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Outcome of the fifth meeting of the HELCOM Group on 

Ecosystem-based Sustainable Fisheries (FISH 5-2016) 

 

Introduction   

01. In accordance with the decision of HOD 50-2016 paragraph 4.100) the fifth Meeting of the 
HELCOM Group on Ecosystem-based Sustainable Fisheries (FISH 5-2016), was held on 16-17 November 2016 
at the premises of the Danish AgriFish Agency in Copenhagen, Denmark. 

02. The Meeting was attended by delegations from Denmark, Estonia, EU, Finland, Germany, 
Lithuania, Poland and Russia and Observers from BSAC, CCB, EAA, FEAP, Oceana and WWF. Invited Guests 
included Baltic Sea Centre (Sweden) and Chair of HELCOM FISH-PRO II. The List of Participants is attached as 
Annex 1.  

03. The Meeting was chaired by Anja Gadgård Boye, Denmark. Mr. Hermanni Backer, Professional 
Secretary of HELCOM and Mr. Marco Milardi, Project Coordinator of HELCOM, acted as secretaries of the 
Meeting. 

04. The Meeting was welcomed to Copenhagen and the Danish AgriFish Agency by Bjørn Wirlander, 
Head of EU and Fishery Regulation. 

Agenda Item 1  Election of Chair  

Document: 1-1 

1.1 The Meeting decided to postpone the election of Chair and Vice-Chairs of the HELCOM Group 
on Ecosystem-based Sustainable Fisheries until the next Meeting of the group. 

Agenda Item 2  Adoption of the Agenda 

Documents: 2-1 

2.1 The Meeting adopted the Agenda of the Meeting as contained in document 2-1. 

Agenda Item 3  Matters arising from other HELCOM work of relevance for the Group  

Document: 3-1, 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, 3-5, 3-6, 3-7, 3-8  

3.1 The Meeting took note of the outcomes of recent HELCOM meetings of relevance for Fish 
(document 3-8), and of the recently launched HELCOM Explorer for assessment of the progress in fulfilling 
HELCOM agreements. 

3.2 The Meeting took note that the HELCOM Maritime Assessment, aiming to provide an overview 
of human activities in the Baltic Sea during the last decade, has experienced delays due to issues related to 
the underlying AIS data, but that a draft will be circulated by the Secretariat by the end of November. 

3.3 The Meeting considered the draft third thematic assessment for coastal fish in the Baltic Sea 
(document 3-1) as presented by Jens Olsson, the Project Manager of HELCOM expert network for coastal fish 
(FISH-PRO II) which is elaborating the coastal fish assessment. 

3.4 The Meeting welcomed the draft publication and commented that the management measures 
considered, but not included, in Chapter 4 of the coastal fish assessment should be mentioned in the text 
with the reasoning why they were not included. 

3.5 The Meeting took note of the clarification by the Project Manager of FISH-PRO II that there is 
not enough scientific evidence to support the use of maximum landing size of pike or pikeperch as a 
management measure. 

http://maps.helcom.fi/website/HELCOMexplorer/index.html
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3.6 The Meeting took note of the information that Denmark and Germany have placed a general 
study reservation on all core indicators. At State and Conservation 5-2016 Germany informed that they will 
come back to the issue at HOD 51-2016. 

3.7 The Meeting took note of the two indicators on migratory fish: ‘Abundance of salmon spawners 
and smolt’ and ‘Abundance of sea trout spawners and parr’ (document 3-2). 

3.8 The Meeting took note that concerning the core indicator on offshore fish, ‘Proportion of large 
fish in the community’ (LFI) (document 3-3) a pragmatic approach was proposed by the Lead Country based 
on a pelagic dataset compiled using available standardized data from Germany, Latvia, Poland and Sweden 
for HOLAS II purposes and assessed using a trend based GES boundary approach. However, at State and 
Conservation 5-2016 the Contracting Parties were not able to endorse the approach and clarifying comments 
on the approach were welcomed until 18 November (lena.avellan@helcom.fi). 

3.9 The Meeting took note of the progress made on operationalizing the data-flow for the demersal 
trawl survey data and development of data arrangements for pelagic trawl survey data under the 
BalticBOOST project WP 1.3 (document 3-4) and agreed to return to the issue at a later meeting. The Meeting 
took note of the long-term objective to use the BITS and BIAS trawl survey data for assessing the LFI indicator, 
noting that the substantial standardization work needed on the data is considered a long-term goal.  

3.10 The Meeting took note of the information on the core indicators on coastal fish (document 3-5). 
The Meeting noted that Germany retained their indicator specific study reservation at State & Conservation 
5-2016, for the core indicators ‘Abundance of coastal fish key functional groups’ and ‘Abundance of key 
coastal fish species’ and that the lead country Sweden and Germany will discuss the issue bilaterally in early 
December to explore if some issues could still be clarified before HOD 51-2016. 

3.11 The Meeting took note of the Danish comments concerning the coastal fish indicators by 
Joseianne Støttrup, DTU Aqua (Presentation 1). 

3.12 The Meeting took note of the Danish comments concerning their continued reservations on the 
core indicators on coastal fish, migratory fish, offshore fish, cumulative impacts and incidental by-catch. 

3.13 The Meeting took note that concerning the core indicator ‘Number of drowned mammals and 
waterbirds in fishing gear’ (document 3-7) the underlying data is currently insufficient and the data collection 
within DC MAP is one way how to ensure better data availability in the future.  

3.14 The Meeting took note that the HELCOM Second Holistic Assessment of the Ecosystem Health 
of the Baltic Sea (HOLAS II) will be based on indicators covering the assessment period 2011-2015, that data 
to be used in these indicators should be compiled and calculated by the end of January 2017, and that the 
assessments will be discussed and agreed on by the Contracting Parties through dedicated workshops in early 
2017, tentatively February/March, noting that the HOLAS II 7-2016 meeting during 4-6 April 2017 will 
consider the components that will be presented for endorsement at HELCOM State and Conservation 6-2017 
(on 15-19 May 2017) , and the full assessment will be presented for  to HOD in June 2017 for final approval. 

3.15 The Meeting took note of the core indicator ‘Cumulative impact on benthic biotopes’ (document 
3-6) based on work of the HELCOM TAPAS project on developing a Baltic Sea Impact Index (BSII).  

3.16 The Meeting agreed that “Incidental bycatch” is the correct term to be used in further HELCOM 
work. 

 

Agenda Item 4  Follow up of the draft HELCOM Recommendation on sustainable aquaculture  

Documents: 4-1 

4.1 The Meeting considered the list of nominated contacts of the HELCOM Fish Correspondence 
Group concerning a draft document on BAT/BEP descriptions for sustainable aquaculture in the Baltic Sea 
region (CG Aquaculture) (document 4-1) and invited the Contracting Parties who have not yet done so 

http://helcom.fi/baltic-sea-trends/indicators/abundance-of-salmon-spawners-and-smolt/
http://helcom.fi/baltic-sea-trends/indicators/abundance-of-salmon-spawners-and-smolt/
http://helcom.fi/baltic-sea-trends/indicators/abundance-of-sea-trout-spawners-and-parr/
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(Lithuania, Latvia and Russia), to nominate contacts to the Secretariat(hermanni.backer@helcom.fi and 
minna.pyhala@helcom.fi) as soon as possible. 

4.2 The Meeting took note that due to the forthcoming reorganisation of EU Commission, DG MARE 
nominated contacts have not been provided for CG Aquaculture and will be done in the near future.  

4.3 The Meeting welcomed the proposal by Denmark to base the work on aquaculture BAT/BEP on 
a translation of the Nordic Council of Ministers (NCM) report “Bat for fiskeopdræt i Norden”1 as well as 
inclusion of necessary updates and other material relevant to Baltic Sea countries which are not covered by 
the NCM report. 

4.4 The Meeting welcomed the proposal by Denmark to consider the possibility to enable such a 
translation and reworking and circulating the resulting document to the CG Aquaculture email list for 
comments and possible revisions before the next meeting of the FISH Group. 

4.5 The Meeting recalled the information provided by Sweden at FISH 4-2016 that a literature study 
is being carried out in Sweden to compile an overview of different farming techniques. The study will be 
finalized later in 2016, and Sweden will look for the possibility to translate the outcome of the study into 
English.  

4.6 The Meeting recalled that FISH 4-2016 supported a joint project proposal to the Nordic Council 
of Ministers to support the task to provide a concise compilation of existing BAT and BEP techniques, took 
note that a proposal was developed, as agreed, under the lead of Finland and regretted that the application 
was not funded. 

4.7 The Meeting took note that based on the NCM application material, another application was 
developed under the lead the Secretariat and was submitted on 28 October 2016 as an application for 
Interreg Seed Money. If funded this Seed Money project could provide additional support for the 
implementation of the sustainable aquaculture recommendation. 

Agenda Item 5  Interactions between fisheries and marine ecosystems  

Documents: 5-1, 5-2, 5-3, 5-4, 5-5, 5-6 

Cooperation between fisheries/aquaculture and environmental organizations 

5.1 The Meeting took note of the outcome of the event “Sustainable Ocean Initiative (SOI) Global 
Dialogue with Regional Seas Organizations and Regional Fisheries Bodies on Accelerating Progress Towards 
the Aichi Biodiversity Targets” (held on 26-29 September 2016 in Seoul, South Korea) where a number of 
good examples of close cooperation between regional organisations in the fields of fisheries and marine 
environment were presented (document 5-3-Add.1). 

5.2 The Meeting took note that the SOI event stressed the need for enhanced cooperation and 
collaboration at the regional level in the fisheries and environment theme, supported by continual exchange 
of information and lessons learned, exploring of shared objectives, and addressing issues of common interest. 

5.3 The Meeting highlighted that the HELCOM FISH group is in itself a very good example of closer 
cooperation between management of fisheries and marine environment called for by the SOI event as well 
as recent global developments within UN General Assembly, FAO, CBD and UNEP. 

5.4 The Meeting recalled the close regular regional cooperation on fisheries, fishing and aquaculture 
issues via the exchange of observer arrangements and other activities between HELCOM and BSAC (Baltic 
Sea Advisory Council), Federation of European Aquaculture Producers (FEAP), European Anglers Alliance 
(EAA) and International Council for the Exploration of the Sea (ICES) is in place and acknowledged that this 
close cooperation and partnerships for sustainability will continue in the future. 

5.5 The Meeting recalled that currently no formal regular exchange of information exists between 
HELCOM groups and the fisheries management work taking place within BALTFISH or the EU-Russia 

                                                           
1 (TemaNord 2013: 529) http://norden.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:701735/FULLTEXT01.pdf  

mailto:hermanni.backer@helcom.fi
mailto:minna.pyhala@helcom.fi
http://norden.diva-portal.org/smash/get/diva2:701735/FULLTEXT01.pdf
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arrangement. Occasional information exchange has taken place via individual coastal countries who have 
orally reported on some BALTFISH/EU-RU treaty activities at HELCOM FISH meetings. 

5.6 The Meeting took note that formal arrangement for regular and direct information exchange 
would enable exploring synergies between activities taking place within the different bodies and remove 
uncertainties regarding overlap of activities, for the benefit of national work. 

5.7 The Meeting considered the draft plan for closer cooperation between marine environment and 
fisheries management in the Baltic Sea (document 5-3), agreed that the document 5-3 should be submitted 
to HODs, which should take the appropriate steps to initiate a process for regular information exchange 
between HELCOM FISH, BALTFISH and the EU-RU fisheries commission based on the three steps outlined in 
document 5-3 namely: 

 Chairs of HELCOM FISH and BALTFISH, as well as representatives of the EU-Russia fisheries treaty 

could be invited to initiate communication. 

 The first step would be to agree on a regular (annual basis) exchange of 1) reports/main decisions of 

completed meetings of direct relevance as well as 2) a schedule of planned meetings with main 

anticipated agenda points/issues. 

 As appropriate, the effectiveness of this information exchange could be jointly evaluated. 

5.8 The Meeting agreed that besides general information exchange it would be useful to specify 
further key issues for concrete cooperation to ensure added value and agreed that the next meeting of 
HELCOM FISH should consider the issue further based on intersessional developments. 

5.9 The Meeting took note of the Resolution on small cetacean bycatch from the 8th Meeting of the 
Parties to ASCOBANS (document 5-1). 

Testing alternative fishing gears/fishing techniques 

5.10 The Meeting considered the latest information provided by Poland on the development of the 
questionnaire on alternative fishing gears/fishing techniques, amended after HELCOM FISH 4-2016 
(document 5-4). The Meeting took note of the following new information provided by the Contracting Parties: 

 that existing information was mainly submitted by Denmark and Germany and that information is 

available also from Sweden 

 Sweden and Denmark can specifically provide more information on testing of alternative fishing 

gears in order to minimize damages to catch and fishing nets caused by seals. 

5.11 The Meeting recalled that the background for this information gathering was to compile a list of 
equipment which can be selected as a management alternative, but also to increase the dissemination of 
gear testing information in the region, under the joint action 4.7.1 and 4.7.2 of the HELCOM programme of 
measures Testing alternative fishing gears/fishing techniques to minimize incidental catch through joint 
project/projects as described in FISH 3-2015 document 2-3. 

5.12 The Meeting recalled that the document is meant to be a living document, to be constantly 
updated, and enables consideration of further steps in the issue of alternative gears. 

5.13 The Meeting agreed that there is a need to better detail the purpose of the document in regards 
to the definition of alternative gear, especially its purpose (i.e. the protection of the catch from predation, 
the reduction of bycatch or of impacts on the seabed). 

5.14 The Meeting agreed that Poland, Denmark, Sweden and Germany will form a correspondence 
group with the aim to further develop the document on alternative fishing gears as indicated and submit an 
updated document to the next meeting. 

5.15 The Meeting invited the Secretariat to provide relevant information on the contents of HOLAS II 
related to this topic at the next meeting. 

5.16 The Meeting took note of the presentation by Jordan Feekings, DTU Aqua on stakeholder 
involvement to improve gear selectivity (Presentation 2). 
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5.17 The Meeting highlighted the need for economic and other incentives to facilitate testing and use 
of alternative fishing gears by fishermen and invited the coastal countries and observers to share information 
on available incentives at the next meeting. 

Impact of fisheries on seabed habitats 

5.18 The Meeting welcomed the presentation by Mr. Marco Milardi, Project Coordinator of the 
BalticBOOST project, on the activities related to physical damage on the seafloor habitats (Presentation 3) 
and the presentation by Mr. Francois Bastardie, DTU Aqua, on the work carried out under BalticBOOST on 
the development of a specific tool to estimate fisheries impacts on the seafloor (Presentation 4). 

5.19 The Meeting took note that the fisheries impact tool has been developed based on the EU FP7 
BENTHIS project and that it can offer management-relevant information on the trade-offs of spatial fisheries 
management alternatives. 

5.20 The Meeting also took note of the upcoming BalticBOOST workshop to be held at the premises 
of the Secretariat on 28-29 November 2016, with a focus on guidelines for setting environmental targets, and 
requested to be informed on the relevant final outcomes of the BalticBOOST project, which should be 
available before the next meeting of HELCOM FISH. 

5.21 The Meeting did not provide comments on the further development of BalticBOOST work, 
welcomed the clarification on the relationship between BalticBOOST to HOLAS II activities and asked to be 
informed on the process of integrating project outcomes related to fisheries. 

Seals-fisheries interactions 

5.22 The Meeting took note of the presentation by the Chair on behalf of Lotte Kindt-Larsen, DTU 
Aqua, on the work carried out in Denmark by DTU Aqua on the testing of fishing gear prototypes to protect 
the catch from seal predation (Presentation 5). 

5.23 The Meeting took also note of the comment by BS AC (Danish fishermen) that, while the traps 
show promising results, they might not be economically feasible for traditional small scale fisheries use yet. 
It was noted that the use of these gears involves also a change in fishing behaviour to make them a viable 
alternative. 

5.24 The Meeting invited the incidental catch subgroup under the HELCOM Seal expert group to 
present work undertaken intersessionally on seals-fisheries interactions at the next meeting. 

Adjustment or utilization of EU data collection framework 

5.25 The Meeting took note that, based on consultations with HELCOM FISH and HOD, a letter with 
HELCOM recommendations for the EU Data Collection Framework (DCF) revision was sent to the EU 
Commission on 25 May 2016, opening a communication channel between HELCOM and the EU process.  

5.26 The Meeting took note of the current state of EU Data Collection Multiannual Plan (DC-MAP) in 
the Baltic Sea as presented by Joergen Dalskov, DTU Aqua, the Danish DC-MAP contact point (Presentation 
6). He recommended that the HELCOM list of protected fish species to be updated and quality ensured as 
the Baltic Sea is the outskirt of the distribution area for most of the species listed and therefore cannot be 
regarded as species to be protected. 

5.27 The Meeting took note that the DCF data collection activities are based on national work plans, 
that a Regional Coordination Group (RCG) has been established which has the task to consider and compile 
the needed data on fisheries activities and their environmental impacts from Baltic Sea coastal countries who 
are also members of the EU.  

5.28 The Meeting noted that there are certain thresholds for collection of data (c.f. Presentation 6) 
and that recreational fisheries is covered by the DCF implementation within the Baltic RCG. 

5.29 The Meeting took note that within the RCG, DC-MAP and RCG “end users” are so far considered 
to include organisations with which EU has a contract for management advice, e.g. ICES in the Baltic Sea 
(“fisheries management” is defined as also including impacts to the marine environment). 
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5.30 The Meeting took note of a presentation by Germany on incidental bycatch data needs for 
HELCOM indicators, which could be addressed by DCF data collection (Presentation 7). 

5.31 The Meeting considered the follow up of the DCF revision letter, including specifying further 
details based on HELCOM data needs, as well as identifying the best timing of and channels for such 
additional input based on a document from Poland on the follow up of the EU DC-MAP revision (document 
5-6). 

5.32 The Meeting took note of the comment from Denmark that Denmark did not support that the 
Annex was included in the letter submitted to EU Commission and therefore supported a revision of the 
Annexes. 

5.33 The Meeting considered whether a HELCOM representative could join Baltic Sea Regional 
Coordination Group for the DC in order to be able to take part in the discussion on regional data collection 
and agreed that good information exchange with HELCOM is necessary, which could include participation in 
the RCG as an end user. 

5.34 The Meeting took note of the comment by Denmark that the RCG consists of national authorities 
from the EU countries in the Baltic Sea and it is up to the countries involved to coordinate nationally on the 
data needs. 

5.35 The Meeting recalled that coastal countries have cooperated since 1970s within HELCOM on 
regional monitoring programme on the marine environment and need the information generated by the DC-
MAP for regional processes within HELCOM. 

5.36 The Meeting welcomed that Poland should lead intersessional drafting to specify in more detail 
the data needed by HELCOM processes for the next meeting of HELCOM FISH and invited the interested 
Contracting Parties and observers to participate in this work. 

5.37 The Meeting invited the Baltic Sea coastal countries to present their national programmes to 
identify data gaps in more detail at the next meeting. 

5.38 The Meeting recalled the general discussion on closer cooperation between 
fisheries/aquaculture and environmental organizations during the Meeting. 

Mitigating eutrophication effects by fish management 

5.39 The Meeting agreed to consider further steps regarding the topic on mitigating eutrophication 
effects by fish management in more detail at the next meeting, requested the Contracting Parties and 
Observers to submit available information and requested the Secretariat to circulate more details on how 
eutrophication mitigation by fisheries measures has been considered within HOLAS II and other HELCOM 
work. 

5.40 The Meeting took note that the Swedish anglers association has activities to restore estuarine 
wetlands, both as important spawning habitats as well as a sink for nutrients. 

Fisheries and Maritime Spatial Planning (MSP) 

5.41 The Meeting took note that Sweden is developing Marine Spatial Plans under the lead of SwAM. 
An initial dialogue on a first draft of the plan will be initiated in late 2016 and continue during the first half of 
2017, including dialogue with neighbouring countries in April/May 2017. Formal consultations will ensue at 
the end of 2017 and continue during the first half of 2018. The plans will include designations of priority areas 
for fisheries and important fish habitats in the Swedish waters of the Baltic Sea.  

5.42 The Meeting took note that Denmark is also engaged in MSP and although the work is chaired 
by the Danish Maritime Authority (DMA), the Danish AgriFish Agency is responsible for the part on MSP and 
fisheries including, i.a. how activities of smaller boats should be considered. 

5.43 The Meeting took note that fisheries spawning areas in Finland have been mapped in the Baltic 
Sea and data is distributed via the Finnish VELMU marine biodiversity mapping. 
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5.44 The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to present work on MSP and fisheries at the next 
meeting. 

Ghost nets 

5.45 The Meeting took note that Sweden has ongoing national work on ghost nets, including an action 
in the national programme of measures for the MSFD to finance projects by local actors and that Sweden is 
also the lead country for the MARELITT Baltic Project. 

5.46 The Meeting took note that national activities on ghost nets are taking place in Denmark, 
including an information campaign targeting fishermen concerning loss from gear and other material, and 
welcomed that Denmark will provide more information at the next meeting. 

5.47 The Meeting took note of the information from Finland that a project proposal on ghost nets by 
the fisheries association has been submitted to EMFF. 

5.48 The Meeting took note that Poland is engaged in the current MARLITT project on southern Baltic 
Sea (Poland and Lithuania and Germany). 

The Meeting recalled the previous project by WWF on ghost nets in the southern Baltic Sea (Poland and 
Lithuania) documented in “Collecting ghost nets in the Baltic Sea -final report on the activities conducted in 
2012” (WWF 2013, not available online) and “Removal of derelict fishing gear, lost or discarded by fishermen 
in the Baltic Sea -final project report” (WWF 2015). 

5.49 The Meeting took note that a project on ghost nets lea by Norway was recently funded by the 
Nordic Council. 

5.50 The Meeting took note that most of the projects focus on estimating the number of ghost nets, 
but the impacts of ghost nets are less well known. 

5.51 The Meeting considered and discussed the potential for drafting a HELCOM Recommendation 
on ghost nets and was of the view that it is better to wait for the results of the MARELITT and other projects 
and take this up at the next meeting. 

Agenda Item 6  Recreational fisheries 

Documents: 6-1, 6-2 

Recreational fisheries 

6.1 The Meeting took note of the introduction by the Secretariat on the ICES advice to EU on 
recreational cod data needs for monitoring recreational fisheries. 

6.2 The Meeting noted the comment by the European Union that recreational catches could be 
significant as indicated by ICES and that further recreational data should be used in the stock assessment, to 
be collected according to national/regional methods under DCP, and that salmon is a good example of a 
species where this is already implemented. 

6.3 The Meeting took note of the follow up process within BALTFISH, where Denmark took steps to 
collect data on recreational catches of cod, using a German methodology, to integrate the stock assessment. 
DTU Aqua has initiated an EMFF project that performs on-site measurements and interviews to ascertain the 
catch composition, with the aim to develop methods for assessing recreational catches. 

6.4 The Meeting also took note of the comments made by EAA that recreational catch share might 
be increasing due to a general collapse in global catches and that a conflict exists between catch allocations 
of recreational and commercial catches and their coordinated management. 

6.5 The Meeting welcomed the presentation by CCB on their document on recreational fisheries 
(document 6-2), underlining issues on estimating coastal fish stocks statuses for species that are targeted by 
recreational fisheries using nets as well as the potential contribution of these fisheries to the ghost nets 
problem. 

http://wwf.panda.org/wwf_news/?259916/Removal-of-derelict-fishing-gear-lost-or-discarded-by-fishermen-in-the-Baltic-Sea
http://wwf.panda.org/wwf_news/?259916/Removal-of-derelict-fishing-gear-lost-or-discarded-by-fishermen-in-the-Baltic-Sea
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6.6 The Meeting took note of the information from Denmark that there is a strict regulation on 
recreational catches, especially with nets. Gears are marked and can be traced. In Russia recreational 
fisheries cannot be done with nets. 

6.7 The Meeting noted the remark from Finland that ICES advises that methodology should not be 
uniform but adapted on a case-by-case basis and that there is a need to focus efforts to collect data that can 
be used for real management purposes. 

6.8 The Meeting also took note that there are aspects of recreational catches that go beyond the 
CFP and of the need to analyse how DC-MAP and other initiatives overlap in scope, methods and assessment. 
The EU plans to circulate a template on the data needs (EU MAP) but the methodologies to collect the data 
are still left to be developed by regional/national groups. 

6.9 The Meeting agreed to invite the ICESWGRFS to inform about the process of DC-MAP and invited 
Contracting Parties to provide information on national activities to the next FISH meeting. The Meeting 
recognized the many challenges to develop actions in this relatively novel field, especially in its connection 
with the ghost nets problem, and agreed that CCB will lead a small correspondence exchange to prepare a 
thematic document for the next meeting. 

Agenda Item 7  Migratory fish species 

Documents: 7-1, 7-2 

7.1 The Meeting took note of the outcome of FISH-M 3-2016 (7-2) in general and: 

 agreed on the proposed draft work plan of Fish-M 2017-18 as included in Annex 2. 

 invited Contracting Parties to nominate leads for, and implementation of, the work plan especially 
the eel meeting/seminar in Annex 2, Action 2. 

 welcomed the offer by Denmark to host the river restoration work under Annex 2, Action 1 

 confirmed that the coastal countries will report implementation of Recommendation 32/33-1 
according to Annex 2 by 31 May 2017 to the Secretariat (hermanni.backer@helcom.fi), based on a 
template to be circulated after FISH 5-2016. 

 confirmed the recommendation by FISH-M to use the proposed follow-up of HELCOM 
Recommendation 32-33/1 and 19/2 as included in Annex 1 of FISH 3-2016 document 4-1 and agreed 
to come back to the revision needs of these Recommendations after completing the reporting by 
May 2017. 

 confirmed the list of contacts of Fish-M as included in Annex 3 

 decided to postpone decisions on Chairing of FISH-M to the next meeting of the FISH M group. 

7.2 The Meeting took note of the ICES advice to EU on potential management measures for salmon 
in the Gulf of Finland (document 7-1). 

Agenda Item 8  Future work 

Documents: 8-1 

8.1 The Meeting considered the work plan 2014-16 (document 8-1), as well as issues arising from 
the Meeting, and drafted the work plan for 2017-2019 as contained in Annex 2.  

8.2 The Meeting invited the Secretariat to submit the draft work plan in Annex 2 to HOD 51-2016 
for adoption. 

8.3 The Meeting welcomed the offer by  Germany to consider hosting the next meeting of the Group 
(FISH 6-2017) during the week 22-26 May 2017.  

mailto:hermanni.backer@helcom.fi
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8.4 The Meeting thanked the Danish AgriFish Agency, for the excellent organization of the FISH-M 
3-2016 and FISH 5-2016 meetings and especially Ms. Anja Gadgård Boye for acting as Chair of the Meeting. 

Agenda Item 9  Any other business 

Documents: 9-1, 9-2, 9-3 

9.1 The Meeting considered the list of contacts and observers of HELCOM Fish (document 9-1) and 
updated it as contained in Annex 3. 

9.2 The Meeting took note of the information submitted by CCB on the Status of the cod stock in 
relation to BSAP biodiversity actions (document 9-2) and discussed the red listing of the cod. 

9.3 The Meeting invited countries to submit information on the implementation of the HELCOM 
Recommendation 37/2 relating to fish and fisheries to the next meeting. 

9.4 The Meeting took note of the proposed HELCOM contribution to the follow-up of the EC seminar 
for marine biogeographical regions, which aims to exchange experiences and best practices among Member 
States concerned and enhance cooperation and synergies in managing Natura 2000 sites (document 9-3) and 
agreed to come back to this at the next meeting. 

9.5 The Meeting took note that the MSFD MSG discussed fisheries in Natura 2000 areas and 
requested the Secretariat to circulate the material to the FISH contacts.  

9.6 The Meeting agreed to invite Mr. Arne Bjørge, Norway, to present activities related to incidental 
bycatches in Norway to the next meeting. 

9.7 The Meeting invited DTU aqua to present recent work on minimising porpoise incidental 
bycatches at the next meeting.  

9.8 The Meeting took note that WWF has recently published a new Baltic MPA scorecard.  

Agenda Item 10  Outcome of the Meeting 

Documents: Outcome 

10.1 The Meeting adopted the draft outcome of the Meeting. The Outcome of the Meeting, together 
with the documents and presentations considered by the Meeting are available on the FISH 5-2016 meeting 
site.

http://wwf.panda.org/wwf_news/?283331/WWF-Ranks-Countries-Commitment-to-Baltic-Sea-protection
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/FISH%205-2016-365/default.aspx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/FISH%205-2016-365/default.aspx
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Annex 1: List of participants 

Delegation Name Organization Email address 

CONTRACTING PARTIES 

Denmark Anja Gadgård Boye Ministry of Environment and Food of Denmark anbo@naturerhverv.dk 

Denmark Janne Palomino Dalby Ministry of Environment and Food of Denmark jpda@naturerhverv.dk 

Denmark Rita Kyriacou Pedersen Ministry of Environment and Food of Denmark rima@naturerhverv.dk 

Estonia Sander Sandberg Republic of Estonia Ministry of the Environment sander.sandberg@envir.ee 

European Union Stanislovas Jonusas European Commission stanislovas.jonusas@ec.europa.eu 

European Union Evangelia Georgitsi  European Commission evangelia georgitsi@ec.europa.eu 

Finland Heikki Lehtinen Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry Heikki.Lehtinen@mmm.fi 

Finland Penina Blankett Ministry of the Environment penina.blankett@ym.fi 

Germany Clemens Fieseler Federal Ministry for Food and Agriculture Clemens.Fieseler@bmel.bund.de 

Germany Thurid Otto Federal Agency for Nature Conservation totto@geomar.de 

Germany Sven Koschinski Federal Agency for Nature Conservation sk@meereszoologie.de 

Lithuania Indrė Šidlauskienė Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Lithuania, Fisheries Service Indre.Sidlauskiene@zuv.lt 

Lithuania Justas Poviliūnas Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic of Lithuania, Fisheries Service justas.poviliunas@zuv.lt 

Poland Justyna Szumlicz Ministry of Maritime Economy and Inland Navigation justyna.szumlicz@mgm.gov.pl 

Poland Igor Wawrzyniak Ministry of Maritime Economy and Inland Navigation igor.wawrzyniak@mgm.gov.pl 

Poland Katarzyna Kaminska Ministry of Maritime Economy and Inland Waterways k.kaminska@mgm.gov.pl 

Poland Paweł Łazarski Ministry of Maritime Economy and Inland Navigation Pawel.Lazarski@mgm.gov.pl 

Russia Vladimir Belyaev Federal agency for fisheries of the Russian Federation  

Sweden Ulrika Gunnartz Swedish Agency for Marine and Water Management ulrika.gunnartz@havochvatten.se 

OBSERVERS  
Henrike Semmler Le Oceana hsemmler@oceana.org  
Michael Andersen Baltic Sea Advisory Council ma@dkfisk.dk  
Jan Isakson Baltic Sea Advisory Council jan.isakson@fishsec.org 

 Sally Clink Baltic Sea Advisory Council sc@bsac.dk 

 Ewa Milewska Baltic Sea Advisory Council em@bsac.dk  
Torben  Wallach Federation of European Aquaculture Producers torben@danskakvakultur.dk  
Matti Ovaska WWF  matti.ovaska@wwf.fi 
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 Markus Lundgren European Anglers Alliance markus.lundgren@sportfiskarna.se 

INVITED GUESTS 

 Francois Bastardie DTU Aqua fb@aqua.dtu.dk 

 Josianne Gatt Støttrup DTU Aqua jgs@aqua.dtu.dk 

 Jørgen Dalskov DTU Aqua jd@aqua.dtu.dk 

 Jordan Feeking DTU Aqua jpfe@aqua.dtu.dk  
Hanna Sjölund Baltic Sea Centre, Stockholm University hanna.sjolund@su.se 

HELCOM SECRETARIAT 

 Hermanni Backer Helsinki Commission hermanni.backer@helcom.fi 

 Marco Milardi Helsinki Commission marco.milardi@helcom.fi 
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Annex 2: [Draft] Work Plan of HELCOM FISH, 2017-2019 

No. ACTION LEAD/RESPONSIBLE INTERLINKED ACTIVITIES TIME FRAME 

Action 1 Integrated assessment of human impacts2  

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 

The data will support assessing 
pressures within HOLAS II and 
mapping human activities affecting 
seafloor integrity (activity under 
HELCOM Gear Group) 
ICES Working Group on Spatial 
Fisheries Data 

2016-2017 

2 Provide an overview of data collection activities Contracting Parties 
workplans, related to i.a. on: 
incidental catch of marine mammals 
recreational fisheries  
Based on this overview, assess the presence of data gaps  
 
Support other HELCOM processes in their further specification of data needs 
for the HOLAS II assessment, the MSFD and the implementation of BSAP 

FISH group Supporting information for use in 
HOLAS II as well as in mapping human 
activities affecting seafloor integrity 
(under HELCOM Gear Group) 
ICES WG on the Ecosystem Effects of 
Fishing Activities 

2016-2018 

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

   

4 Create a common knowledge base on ghost nets distribution and abundance 
as well as an estimation of their impacts on the ecosystem 

FISH Group Projects e.g.  
WWF Poland project on retrieval of 
ghost nets 
Danish initiative on ghost net 
distribution and abundance 
assessment 
 

2017-2018 

                                                           
2 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 practices3  

5 Provide tools for sustainable fishing practices, including to address by-catch 
of fish, birds and mammals: 
Follow the outcomes of projects such as BalticBOOST and Baltic SCOPE 
Compile best practices on sustainable fisheries management 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:  
unwanted by-catch of fish, birds and mammals (BSAP target: close to zero 
by-catch rates and minimized damage to sea bed habitat, [actions agreed in 
FISH 2-2015 on hot spots and measures]) 
seafloor impacts from fishing gear 
damage to catches by marine mammals 
 
 

Contracting Parties Utilise the outcomes of updated work 
on red listed species and habitats in 
the Baltic Sea, HELCOM MPAs 
database 
 
Possibly utilize information from 
coastal fish monitoring and 
assessment (FISH-PRO II) 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
2017-2018 
 
Continuous 

6 Follow up on the development of principles for setting an environmental 
target for seafloor integrity 

Lead by GEAR group 
[a project] 

BalticBOOST project work on joint or 
coordinated measures for physical loss 
and seafloor damage led by GEAR 
BENTHIS project work on the 
Baltic/North Sea 

2017 

Action 3. Migratory fish species4  

7 Exchange of information on national eel management in the coastal 
countries including i.a. 

FISH-M Seminar/targeted meeting under Fish-
M to present national management 
plans and consider regional 

summer 2017 

                                                           
3 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 
4 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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tackling assumed illegal catches (to assess the scale of the problem and look 
for solutions for proper enforcement),  
traceability/tracking of eel 
data gaps and collection methods 
links to international eel management (e.g. CMS) 
development and financing of dedicated projects 
other relevant issues as appropriate 
The above is carried out with the aim of a Baltic wide stock status 
assessment and facilitating subsequent action, to be further developed at 
the appropriate fora. 

collaboration related to the 
implementation of national 
management plans on eel, for EU 
countries in relation to the EC 
regulation on eeli 2017.  
Participants should preferably include 
representatives from management 
bodies, scientific experts and relevant 
stakeholders. 
Workshop Report/publication on eel 
in the Baltic Sea by 2017 

8 Compile best best practices on River restoration Fish-M  Seminar/targeted meeting on river 
restoration best practices in 2017 
Workshop Report/publication on river 
restoration in the Baltic Sea 2017 
If funded, RETROUT project WP on 
river restoration 2018 

summer 2017 

9 Reporting on the implementation of HELCOM Recommendation 32/33-1 and 
following up on the below activities: 
the active conservation of at least ten endangered/threatened wild salmon 
river populations in the Baltic Sea region as well as the reintroduction of 
native Baltic Sea salmon in at least four potential salmon rivers, by 2009,  
common practices for breeding, rearing and releasing salmon as 
reintroduction in potential salmon rivers,  
investigating needed improvements for stocking practices (e.g. biological 
and genetic guidelines), as well as  
model recommendations for protection and conservation measures such as 
fish ways for up and down migration, restoration and protection of 
spawning grounds, fishery regulation for the river and estuaries; 

Fish-M  Updating of 2012 report by May 2017 
 
Evaluation on the status and revision 
needs of HELCOM Recommendation 
32/33-1 based on updated 
information and EU Salmon 
management plan developments by 
2018 

 

Action 4 HELCOM Recommendation on sustainable aquaculture5  

                                                           
5 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 
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10 A follow up on the HELCOM Recommendation on Sustainable Aquaculture 
on BAT and BEP  

Fish Group 
in consultation with 
the CG on 
Aquaculture 
 

 
Translation of existing reports and 
application to support continuation of 
the work  

 
2017-2018 

Action 5 Cooperation between authorities and with stakeholders6   

11 Look for the ways how to cooperate in practise, e.g. with BALTFISH 
 
 
Liaise with Aquaculture Advisory Council soon to be operationalized 

[Country acting as a 
liaison between Fish 
and BALTFISH] 

 continuous 

Action 6 Follow up of the Baltic Sea Action Plan7   

12 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 

Continous 

 

                                                           
6 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 
7 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 



Outcome of FISH 5-2016 
 

 

Page 17 of 19 
 

Annex 3: List of Contacts and Observers of Fish 

Name Organization E-mail address 

Chair 

   

Denmark 

Anja Gadgård Boye The Danish AgriFish Agency anbo@naturerhverv.dk 

Janne Palomino Dalby The Danish AgriFish Agency jpda@naturerhverv.dk 

Helle Torp Christensen Danish AgriFish Agency, Ministry of 

Food, Agriculture and Fisheries of 

Denmark 

hetoch@naturerhverv.dk 

EU 

Dario Dubolino European Commission dario.dubolino@ec.europa.eu 

Stanislovas Jonusas European Commission stanislovas.jonusas@ec.europa.eu 

Estonia 

Elo Rasmann Ministry of Environment of Estonia elo.rasmann@envir.ee 

Markus Vetemaa Estonian Marine Institute markus.vetemaa@ut.ee 

Merje Frey Ministry of Agriculture merje.frey@agri.ee 

Ulvi Päädam Ministry of Environment of Estonia ulvi.paadam@envir.ee 

Finland 

Penina Blankett Ministry of the Environment penina.blankett@ym.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 

Christian Pusch German Federal Agency for Nature 

Conservation (BfN) 

christian.pusch@bfn-vilm.de 

Dieter Boedeker German Federal Agency for Nature 

Conservation (BfN) 

dieter.boedeker@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 

m.carstens@lu.mv-regierung.de 

Thurid Otto Geomar Helmholtz Center for 
Ocean research 

totto@geomar.de 

Sven Koschinski Meereszoologie (on behalf of BfN) sk@meereszoologie.de 

Ulfert Focken Thünen-Institute of Fisheries 
Ecology 

ulfert.focken@thuenen.de 

Latvia 

Laura Briekmane Institute of Food, Safety, Animal 
Health and Environment “BIOR” 

laura.briekmane@bior.gov.lv 

Janis Birzaks Institute of Food, Safety, Animal 
Health and Environment “BIOR” 

janis.birzaks@bior.lv 

Lithuania 

Mindaugas Gudas EPA m.gudas@aaa.am.lt 
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Indrė Šidlauskienė Ministry of Agriculture of the 
Republic of Lithuania, Fisheries 
Service 

Indre.Sidlauskiene@zuv.lt 

Justas Poviliūnas Ministry of Agriculture of the 
Republic of Lithuania, Fisheries 
Service 

justas.poviliunas@zuv.lt 

Poland 

Adam Lejk National Marine Fisheries Research 
Institute 

adam.lejk@mir.gdynia.pl 

Andrzej Kapusta Inland Fisheries Institut a.kapusta@infish.com.pl 

Igor Wawrzyniak Ministry of Maritime and Inland 
Navigation 

igor.wawrzyniak@minrol.gov.pl 

Iwona Psuty National Marine Fisheries Research 
Institute 

iwona.psuty@mir.gdynia.pl 

Jacek Szlakowski Inland Fisheries Institut j.szlakowski@infish.com.pl 

Justyna Szumlicz Ministry of Maritime and Inland 
Navigation 

justyna.szumlicz@minrol.gov.pl  

Katarzyna Kaminska Ministry of Maritime and Inland 
Navigation 

K.kaminska@mgm.gov.pl 

Paweł Łazarski Ministry of Maritime and Inland 
Navigation 

pawel.lazarski@minrol.gov.pl 

Wojciech Pelczarski National Marine Fisheries Research 
Institute 

wpelczar@mir.gdynia.pl    

Sweden 

Ulrika Gunnartz Swedish Agency for Marine and 
Water Management 

ulrika.gunnartz@havochvatten.se 

Jacob Hagberg Swedish Ministry for Environment 
and Energy 

jacob.hagberg@regeringskansliet.se 

Malin Skog Swedish Board of Agriculture malin.skog@jordbruksverket.se 

Observers 

Sally Clink Baltic Sea Advisory Council sc@bsac.dk 

Ewa Milewska Baltic Sea Advisory Council em@bsac.dk 

Reine J. Johansson Baltic Sea Advisory Council rj.j@pelagic.se 

Michael Andersen BSAC/Danish Fishermen PO ma@dkfisk.dk 

Ida Carlen Coalition Clean Baltic ida.carlen@ccb.se 

Mikhail Durkin Coalition Clean Baltic mikhail.durkin@ccb.se 

Nils Höglund Coalition Clean Baltic Nils.Hoglund@ccb.se 

Glenn Douglas European Anglers Alliance glenn.douglas@sportfiskarna.se 

Torben Wallach FEAP 
tw@musholm.com; 
torben@danskakvakultur.dk 

Anu-Maria Sandelin FEAP 
anu-
maria.sandelin@kalankasvatus.fi 

Anna Pyc 
FEAP/Polish Trout Breeders 
Association 

anna@pstraqpustelnia.pl 

Lisbeth Jess Plesner FEAP lisbeth@danskakvakultur.dk 

Courtney Hough 
Federation of European 
Aquaculture Producers 

courtney@feap.info 

Mark Dickey-Collas ICES mark.dickey-collas@ices.dk 

Marjukka Porvari John Nurminen Foundation marjukka.porvari@jnfoundation.fi 

Miina Mäki John Nurminen Foundation miina.maki@jnfoundation.fi 
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Andrzej Białaś OCEANA abialas@oceana.org 

Wieke Edinger Nordic Hunters' Alliance wieke.edinger@nordichunters.org 

Matti Ovaska WWF Finland matti.ovaska@wwf.fi 

 


