting and supports international collaboration regarding the management of European eel. 

7.6 The Meeting took note of the comment by CCB that IUU component of eel fisheries is remarkably 
high, which is possibly a reason why the stocks continue to decrease and that the CMS initiative could close 
the remaining gaps in management of the European eel left by the EU and national frameworks. 

7.7 The Meeting welcomed the idea to invite the concerned parties to provide input on eel to the 
HELCOM Fish processes. 

7.8 The Meeting took note of the presentation on a planned project for restoration of sea trout 
rivers in the Baltic Sea, led by partners from Sweden, and HELCOM involvement in the project as presented 
by the Secretariat (Presentation 4), and took note that Finland (LUKE) and CCB are considering participation. 

7.9 The Meeting took note of the need to report on the implementation of the HELCOM 
Recommendation 32/33-1 regarding the status of salmon and sea trout rivers in the Baltic Sea and agreed to 
include it in the Work Plan of the Fish-M, and invited the Contracting Parties to submit reports to the next 
Fish M meeting and requested the Secretariat to send a reminder as well as a call for a Lead Country for the 
Recommendation. 

7.10 The Meeting expressed the view that such projects are needed to fuel the work of the Fish-M, 
supported the idea to develop the SUSFISHING application with the involvement of HELCOM as a partner and 
requested the Contracting Parties and Observers to provide comments to the application circulated by the 
Secretariat (petra.kaaria@helcom.fi) by 11 December. 

7.11 The Meeting took note of the information by CCB that a recent international Seminar on salmon 
and salmon management ‘ Salmon and their management’ organised 7 October 2015 by The Royal Swedish 
Academy of Agriculture and Forestry in Sweden (ksla.se), a wide consensus was reached that large scale 
stocking projects should be phased out and the focus should be on river specific management and in 
protecting the genetic diversity of salmon and seatrout. 

7.12 The Meeting took note of the activities on rehabilitation activities on sturgeon in the Baltic Sea, 
presented by Poland (document 7-4) and noted that several Baltic Sea countries are interested in joining the 
activities and that a new application has been submitted to LIFE+ in 2015. 

7.13 The Meeting welcomed the information that Sweden is willing to host a meeting of Fish-M 
during spring 2016 i.a. to agree on a realistic Work Plan with clear deliverables and invited Sweden to propose 
an exact date for the Meeting. 

 

Agenda Item 8  Future work 

Documents: 8-1 

8.1 The Meeting considered the Work Plan of the Fish Group (document 8-1) and requested the 
Secretariat to update it according to the meeting outcome (Annex 3). 

8.2 The Meeting updated the List of Contact Addresses of Fish, as contained in Annex 2. 

 

Agenda Item 9  Any other business 

Documents: none 

9.1 The Meeting took note of the Danish information that a population increase of grey seal which 
has led to the need to manage grey seals nationally and that there is a need to work further on a regional 
management plan on seals and that the issue will be discussed in more detail at the SEAL 9/2015 meeting 
(2.-4. December 2015). The Meeting took note that the Danish grey seal proposal has already been discussed 
at HOD 48-2015 (document 3-11). 
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9.2 The Meeting recalled the HELCOM Recommendation 27/28-2 provides guidance for actions on 
the national management of Baltic seals and was drafted with a great care over a period of ten years 
balancing nature protection and fisheries interests and requested the CPs to use this as a basis for further 
regional work. 

9.3 The Meeting took note of the information by Poland that on a basis of the analysis of seal damages to 
catch and fishing gears reported by fishermen into the logbooks, it can be stated, that locally these damages 
can significantly affect catches of salmonids. 

9.4 The Meeting agreed to hold the next meeting of the Group (FISH 4-2016) on dates first week in 
May 2016 and thanked Sweden for their willingness to consider hosting the meeting. 

9.5 The Meeting discussed the Agenda for the next meeting and agreed to include the following 
topics to it: 

― information on seal-fisheries interaction would be of interest and could be discussed at the next 
meeting, and requested the CPs to make submissions on this issue to the next meeting. 

― communication plan with BALTFISH, ICES working plans, Scheveningen group and Aquaculture 
advisory council and other fisheries related organisations, ICES (first draft to be developed by 
Secretariat) 

― national initiatives from CPs relating to preventing incidental catches such as gear development 
projects (recalling the data collection under the HELCOM SEAL group c.f. para 4.17) 

9.6 The Meeting noted that Poland will present information on data reported by fishermen on 
impacts of seals to fish stocks at the next meeting of Fish. 

9.7 The Meeting thanked Poland for the excellent facilities and warm hospitality. 

 

Agenda Item 10  Outcome of the meeting 

Documents: draft Outcome 

10.1 The Meeting adopted the draft outcome of the Meeting. The final outcome will be prepared by 
Secretariat in consultation with Chair. 

The Outcome of the Meeting, together with the documents and presentations considered by the Meeting 
are available on the HELCOM Meeting Portal. 
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Annex 1. List of participants 
Representing Name Name of organization E-mail address 
Chair    
Chair Marcin Rucinski Ministry of Agriculture and Rural development marcin.rucinski@msz.gov.pl  
Contracting Parties    
Denmark Helle Torp Christensen The Danish AgriFish Agency, Ministry for Environment and Food  hetoch@naturerhverv.dk 
Denmark Janne Palomino Dalby The Danish Agrifish Agency jpda@naturerhverv.dk 
European Union Stanislovas Jonusas European Commission stanislovas.jonusas@ec.europa.eu 
Finland Penina Blankett Ministry of the Environment  penina.blankett@ymparisto.fi 
Finland Heikki Lehtinen Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry heikki.lehtinen@mmm.fi 
Germany Hans-Peter Damian German Federal Environment Agency hans-peter.damian@uba.de 
Germany Thurid Otto GEOMAR (on behalf of BfN) totto@geomar.de 
Germany Sven Koschinski Meereszoologie (on behalf of BfN) sk@meereszoologie.de 
Latvia Laura Briekmane Institute of Food Safety, Animal Health and Environment "BIOR" laura.briekmane@bior.lv 
Poland Katarzyna Kaminska Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development Katarzyna.Kaminska@minrol.gov.pl 
Poland Iwona Pawliczka University of Gdansk Iwona.pvp@ug.edu.pk 
Poland Katarzyna Stepanowska West Pomeranian University of Technology Szczecin; Faculty of 

Food Sciences and Fisheries 
greyseal@o2.pl 

Poland Tomasz Linkowski National Marine Fisheries Research Institute (MIR) linkowski@mir.gdynia.pl 
Sweden Jacob Hagberg Ministry for environment and energy jacob.hagberg@regeringskansliet.se 
Sweden Ulrika Gunnartz Swedish Agency of Marine and Water management Ulrika.gunnartz@havochvatten.se 
Observer organizations       
Observer organization Ewa Milewska Baltic Sea Advisory Council em@bsac.dk 
Observer organization Nils Höglund Coalition Clean Baltic nils@ccb.se 
Observer organization Anna Pyc FEAP anna@pstragpustelnia.pl 
Observer organization Lisbeth Jess Plesner FEAP, Danish Aquaculture lisbeth@danskakvakultur.dk 
Observer organization Andrzej Białaś Oceana abialas@oceana.org 
Invited Guests       
Invited Guest Anna Debicka MSC anna.debicka@msc.org 
Invited Guest Charlott Stenberg MSC charlott.stenberg@msc.org 
Invited Guest Piotr Prędki   ppredki@wp.pl 
HELCOM Secretariat       
HELCOM Secretariat Monika Stankiewicz HELCOM Secretariat monika.stankiewicz@helcom.fi 
HELCOM Secretariat Hermanni Backer HELCOM Secretariat hermanni.backer@helcom.fi 
HELCOM Secretariat Petra Kääriä HELCOM Secretariat petra.kaaria@helcom.fi 
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Annex 2. List of Contacts and Observers of Fish 
Name Organization E-mail address 

Chair 
Marcin Rucinski Ministry of Agriculture and Rural 

Development 
marcin.rucinski@msz.gov.pl 

Denmark 
Helle Torp Christensen The Danish AgriFish Agency hetoch@naturerhverv.dk 
Janne Palomino Dalby The Danish AgriFish Agency jpda@naturerhverv.dk 
EU 
Dario Dubolino EC dario.dubolino@ec.europa.eu 
Stanislovas Jonusas EC stanislovas.jonusas@ec.europa.eu 
Estonia 
Ulvi Päädam Ministry of Environment of Estonia ulvi.paadam@envir.ee 
Markus Vetemaa Estonian Marine Institute markus.vetemaa@ut.ee 
Merje Frey Ministry of Agriculture merje.frey@agri.ee 
Finland 
Penina Blankett Ministry of Environment penina.blankett@ymparisto.fi 

Heikki Lehtinen Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry heikki.lehtinen@mmm.fi 
Mirva Wideskog The Center of Economic 

development and Transport and the 
Environment 

Mirva.wideskog@ely-keskus.fi 

Germany 
Dieter Boedeker German Federal Agency for Nature 

Conservation (BfN) 
dieter.boedeker@bfn-vilm.de 

Christian Pusch German Federal Agency for Nature 
Conservation (BfN) 

christian.pusch@bfn-vilm.de 

Hans-Peter Damian Federal Environment Agency hans-peter.damian@uba.de 
Marina Carstens Ministry of Agriculture, 

Environment and Consumer 
Protection Mecklenburg-
Vorpommern 

marina.carstens@lung.mv-
regierung.de 

Thurid Otto Geomar Helmholtz Center for 
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Annex 3. Updated Work Plan of Fish 
Work Plan for HELCOM Group on Ecosystem-based Sustainable Fisheries (Fish Group) 2014-2016 (approved by HOD 47-2014) 

No. ACTION LEAD/RESPONSIBLE INTERLINKED ACTIVITIES TIME FRAME 
Action 1 Integrated assessment of human impacts1  
1 Contracting Parties to support the future joint ICES/HELCOM VMS data calls for the 

ICES & HELCOM advice on the spatial distribution and impact of fishing activities  
(confidentiality of VMS data for both data transfer and use to be ensured) 
To formulate a request for ICES advice on fishing intensity e.g. affecting the seabed 
per a type of fishing gear based on VMS data 

HELCOM Secretariat in 
cooperation with ICES 
Secretariat 
Possibly in 
coordination with 
OSPAR 

 HOLAS II 
mapping human activities affecting 
seafloor integrity (activity under HELCOM 
Gear Group) 
2016 HELCOM Maritime Assessment 
ICES Working Group on Spatial Fisheries 
Data 

2015 

2 Identification of the possible remaining data gaps in adequately assessing impacts of 
fisheries on marine ecosystems, including incidental catches 

FISH group HOLAS II  mapping human activities 
affecting seafloor integrity (under 
HELCOM Gear Group) 
 
ICES WG on the Ecosystem Effects of 
Fishing Activities 

2015-2016 

3 Identification of requirements for harmonization assessment strategy for by-catch 
monitoring (including mammals and birds) 

[to identify] ICES WG on by-catch of protected species [to identify] 

4 Contribute to operationalization (ensuring  quality assured data flow) of fish-related 
HELCOM regional core indicators (BSAP, and MSFD and CFP for EU countries) 

  continuous 

5 a) Address Regional Coordination Groups within the EU Data Collection 
Framework and ICES on how to improve data collection on recreational 
fisheries 

b) Development and implementation of comparable methodology for data 
collection through surveys, especially on recreational fisheries and in particular 
of salmon and sea trout 

FISH Group 
[Lead 
Party/Intersessional 
activity] 
 

Supporting information to assess 
pressures on marine ecosystem 

a) [tbd] 
 
 
b) 2016 
 

1 Contribute to recognizing the data gaps that prevent adequately assessing human pressures on the ecosystems in cooperation with relevant bodies, thus contributing to HELCOM 
holistic assessments, and contribute to operationalization of HELCOM fish-related core indicators from point of view of biodiversity, food webs and seafloor integrity (indicators on 
commercial fish are dealt with by ICES) 
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Action 2 Sustainable fisheries practices2  
6 Provide tools for sustainable fishing practices, including to address incidentalatch of 

fish, birds and mammals: 

• Further development of the HELCOM generic decision-support tool to map 
possible negative impacts of specific gear types on threatened or declining 
species and habitats (developed with BALTFIMPA project) 

• Development of guidelines on sustainable fisheries practices in Marine 
Protected Areas  

• Testing and use of the tools when implementing sustainable fishing methods 
and practices into MPA management plans 

• Promotion of research of fishing gear impacts on marine species and biotopes 
• Input to development of fisheries management and technical measures to 

minimize unwantedincidental catches of fish, birds and mammals (BSAP target: 
close to zero by-catch rates and minimized damage to sea bed habitat) 

 BALTICBoost 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Contracting Parties 

 Utilise the ongoing mapping of 
distribution of red listed species and 
habitats in the Baltic Sea 

  
Possibly utilize information from coastal 
fish monitoring and assessment (FISH-
PRO II) 
 
Modernization of HELCOM MPAs 
database 

 
 
2015-2016 
 
 
 
2017 
 
Continuous 

7 Contribution to the development of principles for setting an environmental target 
for seafloor integrity, including participation in a workshop 

Lead by GEAR group 
BALTICBoost 

 Ongoing work on joint or coordinated 
measures for physical loss and seafloor 
damage led by GEAR 

2015-2016 

Action 3. Migratory fish species3  
8 To guide the FISH-M on the further work on migratory fish species and possibly to 

prioritise the topics taking in particular into account the following items for further 
development and implementation: 
• recommendations/guideline on common practices for breeding, rearing and 

releasing salmon and sea trout as reintroductions in potential salmonid rivers; 
• investigations of needed improvements for stocking practices (e.g. biological 

and genetical guidelines) for sea trout and salmon 
• recommendation/guideline for riverine and estuarine management and 

conservation measures, such as fish ways for up and down migration, 
restoration and protection of spawning grounds, concerning fisheries within 
rivers and estuaries (i.a. sea trout and salmon) 

FISH-M (Chair still to 
be nominated) 
 
[countries to take the 
lead for 
species/specific tasks] 

ICES WG BAST 2015 and 
onwards 

2 In cooperation with relevant authorities and scientific institutions, address fishing practices which have a potential negative impact on conservation goals and/or threatened or 
declining species and habitats, especially within coastal and marine protected areas. When doing so, take into account environmental issues and processes, such as oxygen depletion, 
pollution, habitat destruction, and migratory barriers which may affect the quality, abundance and distribution of fish 
3 Further develop co-operation to implement best practices with the view to achieve the established objectives of HELCOM related to migratory fish species, including the 
corresponding BSAP targets, and in particular taking into account the commitments 19(B) and 23(B) of the Copenhagen Ministerial Meeting. 
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9 To follow developments in Baltic sturgeon remediation   continuous 

10 Development of additional measures such as reducing fishing mortality, removing 
migration barriers and re-stocking in eel-safe river systems 

[Lead 
Party/Intersessional 
activity] 

Joint EIFAAC/ICES Working Group on Eels 
(WGEEL) 

 

11 Organise the follow-up of the implementation of HELCOM Recommendation 32/33-
1 Conservation of Baltic salmon (Salmo salar) and sea trout (Salmo trutta) 
populations by the restoration of their river habitats and management of river 
fisheries in order to identify gaps in implementation and start up actions as needed 
 

Fish-M 
 
 
SUSFISHING 
application 

ICES WG BAST 2015 

Action 4 HELCOM Recommendation on sustainable aquaculture4  
12 A new HELCOM recommendation on sustainable aquaculture  Fish Group 

in consultation with 
relevant HELCOM 
groups as needed 

Contribution to EU activities aimed at 
developing aquaculture regulations  

finalised at HOD 
49-2015 

13  A new HELCOM document on BAT/BEP for aquaculture in the Baltic Sea region to 
follow up recommendation on sustainable aquaculture 

HELCOM Fish Group 
Correspondence Group 
on aquaculture 
BAT/BEP 
 

 [tbd] 
Reporting to Fish 
Group meetings 

Action 5 Cooperation between authorities and with stakeholders5   
14 Look for the ways how to cooperate in practice, e.g. with BALTFISH 

 
 
Liaise with Aquaculture Advisory Council soon to be operationalized 

Fish Group 
[Countries acting as a 
liaison between Fish 
and BALTFISH] 

Global developments Continuous 
Draft 
communication 
plan FISH -4 2016 

  

4 Develop a new HELCOM Recommendation on sustainable aquaculture by 2014 to substitute the existing HELCOM Recommendation 25/4 aiming at limiting potential environmental 
impacts of aquaculture activities taking into account the upcoming EU guidelines for aquaculture 
5 Enhance communication and cooperation between the fisheries and environmental administrations of the HELCOM Contracting Parties as well as relevant bodies and institutions, seek 
to establish stronger cooperation with ICES, BALTFISH and JBSFC, and Baltic Sea Advisory Council in order to facilitate mutually supportive agenda and maximize synergies between 
the different bodies 
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Action 6 Follow up of the Baltic Sea Action Plan6   
15 Support the follow up implementation of the of BSAP and Ministerial commitments 

regarding fisheries impact and conservation of fish species  
Identify ways and propose actions to fill any gaps and shortcoming identified in the 
follow up. 

Fish Group Contribution to work of the Gear group 2015 
 
Continuous 

 

6 Provide support for the implementation of the HELCOM Baltic Sea Action Plan, Ministerial Declarations and HELCOM Recommendations as well as propose strategies, guidelines and 
recommendations in the area of its expertise according to the existing priorities as well as requests by the Heads of Delegations and subsidiary bodies 
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	Documents: 8-1
	8.1 The Meeting considered the Work Plan of the Fish Group (document 8-1) and requested the Secretariat to update it according to the meeting outcome (Annex 3).
	8.2 The Meeting updated the List of Contact Addresses of Fish, as contained in Annex 2.

	Agenda Item 9  Any other business
	Documents: none
	9.1 The Meeting took note of the Danish information that a population increase of grey seal which has led to the need to manage grey seals nationally and that there is a need to work further on a regional management plan on seals and that the issue wi...
	9.2 The Meeting recalled the HELCOM Recommendation 27/28-2 provides guidance for actions on the national management of Baltic seals and was drafted with a great care over a period of ten years balancing nature protection and fisheries interests and re...
	9.3 The Meeting took note of the information by Poland that on a basis of the analysis of seal damages to catch and fishing gears reported by fishermen into the logbooks, it can be stated, that locally these damages can significantly affect catches of...
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	― communication plan with BALTFISH, ICES working plans, Scheveningen group and Aquaculture advisory council and other fisheries related organisations, ICES (first draft to be developed by Secretariat)
	― national initiatives from CPs relating to preventing incidental catches such as gear development projects (recalling the data collection under the HELCOM SEAL group c.f. para 4.17)
	9.6 The Meeting noted that Poland will present information on data reported by fishermen on impacts of seals to fish stocks at the next meeting of Fish.
	9.7 The Meeting thanked Poland for the excellent facilities and warm hospitality.
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	Documents: draft Outcome
	10.1 The Meeting adopted the draft outcome of the Meeting. The final outcome will be prepared by Secretariat in consultation with Chair.
	The Outcome of the Meeting, together with the documents and presentations considered by the Meeting are available on the HELCOM Meeting Portal.
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