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Outcome of the seventh Meeting of the HELCOM Group on 

Ecosystem-based Sustainable Fisheries (FISH 7-2017) 

 

Introduction   

01. The seventh Meeting of the HELCOM Group on Ecosystem-based Sustainable Fisheries (FISH 7-
2017), was held on 14-15 November 2017 at the premises of the Danish Agrifish Agency in Copenhagen, 
Denmark (Nyropsgade 30, 1780, Copenhagen V). 

02. The Meeting was attended by delegations from Denmark, Finland, Germany, Poland and Sweden 
and Observers from Birdlife, FEAP and LIFE. The List of Participants is attached as Annex 1.  

03. The Meeting was chaired by Marianne Goffeng Raakil. Hermanni Backer, Professional Secretary 
of HELCOM Fish, and Jannica Haldin, Professional Secretary of HELCOM State & Conservation acted as 
secretaries of the Meeting. 

 

Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda 

Documents: 1-1, 1-2 

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

Agenda Item 2  Matters arising from HELCOM work of relevance of the group  

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

2.1 The Meeting took note of the preparations for the next HELCOM Ministerial Meeting, planned 
to take place 6 March 2018 in Brussels, hosted by the EU Commissioner Karmenu Vella on behalf of the 
HELCOM EU presidency: 

 discussions on the contents have been carried out during HOD 51-2016 (December 2016, Helsinki), 
HELCOM 38-2017 (March 2017, Helsinki), HOD 52-2017 (June 2017, Brussels), HOD 52A-2017 (26 
September 2017, Online) and HOD 53B-2017 (13 November 2017, Online) 

 drafting is carried out under four main themes with dedicated leads: Theme 1 – Reflecting the current 
state, pressures and impacts on the Baltic Sea, led by Finland; Theme 2 – Renewing the Baltic Sea 
Action Plan beyond 2021 and towards 2030, led by the EU; Theme 3 – Enhancing economic and social 
analysis and innovation to implement ecosystem approach, led by the Secretariat; Theme 4 – 
Implementing SDGs and regional ocean governance, led by Sweden 

 HOD 53-2017 (December 2017, Helsinki) will consider further the drafting of the Ministerial Meeting 
outcome. 

2.2 The Meeting took note of the comment from Finland that during a renewal of BSAP for the 2021-
30 period, foreseen by Ministerial Meeting Theme 2, other organizations including BALTFISH could be 
consulted to ensure a best possible result. 

2.3 The Meeting noted that the drafting process for the upcoming Ministerial Meeting will take 
place at the level of Heads of Delegation, is led by the HELCOM Chair EU and organized around the lead 
parties for each theme who can be contacted for further information. 
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2.4 The Meeting took note of the outcomes of recent HELCOM meetings of relevance for Fish 
(document 2-5) including: 

 HOD 52-2017 (20-21 June, Brussels) congratulating the new chair and vice chair for HELCOM Fish 
2017-2019, adopting the revised work plan of the Group, recognizing delays in the work around 
BAT/BEP for sustainable aquaculture, considering and redrafting the draft document on HELCOM 
interests on fisheries data, requesting State and Conservation to identify data interests, agreeing to 
come back to cooperation with BALTFISH at the HOD 53-2017, considering targets on noise and that 
HELCOM Fish Group, Seal EG and ASCOBANS will be engaged in further work as well as granting Low 
Impact Fishers of Europe (LIFE) status as HELCOM Observer. 

 SEAL 11-2017 (4-6 October, Gothenburg) discussing national management plans, human/marine 
mammal interactions, monitoring/data collection and indicators on seals as well as supporting closer 
cooperation between the HELCOM Seal and new BSAC sub-group on ecosystem-based management. 

 STATE & CONSERVATION 7-2017 (23-27 October, Sopot) discussing and providing input for the 
revision of the document HELCOM data interests for two fisheries related indicators based on the 
outcome of the intersessional meeting (c.f. document 5-3), including suggesting follow-up (c.f. 
document 5-4). 

2.5 The Meeting took note of the comment from Denmark that, contrary to what is noted in the outcome 
of SEAL 11-2017, there is according to the control regulation (Council Regulation 1224/2009) no obligation 
to report any incidental bycatches of marine mammals or birds. For all fish and shellfish species retained on 
board, catches of more than 50 kg per species per day shall be reported in the official EU logbook for vessels 
obliged to carry a logbook. The obligation to report incidental bycatches to EU is thus fully on the Member 
State, not individual fishermen. 

2.6 The Meeting took note of the upcoming HELCOM Meetings during 2017-2018 of relevance for 
HELCOM Fish: 

 HELCOM HOD 53-2017, on 12-13 December 2017 in Helsinki Secretariat premises 

 HELCOM 39-2018, 5 March 2018 in Brussels (EU Chairmanship) 

 HELCOM Ministerial Meeting 2018, 6 March 2018 in Brussels (EU Chairmanship) 

 STATE & CONSERVATION 8-2018, on 14-18 May 2018 (preliminary offer of Lithuania to host the 
meeting) 

 STATE & CONSERVATION 9-2018, on 22-26 October 2018 (offer by Denmark to investigate hosting) 

 SEAL 12-2018, on 10-12 October 2018 (offer by Estonia to investigate hosting ) 

2.7 The Meeting took note the regional workshop on eel and the Baltic Sea to be held as part of the 
HELCOM Task force on migratory fish species, in Stockholm, Sweden on 29 November to 1 December 2017 
(document 2-4), and noted that all participating countries are requested to submit a presentation 
summarising information regarding eel in their countries by 22 November 2017. 

2.8 The Meeting took note of the enquiry by LIFE regarding the possibility for observers to take part 
in the workshop. They were informed that the workshop welcomes participation by stakeholders as well as 
managers and researchers. 

2.9 The Meeting supported the proposal for continuation of FISH-PRO II (document 2-1) and 
welcomed the information that Germany will check the possibility to be more active in FISH-PRO II during the 
follow up period and requested that the contact list of FISH PRO II should be updated. 

2.10 The Meeting took note that the first version of the ‘State of the Baltic Sea’ report (HOLAS II) has 
been released on 11 July 2017 in both pdf publication and website (www.stateofthebalticsea.helcom.fi) 
format, and there is ongoing work related to a regional consultation and forthcoming update, including 2016 
data, of the assessment by June 2018 (document 2-3). 
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2.11 The Meeting took note that the latest possible ICES advice (published in 2017 based on 2016 
data) will be used in the foreseen update. The Meeting tasked the Secretariat to investigate how the Baltic 
Sea Fisheries overviews might be used in the update of the section on commercial fish as well as how the 
section on aquaculture might be improved. 

2.12 The Meeting took note that Denmark will prepare and use national reports as the background 
for fisheries related elements of the MSFD process. 

2.13 The Meeting took note of the outcome of the UN Conference “Our oceans, our future: 
partnering for the implementation of Sustainable Development Goal 14” held in New York in June 2017 
(document 2-6). 

2.14 The Meeting took note of the recommendations from the Baltic SCOPE project (document 2-2). 

2.15 The Meeting highlighted that regional maps of fish nursery areas and other essential habitats 
were not available and requested that HELCOM Fish should be informed of any events on this topic (whether 
PanBaltic SCOPE, HELCOM or any other initiative). 

2.16 The Meeting highlighted also that Baltic-wide maps on a number of other fisheries related topics 
(e.g. vessels smaller than 12m) were not available and that further regional work on these would be needed.  

2.17 The Meeting recalled the work of the dedicated regional group on MSP, the HELCOM-VASAB 
MSP Working Group, established in 2010, which convenes competent marine planning authorities of the 
Baltic Sea coastal states. 

2.18 The Meeting requested the Secretariat to include fish and fisheries related outcomes of 
HELCOM-VASAB MSP WG, including dates of national MSP consultations, to the document on outcomes of 
HELCOM meetings submitted regularly to the meetings of HELCOM Fish and to similarly inform HELCOM-
VASAB MSP WG of the outcomes of HELCOM Fish. 

Agenda Item 3  Closer regional cooperation on Fisheries & Environment1 

Document: 3-1 

3.1 The Meeting welcomed that as a first step in implementing the plan for closer regional 
cooperation between marine environment and fisheries management in the Baltic Sea (c.f. documents and 
discussions during FISH 6-2017 and FISH 5-2016), HELCOM initiated as agreed communication with a letter 
to the BALTFISH Chair 11 April 2017, including the invitation to engage in enhanced information exchange 
between HELCOM and BALTFISH, and that a reply from BALTFISH Chair was received on 30 June 2017, 
supportive of a regular exchange of information on work plans, agendas of meetings and main decisions or 
Joint Recommendations (document 3-1). 

3.2 The Meeting agreed to task the Secretariat to on a regular basis share information on HELCOM 
Fish work plans, provisional agendas of meetings, outcome documents including main recommendations and 
decisions, with BALTFISH Chair and suggested further that fisheries and MSP-related information, considered 
within the Contracting Parties or the HELCOM-VASAB MSP WG should be included. 

3.3 The Meeting requested that the Secretariat adds a short account of Fisheries related work of 
HELCOM and related commitments to the first submission to the BALTFISH, consults the Chair before making 
the submission, and that the Fish WG should be informed of the correspondence. 

3.4 The Meeting took note of information by the Chair on BALTFISH activities based on the Work 
Plan of BALTFISH circulated by the BALTFISH chairmanship during the intersessional period. These activities 
included Joint Recommendations on discard plan and the T90 cod-end, fishing opportunities 2018, the 
ongoing discussion on a management plan for salmon and activities on recreational fisheries. 

                                                           
1 The content in below paragraphs 3.10-20 on alternative fishing gears and particularly seals took place under agenda 
items 3 and 7 during the Meeting and was, in the circulated draft outcome, divided between the two. As there was 
considerable overlap in content of the draft material it has been moved under this Agenda Item 3. 
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3.5 The Meeting took note that HELCOM representatives have not participated in BALTFISH Forum 
during last years and agreed that in the future the Chair of HELCOM Fish should attend the BALTFISH Forum 
on behalf of HELCOM and act within the framework of the HELCOM Fish Terms of Reference and outcomes 
of Meetings. 

3.6 The Meeting took note that the Second Meeting of the Sustainable Ocean Initiative (SOI) Global 
Dialogue between secretariats and representatives of regional seas organisations (including HELCOM for the 
Baltic Sea) and regional fisheries management bodies will take place 10-13 April 2018 in Seoul, Republic of 
Korea. 

3.7 The Meeting recalled that the SOI events feature presentations and examples of closer 
cooperation and joint projects between fisheries management bodies and regional seas agreements around 
the world and took note that the event would be a good opportunity to present and develop the ongoing 
work on closer cooperation between HELCOM, BALTFISH and other fisheries related bodies in the Baltic Sea.  

3.8 The Meeting recalled that FISH 6-2017 agreed to establish cooperation with the BSAC sub group 
on ecosystem based management, regarding the development and trials of alternative fishing gears or fishing 
techniques in the Baltic Sea and as a first step submit a draft list of trialed alternative fishing gears or fishing 
techniques to the next Meeting of the BSAC sub group on ecosystem based management as a HELCOM 
submission. 

3.9 The Meeting took note of the outcome of the meeting of the BSAC sub group on ecosystem 
based management on 3 October 2017 in Copenhagen, Denmark, as presented by Marcin Rucinski (LIFE) 
including the following topics: 

 Seal-fishery interactions 

 Salmon multi annual management plan 

 abandoned, lost or otherwise discarded fishing gear (ALDFG) 

 Draft list of alternative fishing gear trials submitted by Poland on behalf of HELCOM. 

3.10 The Meeting welcomed the information that the draft list of trialed alternative fishing gears or 
fishing techniques was submitted to, and presented by Poland at the meeting of the BSAC sub group on 
ecosystem based management in October, BSAC WS on selectivity of fishing gears (7 November 2017) and 
that Poland is waiting for BSAC comments in writing. 

3.11 The Meeting recalled that the draft list of trialed alternative fishing gears or fishing techniques 
by HELCOM Fish, a living document - meaning that the document should be updated continuously, and it 
should be further developed by adding the contacts of the people involved in the gear trials and information 
on the results of the trials. 

3.12 The Meeting welcomed the information from Germany that the Federal Agency for Nature 
Conservation and the Thünen- Institute for Baltic Sea Fisheries, have initiated a major project (STELLA) i.a.  
on alternative gears to avoid bycatch of waterbirds and marine mammals. 

3.13 The Meeting took note that the BSAC ecosystem based fisheries meeting discussed conservation 
objectives of seals and how these could be re-considered. Even lifting protection of seals in MPAs was 
mentioned.  

3.14 The Meeting took note of the comment by LIFE that there are limits to what can be achieved 
using alternative gears when it concerns seals and it is also necessary to discuss other measures. Small scale 
fisheries has been suffering from competition with seals, with alarming decreases in the use of gillnets in 
certain areas of the Baltic Sea. 

3.15 The Meeting took note that Denmark supports the position put forward by LIFE and that for 
Denmark small scale fishery is very important. There has been a shift from gillnets to trawlers which is not an 
optional solution in relation to MSFD requirements of less impact to the sea floor. Another related issue are 
parasitic worms in cod - as seals are important hosts of parasitic worms. 



Outcome of FISH 7-2017 
 

 

Page 5 of 21 
 

3.16 The Meeting took note of the comments by Denmark and Poland that seal-fisheries interactions 
are very high on the Danish and Polish agendas. 

3.17 The Meeting took note that at the last HELCOM Seal meeting some delegations reported that 
the population of grey seals in the Baltic Sea has reached its carrying capacity in the northern part of the 
Baltic Sea. 

3.18 The Meeting took note that in Germany grey seal was decimated to local extinction during the 
last century and has recovered only slowly during last years but has still not reached favorable conservation 
status. Alternative gears could be an important measure to reduce conflicts between fisheries and nature 
conservation but that further dialogue with the fishermen is also needed. 

3.19 The Meeting considered next steps in addressing seal and fishery interactions and noted further:  

- Denmark’s concerns that this is an area of conflict which is perceived to grow in the future 
as the seal population increases. There is already a shift from gillnets to trawls taking place 
which in turn has an increasing negative effect on benthic habitats. Denmark also expressed 
concern that the increase in seal population affected the frequency of parasitic worms 
infestations in cod.  

- Sweden informed that significant resources have been invested in finding non-lethal 
measures to solve the issue of seal fisheries interaction but that Sweden also allows limited 
protective hunting.  

- Concerning effects of seals on fish populations, Sweden highlighted a new study by 
Stockholm University and SLU Aqua that may be of interest to members of HELCOM Fish, 
which shows that fish-eating birds and seals likely have limited impact on the populations of 
the commercially most important species (herring, sprat and cod) but may consume 2-3 
times as much coastal fish as is caught in the fishery (Hansson et al. 2017, ICES JMS fsx 207). 

- Germany noted that hunting is not an acceptable tool to solve this conflict. Grey seals are 
protected and alternative gear have the potential to prevent predation of seals on fish and 
prevent bycatch of harbour porpoises and seabirds at the same time. 

- Poland informed that a large conference on seals and fisheries has been recently organized 

in Warsaw and in addition a number of smaller meetings between concerned parties are 

planned for the next year. 

- LIFE highlighted that seals adapt very quickly and learn how to exploit alternative gear, and 
that finding a solution to the problem of seal-fisheries interactions is of great importance to 
small scale fishers. However, LIFE also highlighted that they prioritize finding non-lethal 
solutions.  

3.20 The Meeting agreed that there is a merit to further discuss seal-fishery interactions and 
requested that the Chair of Fish, Seal and the Secretariat are in contact intersessionally to consider how to 
address the issue in the best possible way. 

Agenda Item 4  BAT/BEP for sustainable aquaculture 

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

4.1 The Meeting took note of the outcome of the CG Aquaculture 1-2017 (document 4-1) and agreed 
on the updated TORs in Annex 2.  

4.2 The Meeting took note of the request to update the contacts and observers of CG Aquaculture 
(document 4-2) by email to the HELCOM Secretariat (petra.kaaria@helcom.fi). 

4.3 The Meeting welcomed that Sweden can lead task 1A. 
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4.4 The Meeting took note that Germany unfortunately has currently no capacity to lead task 1B.2 

4.5 The Meeting took note the comment by FEAP that the HELCOM Convention definition on BAT is 
very broad and further input based on other BAT/BEP definitions would be needed. Further guidance can be 
found in the special manuals on aquaculture (e.g. the Nordic Council publication on BAT and the Norwegian 
MOM concept). FEAP also asked for a translation of such documents well in advance of the next meeting of 
CG Aquaculture. 

4.6 The Meeting took note of the comment from Germany that the inclusion of extractive 
aquaculture of mussels and algae in the work of CG is urgently needed to develop BAT / BEP for this form of 
aquaculture. 

4.7 The Meeting welcomed the information that Åland islands is available to host the next Meeting 
of CG Aquaculture in May-June 2018, agreed to the proposal and invited the Secretariat to consult the host 
on the details. 

4.8 The Meeting took note of the project Baltic Blue Growth as presented by FEAP (document 4-3) 
and the invitation that HELCOM should be an observer in the project and took note that the project will end 
by 2019. 

4.9 The Meeting took note that FEAP invited the Fish group to be more engaged in mussel farming 
for nutrient removal, would appreciate exchange of views on this topic within the Fish or Pressure groups in 
accordance with the decision at HELCOM HOD.  

4.10 The Meeting took note that in Denmark the Government is very much in favour of using mussel 
farming as a compensatory instrument and this idea is included in the current Danish legislation. 

4.11 The Meeting took note of the comment from Germany that there is a difference between small 
scale (local) and large scale effects of mussel farming. 

4.12 The Meeting took note of the comment from Sweden that the environmental impacts of mussel 
farming should be studied further.  

4.13 The Meeting took note of the suggestion by Denmark regarding an exchange of experience on 
mussel farming and the filtration capacity of mussels. 

 

Agenda Item 5  HELCOM data interests 

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

5.1 The Meeting took note of the outcome of the intersessional meeting for drafting a document of 
HELCOM data interest to assess incidental bycatches and fisheries impacts on benthic biotopes (document 
5-1). 

5.2 The Meeting took note of the status of the inventory of HELCOM data needs (document 5-3) 
recalling that, due to the timing of the intersessional meeting the document was submitted late to STATE & 
CONSERVATION 7-2017, and the meeting consequently decided not to discuss the document. However, there 
were several Contracting Parties who wished to give lead country Poland feedback so an informal working 
group was set up to collect this input (c.f. document 5-3 Annex 1). As a result of this the main text of 
document 5-3 was slightly amended after STATE & CONSERVATION 7-2017 taking into account the outcome 
of the group. 

5.3  The Meeting took note of the first draft of a roadmap for the inventory of HELCOM data needs 
(document 5-4), as presented by Poland. 

                                                           
2 Informed by email day after the Meeting. 
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5.4 The Meeting took note of the document on data availability and possible pilot projects to collect 
data from incidental catches or data regarding fisheries impact on the sea bottom (document 5-2), as 
presented by Poland. 

5.5 The Meeting took note of the presentation on the EU Data Collection Framework (DCF) and its 
obligations by Jorgen Dalskov, Denmark (Presentation 1) 

5.6 The Meeting took note of the presentation on benthic impact and the related work of ICES 
WGSFD by Ole Ritzau-Eigaard, Denmark (Presentation 2). 

5.7 The Meeting took note that LIFE is interested in available options for higher VMS monitoring 
frequency for mobile gears. 

5.8 The Meeting took note of the comment from Poland, welcoming the constructive presentations 
from Denmark and inviting any interested experts to participate in further process around the issue. 

5.9 The Meeting took note of the presentation on the work on the pre-core indicator for cumulative 
impacts on benthic biotopes by Sven Koschinski, Germany (Presentation 3). 

5.10 The Meeting thanked Poland and Germany for the work on the inventory of data needs 
(document 5-3) and its follow up (document 5-4) and provided the following comments:  

 Sweden was of the opinion that there is good progress with identifying HELCOM data needs for the 
purposes of the two indicators in document 5-3 but there is still open questions regarding the 
availability of data and to identify potential methods and associated cost implications of filling data 
gaps. ICES, e.g. through the ICES data center or the Working group on Incidental Bycatch (WGBYC), 
as well as the information on the different regulations provided in Presentation 1 by Denmark, could 
possibly help to comprehensively map available data and possible next  steps in this process and fill 
in the missing information in document 5-2. As a specific comment, Table 2 of document 5-3 (page 
12) with list of species should more comprehensively reflect updates to the species lists for assessing 
D1 C1 in accordance with Commission Decision (EU) 2017/848 of 17 May 2017 laying down criteria 
and methodological standards on good environmental status, as this is determined. An eventual 
submission of an inventory should be considered in a roadmap, which should be developed by best 
possible expertise, including the RCG contacts, BSAC and the lead authors of the HELCOM indicators.  

 Finland was of the opinion that the documents 5-3 and 5-4 need improvement and that ICES should 
be engaged in this work. 

 Germany welcomed both documents 5-3 and 5-4, noted that the work process should focus first on 
identifying the data needs and only in a second step prioritizing data collection to fill the gaps based 
on the availability of funds. Germany also highlighted the importance of finding a joint language 
between institutions and persons working with fishery data and those working with marine 
conservation (including MSFD).The DCF has been identified as one of the tools to provide the needed 
data also for MSFD purposes. Information from ICES WGBYC is limited because it is mainly based on 
EU regulation 812 /2004. Monitoring according to regulation 812/2004 is insufficient, because it is 
limited to larger vessels which are mostly not using gillnets. Therefore bycatch data of relevant 
fisheries vessels (below 15 meters) and metiers (gillnets) available to the extent needed. Additionally 
monitoring under 812/2004 is limited to bycatch of cetaceans and bycatch data on e.g. waterbirds is 
completely lacking. The fact remains that we do not have much of the needed data, for example the 
bycatch rates of the different fisheries metiers, and that a solution for filling these gaps are needed. 
EMFF could be a source of funding to help fill these gaps. In Sweden AIS data are also used for control 
issues in a marine protected area (Bratten). AIS data might be also used to analyse the impact of 
mobile bottom contacting gears. 

 Denmark was of the opinion that documents 5-3 and 5-4 are not complete and should be further 
developed. However, regarding the indicators the cumulative impact indicator is well developed, 
does not require data collection outside what is already being collected and could as such be 
considered as almost ready to be implemented. On the other side, the indicator currently referred 
to as Number of drowned birds and mammals in fishing gear still requires more work and clarification 
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of obligations. It should be renamed to Rate of drowned birds and mammals in fishing gear to account 
for that reaching GES will mean increases in population size, which will likely result in larger numbers 
of bycatch, but should also result in lower rates of bycatch. The obligation for monitoring of bycatch 
lies entirely on the Member States and not on the fishermen, and should follow statistical sampling 
schemes covering the entire fleet. No new data gathering is possible at all under the DCF as the 
resources are fully utilised and new types of data gathering cannot be accommodated without 
increasing the budget -or reducing parts of existing data gathering. ICES working groups are collecting 
all available data on Cetaceans and should be engaged in comprehensively mapping the availability 
of data. The first step should be to draft a roadmap on data needs, primarily for MSFD purposes. 
Here focus should be on identification of data requirements for the candidate indicator on for 
cumulative impacts on benthic habitats and the pre indicator on incidental bycatches. An important 
step in this respect is to draw up ‘state of play’ of data collection within the DCF and control 
regulation among other EU legislation. The second step is to look at the inventory list and identify 
data gaps. 

 BirdLife International commented that information on incidental bycatches of birds was clearly 
needed. 

 LIFE informed that LIFE and BirdLife have signed a MoU on incidental bycatches of birds. 

5.11 The Meeting took note of the comment by the Secretariat that engaging relevant ICES groups in 
HELCOM work would require financial arrangements, including possible extra contributions from the 
Contracting Parties. 

5.12 The Meeting recalled that EMFF funding is available for data gathering pilots on incidental 
bycatches. 

5.13 The Chair concluded that some delegations supported, and wished to endorse, the contents of 
document 5-3 (inventory), especially the content regarding identifying HELCOM indicator data 
needs/interests, while some delegations saw the need for major improvements to the document before 
endorsement. 

5.14 The Meeting agreed that a roadmap is needed to create a robust process to further define the 
fisheries data needs of MSFD, including HELCOM indicator data needs in its role as the regional coordinator 
for MSFD in the Baltic for EU Members, identify available data sources and identify possible measures to 
improve the availability of the needed data. 

5.15 The Meeting established a Correspondence Group consisting of Denmark, Poland, Germany, 
Finland and other interested delegations (the CG is open for further nominations beyond HELCOM networks) 
to a) draft a roadmap and b) further consider the inventory document and submit the outcome for 
consideration of FISH 8-2017 and welcomed the information that Denmark is willing to host a workshop as 
part of the Correspondence Group work. 

5.16 The Meeting agreed to the Terms of Reference for Correspondence Group on fisheries data for 
operationalizing indicators used for the purposes of MSFD implementation, for the CPs which are also EU 
members (CG FISHDATA) with the task to develop the roadmap via the workshop and subsequent 
correspondence as included in Annex 3. 

5.17 The Meeting stressed the importance of inviting a wide range of experts to the proposed CG 
FISHDATA workshop, including but not limited to representatives of HELCOM Contracting Parties and 
Observers, relevant HELCOM and ICES working groups, Baltic RCG under DCF and HELCOM Indicator Leads. 

5.18 The Meeting recommended that the CG FISHDATA workshop is organized as early as possible 
(preferably January/February) to be able to use it as a basis for further intersessional correspondence in 
advance of FISH 8-2018 and invited Denmark to suggest a date in consultation with the Chair and the 
Secretariat. 
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Agenda Item 6  Salmon and sea trout including HELCOM Recommendation 32-33/1 

Documents: 6-1, 6-2, 6-2-Rev.1, 6-3 

6.1 The Meeting took note of the outcome of HELCOM workshop on river restoration and best 
practices in the Baltic Sea (HELCOM FISH-M 4-2017) (document 6-1) and thanked Denmark for organising the 
Workshop. 

6.2 The Meeting considered the 2017 reporting of implementation of HELCOM Recommendation 
32-33/1 based on the national reports of the Contracting Parties (document 6-2) and agreed that the CPS can 
provide clarifications by 29 November and that after incorporating comments the Secretariat circulates the 
report for final endorsement by Fish. 

6.3 The Meeting agreed that in the next reporting round of the Recommendation 32-33/1 (2020) 
the data needed to assess the implementation of this Recommendation, as included in document 6-2 Annex 
3, should be explicitly included in the reporting request from the Secretariat. 

6.4 The Meeting agreed to come back to the revision of Recommendations 32-33/1 and 19/2 at a 
later stage. 

6.5 The Meeting took note of the three year INTERREG RETROUT project (document 6-3) lead by 
county administrative board of Stockholm. HELCOM is the lead on the work package on river restoration tool 
box. The work is expected to take place throughout the project period 3 years. The overall aim of the project 
is exploring and increasing the potential of ecologically sustainable small scale fisheries tourism.  

6.6 The Meeting welcomed the possibility to exchange experiences on restoration, asked to be kept 
informed about the progress of the work and suggested that the upcoming Fish-M meetings could be held in 
connection with the meetings of the RETROUT project. The Meeting tasked the Secretariat to explore this 
possibility.  

6.7 The Meeting noted the upcoming NASCO International Year of Salmon in 2019 and enquired 
into the possibility of the Secretariat taking proactive contact to NASCO and possibly producing some 
deliverable with regards to this, and report back to the FISH 8-2018.  

Agenda Item 7  Other interactions between fisheries and marine ecosystems 

Documents: 7-1 

7.1 The Meeting took note of the initial draft of a HELCOM Recommendation on abandoned, lost or 
otherwise discarded fishing gear (ALDFG) (document 7-1) and noted that Finland and Denmark were not in 
favour of developing a Recommendation at this point while Sweden and Germany did not yet have a clear 
position. 

7.2 The Meeting took note of the comment by Poland that they can take a lead if there is general 
acceptance of the idea and that during the last meeting of HELCOM PRESSURE WG, the participants were 
informed that the MARELITT project is developing BATs and BEPs for the lost gear retrieval and that also both 
MARELITT and WWF Poland are ready to contribute into the development of the Recommendation. 

7.3 The Meeting took note of a comment by LIFE supported by Denmark that a possible way forward 
could be exchange of information between the CPs on this issue, since there are many activities at the 
national level. 

7.4 The Meeting took note of the Secretariats comment that the Secretariat has the mandate to 
submit initiatives and documents for consideration of the Groups. 
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Agenda Item 8  Future work 

Documents: 8-1 

8.1 The Meeting considered the work plan of Fish for 2017-2018 (document 8-1) and agreed to a 
procedure where the Secretariat consults on the draft update of the Work Plan 2017-2018 (Annex 4) by 
correspondence after the meeting.  

8.2 The Meeting took note of the information by the Secretariat that the full revision of the work 
plan will take place at the FISH 8-2018 meeting. 

8.3 The Meeting took note of the point brought forward by Finland on evaluating the need for the 
group and the need to receive a prolonged mandate beyond 2019 by the Heads of Delegations (HELCOM 
HOD). 

8.4 The Meeting decided that these issues will be discussed at FISH 8-2018.  

8.5 The Meeting requested the Secretariat to provide suggestions for updates and/or revision to the 
work plan based on decision and discussions held at relevant HELCOM meetings, as well as any background 
material needed for evaluating the existence and mandate of the group in good time before FISH 8-2018. 

8.6 The Meeting welcomed the confirmation (c.f. Outcome FISH 6-2017 § 8.3) of Poland to host the 
next meeting of the Group and agreed that the next meeting of the Group will be held in Warsaw, Poland 
tentatively on 23-24 May 2018. 

 

Agenda Item 9  Any other business 

Documents: 9-1 

9.1 The Meeting took note of the list of contacts and observers of Fish (document 9-1, Annex 5) and 
requested Contracting Parties and Observers to update the list (petra.kaaria@helcom.fi). 

9.2 Denmark informed the meeting that the Delegated Regulation (EU) 2017/117 establishing 
fisheries conservation measures for the protection of the marine environment in the Baltic Sea can be found 
via this link.  

Agenda Item 10  Outcome of the Meeting 

10.1 The Meeting adopted the outcome of the Meeting. The Outcome of the Meeting, together with 
the documents and presentations considered by the Meeting are available on the FISH 7-2017 meeting site. 

 

http://eng.lbst.dk/fileadmin/user_upload/NaturErhverv/Filer/Fiskeri/Natura_2000_hav/Rev/1181_en_delegated_regulation_BS.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/FISH%207-2017-478/default.aspx#InplviewHashc7cd0b27-e53c-4a36-85ad-9eb5cbe6c368=
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Annex 1: List of participants 

Delegation Name Organization Email address 

Chair 

Chair Marianne Goffeng Raakil Swedish Ministry of Enterprise and Innovation marianne.goffeng-raakil@gov.se 

Contracting Parties 

Denmark Alf Skovgaard Ministry of Environment and Food  alsko@mfvm.dk 

Denmark Anja Gadgård Boye Danish AgriFish Agency anbo@lfst.dk 

Denmark Hannus Petersen EU and Fisheries Regulation hapete@lfst.dk 

Denmark Janne Palomino Dalby Danish Agrifish Agency jpda@lfst.dk 

Denmark Kim Rægaard Danish Agrifish Agency kimrae@lfst.dk 

Denmark Jorgen Dalskov DTU Aqua jd@aqua.dtu.dk 

Denmark Ole Ritzau-Eigaard, DTU Aqua ore@aqua.dtu.dk 

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

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

Germany Christian Pusch Federal Agency for Nature Conservation christian.pusch@bfn.de 

Germany Sven Koschinski  on behalf of the Federal Agency for Nature Conservation sk@meereszoologie.de 

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

Poland Katarzyna Kaminska Ministry of Maritime Economy and Inland Navigation, The Fisheries 
Department 

k.kaminska@mgm.gov.pl 

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

Observers 

BirdLife Rieke Scholz BirdLife rieke.scholz@nabu.de 

FEAP Torben Wallach Federation of European Aquaculture Producers torben@danskakvakultur.dk 

LIFE Marcin Rucinski Low Impact Fishers of Europe bans@lifeplatform.eu 

LIFE Hans Jacob Jensen Low Impact Fishers of Europe argonautjacob@gmail.com 

HELCOM Secretariat 

Professional Secretary Hermanni Backer Helsinki Commission hermanni.backer@helcom.fi 

Professional Secretary Jannica Haldin Helsinki Commission jannica.haldin@helcom.fi 

Associate Professional 
Secretary 

Minna Pyhälä 
(telepresence) 

Helsinki Commission minna.pyhala@helcom.fi 
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Annex 2: Draft Work plan of CG Aquaculture 2017-2019 

Objectives and Tasks of the CG Aquaculture TORs Responsible  Milestone Output and deadline 

Objective A 

Exchanges BAT/BEP information and experience gained on 
aquaculture in the Baltic Sea region 

All participants Meetings of CG Aquaculture 
Meetings of HELCOM Fish 

 

To provide other relevant latest information on innovative 
aquaculture techniques (Detailed task C) 

All participants Meetings of CG Aquaculture 
Meetings of HELCOM Fish 

 

Objective B 

Menu of BAT/BEP descriptions for sustainable aquaculture for 
the Baltic Sea region, by: 

i. defining environmentally acceptable, 
economically viable and socially equitable 
standards 

ii. differentiating between land- and sea-based 
aquaculture, where appropriate 

iii. promoting innovation 
iv. not forcing any specific BAT/BEP description to 

be applied by all contracting parties  

[Overall coordination 
by Chair supported 
by the Secretariat] 

Meetings of CG Aquaculture  

Phase I compilation of information Work by dedicated 
leads 
 
Overall coordination 
by Chair supported 
by the Secretariat 

Meeting of CG Aquaculture summer 
2018 
 
Reported to meeting of HELCOM FISH 
Autumn 2018 

Summer 2018 

To provide by October [2018] a concise compilation of existing 

BAT and BEP techniques applied in the Contracting Parties or 

otherwise relevant for the Baltic Sea area/region and, if possible, 

the relevant experiences (pros and cons) gained in applying such 

Sweden Questionnaire to be developed by 
lead 
 
Meeting of CG Aquaculture summer 
2018 

Output 1: Compilation of 
national Aquaculture 
BAT/BEP definitions 
including relevant 
definitions from 
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techniques from ecological, social and economic points of view 

(Detailed task A) 

 
 

international and EU law by 
Summer 2018 

To provide assistance for a (scientifically condensed) Literature 

Study by May [2018] on feasible BAT/BEP descriptions for the 

Baltic Sea region including gap analyses against the needs and 

specificities of the Baltic Sea region; in parallel (Detailed task B). 

[Lead needed] Meeting of CG Aquaculture summer 
2018 
 

Output 2: Compilation of 
Aquaculture BAT/BEP 
techniques and practices 
applicable in the Baltic Sea 
region by Summer 2018 

Phase II Menu of BAT and BEP descriptions First draft by Chair 
 
All participants to 
contribute 

Meeting of CG Aquaculture summer 
2019 
 
Reported to meeting of HELCOM FISH 
Autumn 2019 

Summer 2019 

To jointly develop a menu of BAT and BEP descriptions for the 

aquaculture operators to choose from (Detailed task D) 

To draft a list of most suitable BAT and BEP aquaculture 

techniques, based on the information collected under a-d), by 

October [2019] (Detailed task E); 

First draft by Chair 
 
All participants to 
contribute 
 

Meeting of CG Aquaculture summer 
2019 
 

Output 3: Menu of BAT and 
BEP descriptions including a 
list of most suitable BAT and 
BEP aquaculture 
techniques. 

Phase III Recommending follow-up All participants Meeting of CG Aquaculture summer 
2019 
 
Reported to meeting of HELCOM FISH 
Autumn 2019 

Summer 2019 

To identify possible research and development needs and 

knowledge gaps, with a view to improving the BAT and BEP menu 

of techniques for the Baltic region (Detailed task F).  

All participants Meeting of CG Aquaculture summer 
2019 
 
Reported to meeting of HELCOM FISH 
Autumn 2019 

Summer 2019 

Potentially address the needs identified, in between, through a 

dedicated project, and report accordingly (Detailed task G). 

All participants Meeting of CG Aquaculture summer 
2019 
 
Reported to meeting of HELCOM FISH 
Autumn 2019 

Summer 2019 
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Annex 3: Terms of Reference for the Correspondence Group on fisheries 

data for operationalizing indicators used for the purposes of MSFD 

implementation, for the CPs which are also EU members (CG FISHDATA) 

 

The Correspondence Group should: 

 

1. Plan and organize a workshop on fisheries data for operationalizing the two indicators,3 used for 

the purposes of MSFD implementation for the CPs which are also EU members, hosted by Denmark 

during the period January-February 2018. 

2. Via the workshop and subsequent correspondence, draft a comprehensive roadmap on fisheries 

data for operationalizing the two indicators, used for the purposes of MSFD implementation for the 

CPs which are also EU members, covering –e.g. procedures, steps to be taken, roles of different 

institutions/bodies, data needs specifying related legal obligations, identifying existing data sources 

and recommending potential methods and steps to fill the identified data gaps taking into account 

the legislative framework.  

3. Consider, and find guidance from, documents 5-3 and 5-4 of FISH 7-2017 in this process. 

4. Submit a draft roadmap on fisheries data for operationalizing indicators used for the purposes of 

MSFD implementation, for the CPs which are also EU members to HELCOM FISH 8-2018. 

                                                           
3 HELCOM indicators ‘Number of drowned mammals and water birds in fishing gear’ and ‘Cumulative 
impact on benthic biotopes’ 
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Annex 4: Work Plan for HELCOM Group on Ecosystem-based Sustainable Fisheries (Fish Group) 2017-2018 (approved by HOD 51-2016) 
[Track Changes are HELCOM Secretariat initial updates 17 November, made based on outcome of FISH 7-2017 and intersessional progress after FISH 6-2017. Comments from 

Contracting Parties and Observers are requested by 25 November 2017. Based on the comments received this Annex will be updated and changed in the archive file.] 

No. ACTION LEAD/RESPONSIBLE INTERLINKED ACTIVITIES TIME FRAME 

Action 1 Integrated assessment of human impacts4  

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 

20176-20187 

2 Provide an overview of data collection activities related to i.a.: 

 incidental catch of marine mammals and water birds 

 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 
STATE & 
CONSERVATION 
CG FISHDATA 

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) 

CG FISHDATA Roadmap on fisheries data for 
operationalizing the two indicators, 
used for the purposes of MSFD 
implementation for the CPs which are 
also EU members 

Draft roadmap 
by FISH 8-2018 

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 

2017-2018 

                                                           
4 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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Danish initiative on ghost net 
distribution and abundance 
assessment 
MARELITT 

Action 2 Sustainable fisheries practices5  

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:  
o 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]) 

o seafloor impacts from fishing gear 
o 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) 
 
Poland is leading an activity on 
compiling information on low impact 
fishing gears. 
  
Cooperation with BSAC on alternative 
gear trials will be continued. to be 
explored. 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
2017-2018 
 
Continuous 

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

Lead by GEAR group  
 

BENTHIS project work on the 
Baltic/North Sea 

[2017] 

Action 3. Migratory fish species6  

                                                           
5 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 
6 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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7 Exchange of information on national eel management in the coastal 
countries including i.a.: 

 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. 

FISH-M Seminar/targeted meeting under Fish-
M to present national management 
plans and consider regional 
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. 
Sweden to host a workshop on eel in 

the Baltic Sea in autumn 2017 

summer Eel 
Workshop 
29.11-
1.12.2017, 
Sweden 

8 Compile best practices on River restoration Fish-M  Workshop on river restoration best 
practices in May 2017 hosted by 
Denmark  
If funded, RETROUT project WP on 
river restoration 2017-208 

summer River 
restoration Ws 
29-30 May 
2017, Denmark. 

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 

Updating of 
2012 report 
after final round 
of 
correspondence 
consultation (by 
1 December 
2017 
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Action 4 HELCOM Recommendation on sustainable aquaculture7  

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  
Swedish report compiling existing 
technologies 
 [Seed money project if funded] 
[NCM project if funded] 
Meeting of CG Aquaculture 2-201826 
September May-June 20187 

 
2017-2018 

Action 5 Cooperation between authorities and with stakeholders8   

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 Secretariat 
mandated to 
exchange 
information with 
BALTFISH Chair] 

Initial exchange of information 
formfrom HELCOM side according to 
FISH 7-2017 outcome and by end of 
2017. 

continuous 

Action 6 Follow up of the Baltic Sea Action Plan9   

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 

Continuous 

 

  

                                                           
7 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 
8 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 
9 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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Annex 5: List of Contacts and Observers of Fish 
 

Name Organization E-mail address 

Chair 

Marianne Goffeng 

Raakil 

Ministry of Enterprise and Innovation, 
Sweden 

marianne.goffeng-raakil@gov.se 

Vice-Chairs 

Katarzyna Kaminska Ministry of Maritime and Inland 
Navigation, Poland 

K.kaminska@mgm.gov.pl 

Denmark 

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

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

Hannus Petersen The Danish AgriFish Agency hapete@lfst.dk 

EU 

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

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

Estonia 

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

Katarina Oganjan Ministry of Environment of Estonia katarina.oganjan@envir.ee 

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

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

Markus Vetemaa Estonian Marine Institute markus.vetemaa@ut.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 

Maria Laamanen Ministry of the Environment Maria.laamanen@ym.fi 

Germany 

Dieter Boedeker German Federal Agency for Nature 

Conservation (BfN) 

dieter.boedeker@bfn-vilm.de 

Marina Carstens Ministry of Agriculture, Environment 
and Consumer Protection Mecklenburg-
Vorpommern 

m.carstens@lm.mv-regierung.de 

Hans-Peter Damian Federal Environment Agency hans-peter.damian@uba.de 

Lothar Fiedler Federal Ministry for the Environment, 
Nature Conservation, Building and 
Nuclear Safety 

lothar.fiedler@bmub.bund.de 

Ulfert Focken Thünen-Institute of Fisheries Ecology ulfert.focken@thuenen.de 

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

Thurid Otto Geomar Helmholtz Center for Ocean 
research 

totto@geomar.de 

Christian Pusch German Federal Agency for Nature 

Conservation (BfN) 

christian.pusch@bfn-vilm.de 

Latvia 

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

janis.birzaks@bior.lv 

mailto:K.kaminska@mgm.gov.pl
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Laura Briekmane Institute of Food, Safety, Animal Health 
and Environment “BIOR” 

laura.briekmane@bior.gov.lv 

Lithuania 

Mindaugas Gudas EPA m.gudas@aaa.am.lt 

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

justas.poviliunas@zuv.lt 
Registered in Meeting Portal as 
klaipedaa@yahoo.com  

Indrė Šidlauskienė Ministry of Agriculture of the Republic 
of Lithuania, Fisheries Service 

Indre.Sidlauskiene@zuv.lt 

Poland 

Katarzyna Kaminska Ministry of Maritime and Inland 
Navigation 

K.kaminska@mgm.gov.pl 

Andrzej Kapusta Inland Fisheries Institute in Olsztyn kasta@infish.com.pl 

Paweł Łazarski Ministry of Maritime and Inland 
Navigation 

pawel.lazarski@mgm.gov.pl  

Adam Lejk National Marine Fisheries Research 
Institute 

adam.lejk@mir.gdynia.pl 

Wojciech Pelczarski National Marine Fisheries Research 
Institute 

wpelczar@mir.gdynia.pl    

Iwona Psuty National Marine Fisheries Research 
Institute 

iwona.psuty@mir.gdynia.pl 

Jacek Szlakowski Inland Fisheries Institute j.szlakowski@infish.com.pl 
Not registered in Meeting Portal 

Justyna Szumlicz Ministry of Maritime and Inland 
Navigation 

justyna.szumlicz@minrol.gov.pl  

Igor Wawrzyniak Ministry of Maritime and Inland 
Navigation 

igor.wawrzyniak@mgm.gov.pl  

Russia 

Natalia Bobyleva State Company "Mineral" bobyleva@helcom.ru 

Svetlana Tochanskaya Saint-Petersburg State Company 
"Mineral" 

svetlana@helcom.ru 

Sweden 

Veronica Andrén Swedish Board of Agriculture veronica.andren@jordbruksverket.se 

Marianne Goffeng 
Raakil 

Ministry of Enterprise and Innovation marianne.goffeng-raakil@gov.se 

Ulrika Gunnartz Swedish Agency for Marine and Water 
Management 

ulrika.gunnartz@havochvatten.se 

Martin Karlsson Swedish Ministry of the Environment 
and Energy                       

martin.h.larsson@regeringskansliet.s
e 

Sverker Molander Chalmers University of Technology sverker.molander@chalmers.se 

Jens Olsson Swedish University of Agricultural 
Sciences 

Jens.olsson@slu.se 

Observers 

Sally Clink Baltic Sea Advisory Council sc@bsac.dk 

Ewa Milewska Baltic Sea Advisory Council em@bsac.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 torben@danskakvakultur.dk 

mailto:justas.poviliunas@zuv.lt
mailto:K.kaminska@mgm.gov.pl
mailto:pawel.lazarski@mgm.gov.pl
mailto:j.szlakowski@infish.com.pl
mailto:igor.wawrzyniak@mgm.gov.pl
mailto:veronica.andren@jordbruksverket.se
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Irja Skytén-Suominen FEAP irja.skyten-
suominen@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 

Andrzej Białaś OCEANA abialas@oceana.org 

Rieke Scholz NABU Nature And Biodiversity 
Conservation Union Germany 
(Consultant for BfN) 

rieke.scholz@nabu.de 

Sven Koschinski NABU Nature And Biodiversity 
Conservation Union Germany 
(Consultant for BfN) 

sk@meereszoologie.de 

Johan Svalby Nordic Hunters' Alliance Johan.svalby@nordichunters.org 

Matti Ovaska WWF Finland matti.ovaska@wwf.fi 

Kari Stange Marine Stewardship Council kari.stange@msc.org 

 

 


