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Outcome of the third meeting of the continuation of the Project on Baltic-

wide assessment of coastal fish communities in support of an ecosystem-

based management (FISH-PRO II 3-2016) 

Introduction   

0.1 In accordance with the Outcome of FISH-PRO II 2-2015, the third Meeting of the Continuation 
of the Project on Baltic-wide assessment of coastal fish communities in support of an ecosystem-based 
management (FISH-PRO II 3-2016) was held in Riga, Latvia, at the premises of BIOR Fish Resources Research 
Department, on 16-18 February 2016. 

0.2 The Meeting was attended by delegations from all Contracting Parties except EU, and an 
observer from WWF. The List of Participants is attached as Annex 1.  

0.3  The Meeting was chaired by Mr. Jens Olsson, Project Manager of FISH-PRO II, and Ms. Petra 
Kääriä, HELCOM Assisting Professional Secretary, acted as secretary of the Meeting.  
 
0.4 Ms. Laura Briekmane, Latvia, presented the practicalities to the meeting and welcomed the 
group to Riga. 

Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda 

Documents: 1-1 

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

Agenda Item 2  Information on HELCOM activities of relevance to FISH-PRO II 

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

2.1 The Meeting took note of the survey of HELCOM knowledge and research needs for achieving 
good environmental status (document 2-1) and responses to the survey by the Contracting Parties (document 
2-1-Rev.1), as presented by the Secretariat. The Meeting agreed on the contribution to the survey of 
knowledge and research needs from FISH-PRO II, as updated in document 2-1-Att.1-Rev.2 and that it will be 
submitted to State and Conservation. 

2.2 The Meeting took note of the extracts from recent HELCOM meetings of relevance for FISH-PRO 
II (document 2-2), as presented by the Secretariat. The Meeting noted that STATE & CONSERVATION 3-2015 
accepted the template for HELCOM monitoring guidelines and agreed to use it when updating the monitoring 
guidelines for coastal fish in 2018.  

2.3 The Meeting took note of the following activities regarding coastal fish and other issues of 
relevance to the activities of the group, as presented by the Contracting Parties: 

 Denmark: no funding exists for coastal fish monitoring, voluntary catch registration from recreational 
fishermen continues, new projects focusing on coastal areas are ongoing, including a small scale 
coastal survey for flatfish, and a study on the distribution of round goby in the Danish waters.  

 Estonia: Gillnet monitoring was carried out as usual. Round goby is still increasing its distribution and 
also abundance in several areas. Perch abundance decreased in Estonia during 2015 as the strong 
cohorts have not been formed in recent years. New fishing restrictions were applied in Pärnu Bay to 
alleviate the pressure on the pikeperch population which is currently considered to be in poor state. 

 Finland: funding has been allocated to gillnet monitoring of coastal fish in 2016. 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/FISH-PRO%20II%203-2016-318/MeetingDocuments/2-1-Att.1-Rev.2%20Contribution%20to%20the%20survey%20of%20knowledge%20and%20research%20needs.xlsx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/STATE-CONSERVATION%203-2015-276/MeetingDocuments/2MA-2%20Suggestion%20for%20a%20template%20for%20HELCOM%20monitoring%20guidelines.pdf
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 Germany: monitoring work is being continued as before, the future monitoring is uncertain, in 2015 
the trawl survey monitoring in the Pomeranian Bay was performed in February and September, to 
facilitate comparing of fish assemblages between seasons. 

 Latvia: In 2015 BONUS INSPIRE project was continued: beach seine fishing study targeting juvenile 
flounder, gillnet fishery for cod and flounder, video recording of habitats was conducted. Also project 
EVIDENT under National research programme which studies distribution and impact of invasive 
round goby in the coastal zone was continued. In 2016 a questionnaire was sent to commercial 
coastal fishermen on the damage caused by seals in coastal fisheries. In 2015 national marine spatial 
planning has been started including mapping of coastal areas. Nordic multimesh net surveys were 
started in three coastal areas in addition to the net series since 2005 and intercalibration challenges 
between the different nets have been discovered. 

 Lithuania: fish migration is being monitored in the Klaipeda strait, marine coastal waters sampling 
for the BONUS INSPIRE project was finalized, mesh size for smelt fisheries might be reduced, 
additional protection regimes around harbours for migratory fish species might be needed and no 
funding exists for coastal fish monitoring. 

 Poland: In 2015 national coastal fish monitoring surveys were carried out on the stations located in 
six transitional water bodies and also on two stations (Darłowo and Unieście) located on the open 
Polish coast in the water body Jarosławiec-Sarbinowo. In 2016 the plan is to continue fish monitoring 
in three transitional water bodies only (Puck Lagoon, Outer Puck Bay and Vistula Lagoon). 

 Sweden: New coastal fish monitoring area opened in the Hanö Bight, this is cold water monitoring 
carried out in October. Monitoring in the Holmön area will only take place using Nordic coastal 
multimesh nets from 2016 onwards, and the monitoring using coastal survey nets is terminated. The 
national costal fish monitoring program is under evaluation. The results will be presented and 
disseminated within 2016, and potentially have an influence on the future design of the monitoring 
program. Round goby has increased remarkably in the monitoring catches in the Northern Baltic 
Proper. The FISH-PRO II paper on long term changes in the status of coastal fish in the Baltic Sea has 
been published in Estuarine, Coastal and Shelf Science. 

 Russia: coastal fish monitoring is carried out in the Curonian and Vistula lagoons.  

2.4 The Meeting took note of the presentations on diet of sticklebacks in relation to herring and 
sprat in the Kalmar sound by Ms. Egle Jakubaviciute, Lithuania (Presentation 1), impact on cormorants on 
pike perch stocks by Ms. Outi Heikinheimo, presented by Mr. Antti Lappalainen, Finland (Presentation 2), 
pressures impacting coastal fish indicators by Ms. Annukka Lehikoinen, Sweden (Presentation 3) and 
European whitefish otolith microchemistry and gill rakers count by Mr. Roland Svirgsden, Estonia 
(Presentation 4). The Meeting welcomed the presentations and pointed out their relevance for the future 
work of HELCOM FISH-PRO II. 

Agenda Item 3  Assessments and indicators 

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

Thematic assessment of costal fish communities and core indicator contribution from FISH-PRO II to HOLAS II 

3.1 The Meeting recalled that the last thematic assessment of coastal fish status was published in 
2012, considered the suggested outline for the next thematic assessment (document 3-2, Presentation 5), 
as presented by the Chair, approved the outline as included in document 3-2 and provided detailed 
comments to it (cf. paragraphs 3.4-3.6). 

3.2 The Meeting clarified that the intention is that the next thematic assessment will be based on 
the two HELCOM core indicators ‘Abundance of key fish species’ and ‘Abundance of key fish functional 
groups’. 
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3.3 The Meeting was of the opinion that in the future commercial catch data for coastal fish might 
be increasingly used in the future thematic assessments, as commercial catch data is available from most of 
the Contracting Parties. 

3.4 The Meeting clarified that no new data is needed to be collected for chapter 2: ‘factors 
influencing coastal fish communities’ as the idea is to describe the current status based on available evidence 
from literature and that the importance of different coastal fish species will be described under chapter 1 
‘background’. The Meeting decided to rename subheading 2.5 as ‘habitat’ instead of ‘habitat availability’. 

3.5 The Meeting considered chapter 3: ‘status assessment’ and was of the opinion that it should be 
based on the existing two coastal fish core indicators with the addition that the data used will be refined and 
updated until 2015. For shorter time-series (shorter than 15 years), the status should be assessed based on 
the years 2008-2015 in order to have a common time period across monitoring areas. 

3.6 The Meeting suggested that chapters 2 and 4 would be clearly linked and was of the opinion 
that under chapter 4: ‘measures for coastal fish’ it would be relevant to describe effective and evidence based 
measures that have positive effects on coastal fish and decided that the following measures would be 
described: fisheries regulations/management, habitat restoration, habitat protection and management of 
potential predation pressure from seals and cormorants. 

3.7 The Meeting welcomed that Denmark will take the lead and Sweden will assist in writing chapter 
2 and that Sweden will lead chapters 1, 3 and 4, and that all Contracting Parties will provide comments to the 
draft report that will be circulated by the Chair during 2016. 

3.8 The Meeting agreed to update the indicators with 2015 data for the thematic assessment and 
noted that data will be available from Estonia (Hiiumaa only), Finland, possibly Germany, Sweden, Denmark 
and Latvia and agreed to use the same assessment protocol as in the coastal fish core indicator reports. 

3.9 The Meeting welcomed that Lithuania will consult nationally whether there will be national 
funding for the assessment and updated indicator evaluations and will inform the group during spring 2016. 

3.10 The Meeting agreed on the following timetable for the thematic assessment: 

Deadline   Action 

by 30 April 2016 Submission of updated indicators to Ylva Ericson (ylva.ericson@slu.se) 

May-June  Status assessment 

August-September Review of the assessment 

15th October  1st draft of the report submitted to State and Conservation 

December 2016 Review of the first draft report and submission of status assessments to HOLAS II 

February 2017 2nd draft of the report to be presented to FISH-PRO II meeting in 2017 

Autumn 2017  Publication of the report after approval from State and Conservation and HOD 

  
3.11 The Meeting noted that commercial catch data for 2015 from Finland might not be available by 
30 April 2016 and that the deadline for the commercial catch data can be somewhat extended. 

3.12 The Meeting pointed out that the coastal fish thematic assessment will present the coastal fish 
core indicators and interpretations of results as well as the future for coastal fish management and links to 
pressures in detail, which will not be covered by the HOLAS II assessment. 

3.13 The Meeting agreed that it would be valuable to compile information on the distribution and 
national monitoring of round goby within the group and to come back to this at the future meetings of FISH-
PRO II. 

3.14 The Meeting took note of the presentation on timeline and organization for the further 
development of HELCOM core indicators (Presentations 6), as presented by the Secretariat. The Meeting 
noted the agreement by HOD 48-2015 that the core indicators will be further developed through a Lead 

mailto:ylva.ericson@slu.se
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Country approach and Lead and co-Lead Country representatives have been nominated as indicated in 
document 3-1. 

3.15 The Meeting welcomed that HELCOM expert groups, including FISH-PRO II, will provide a 
platform for discussing and reviewing the indicators under development and noted that HOD 48-2015 
furthermore requested HELCOM groups, projects and networks to prioritize this role as well as the delivery 
of input to HELCOM assessments and to make arrangements for the work as necessary. 

3.16 The Meeting took note of the information that HELCOM core indicators will form the basis for 
the assessments of environmental status to be carried out by the HOLAS II project, including the integrated 
assessment of biodiversity, and that in order for the indicators to be included in HOLAS II, they need to be 
reviewed with the associated GES definitions at the latest by STATE & CONSERVATION 5-2016, to be held on 
7-11 November 2016, and adopted at HELCOM HOD in December 2016.  

3.17 The Meeting noted that FISH-PRO II is anticipated to supply updated indicator reports and 
indicator evaluations by late 2016 and late 2017 to contribute to the second holistic assessment of the Baltic 
Sea. The Meeting noted that updating the indicator assessments with 2016 data for HOLAS II in late 2017 
would not be a very time-consuming task as the assessment would be calculated by the biodiversity tool. 

3.18 The Meeting was of the opinion that the data availability issue for the indicators in Lithuania 
should be solved at a national level and encouraged further communication between the FISH-PRO II experts 
and the national State and Conservation contacts. 

3.19 The Meeting took note of the planned assessment of the spatial distribution of pressures and 
impacts within the second holistic assessment of the Baltic Sea (HOLAS II) and the request to support the 
development of distribution maps related to coastal fish (document 3-3, Presentation 7), as presented by 
the Secretariat. 

3.20 The Meeting considered coastal fish and fisheries related datasets for HOLAS II and noted that 
for the holistic assessment it is relevant to know the distribution and functional habitats for mobile species 
including fish and further noted that perch, flounder, pikeperch and roach have been selected by State and 
Conservation as species for which distribution maps are to be developed. The Meeting was of the opinion 
that herring and whitefish would be important species to be included to the list and further noted that in 
Germany, Estonia and Latvia data for distribution maps for herring exists and can be provided to HOLAS II.  

3.21 The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to propose relevant existing datasets for spatial 
distribution of coastal fish or e.g. functional habitats, and also to provide input regarding the fisheries related 
datasets for HOLAS II. The Meeting welcomed that the Secretariat will approach the Contracting Parties with 
specification of the request related to the spatial distribution of coastal fish to be replied by 2 March 2016 
to lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi. The data will be collated by the Secretariat and the results can be reviewed 
again in September 2016.  

3.22 The Meeting considered the indicator specific development needs for the two coastal fish core 
indicators (document 3-1, Presentation 5), as presented by the Chair. 

3.23 The Meeting noted that as regards the indicator ‘Abundance of key coastal fish species’ a study 
reservation from Germany “on the applicability of the GES-boundary as monitoring data to verify the 
boundary is not available”, was noted at STATE & CONSERVATION 2-2015 and welcomed that Germany will 
clarify the study reservation nationally and the outcome will be informed to FISH-PRO II. 

3.24 The Meeting noted that regarding the indicator ‘Abundance of coastal fish key functional groups’ 
STATE & CONSERVATION 2-2015 noted that “in Lithuania cyprinids are very few in the coastal zone so the 
use of this parameter in the indicators needs to be further clarified” and took note of the view by Lithuanian 
experts that they will look into the species composition of the catch during spring 2016 and report 
conclusions on the applicability of the indicator to the group by 30 of April 2016. 

3.25 The Meeting considered the suggestion on the majority principle as a spatial aggregation 
approach to be used for the core indicators, presented by Sweden (Presentation 5). The suggestion is that if 
more than 50% of the areas within an assessment unit are in GES then the status of the assessment unit is 

mailto:lena.bergstrom@helcom.fi
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GES and if 50% or less of the areas within an assessment unit are sub-GES then the status of the assessment 
unit is sub-GES. The Meeting decided to review the suitability of the suggested approach during 2016. 

3.26 The Meeting noted the comment raised by Sweden in STATE & CONSERVATION 2-2015 that the 
combination of baseline and trends approach for GES in the same subbasin should be addressed in the future 
and was of the opinion that the more data there is available the higher the confidence of the assessment 
result and that this could be reflected in the confidence assessment.  

3.27 The Meeting considered the key impacting pressures for coastal fish indicators (Presentation 5), 
as presented by the Chair, was of the opinion that a meta-analysis or modelling work would be needed to 
identify the key pressures and concluded that a wide range of pressures have an impact on the coastal fish 
species, and that to date there is no possibility of defining which pressures are of highest importance. The 
Meeting noted that within the framework of the HELCOM TAPAS project a questionnaire on the key 
impacting pressures on different ecosystem components will be developed in May 2016 and agreed to assess 
the usability of the questionnaire for addressing key impacting pressures again later during spring 2016. 

3.28 The Meeting took note of the suggestion on three levels of confidence of the status assessment 
(low, intermediate and high) (Presentation 5), presented by Sweden. The Meeting agreed that the 
confidence level should be assessed by the following criteria: time series length and congruence in 
assessment, spatial representation and precision of the data. The Meeting agreed that the Chair will provide 
a revised suggestion based on the discussion held in the Meeting and the decision on how to decide on the 
confidence of the status assessment will be agreed on by e-mail correspondence during spring 2016. 

3.29 The Meeting took note of the outcome of the first HELCOM BalticBOOST Workshop on the 
development of the biodiversity tool for HOLAS II, held on 11-12 February 2016 and the time schedule for 
the core indicator assessment updates, which are required in early 2017 and 2018 for HOLAS II (Presentation 
8), presented by the Secretariat. The Meeting considered the confidence in the assessment which will be 
defined by a set of questions to be answered in connection to indicator data provision, which assessment 
unit level to use (level 3, adapted level 3 or level 4) and requirements for information on minimum and 
maximum values to support normalization of the data. The Meeting noted that BalticBOOST will evaluate 
options for how to aggregate indicators for the assessment at a later stage and that the proposed biodiversity 
integrated assessment tool will be presented in a workshop to be held in September 2016, where also the 
applicability of the tool for coastal fish could be evaluated.  

3.30 The Meeting was of the opinion that the spatial assessment scale should be on level 3 and agreed 
to select the appropriate approach for aggregating data points within this level during 2016.  

3.31 The Meeting considered approaches for identifying minimum and maximum values for the 
coastal fish indicators for normalization purposes and agreed to evaluate the approaches further during 
2016. 

3.32 The Meeting welcomed the willingness of Russia to start coastal fish monitoring and encouraged 
Russia to look for possibilities for national funding for the monitoring work. 

HELCOM core indicators’ data-arrangement development through BalticBOOST 

3.33 The Meeting noted that the development of a database for coastal fish data will be carried out 
in an EU financed and HELCOM coordinated project ‘BalticBOOST’ (2015-2016) under the work package 
‘WP1.2 Database and data arrangements for coastal fish, birds and seals’ and approved the outline of data 
storage for coastal fish indicators, as presented by the Chair (document 3-4, Presentation 5) and the data to 
be included in the database, presented by Sweden (Presentation 9). The Meeting noted that the intention is 
to link the database to the HELCOM data and map service, the database will be set up during spring 2016, 
tested during summer/autumn 2016 and launched in early 2017. 

3.34 The Meeting clarified that the intention is not to insert original catch data into the database but 
instead to include processed data to support the assessment. The Meeting welcomed that it is acceptable for 
all the Contracting Parties to publish processed data in the database (for Lithuania until the year 2011) and 
that all Contracting Parties except Lithuania are able to update the data annually. 
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Size related indicators 

3.35 The Meeting welcomed the presentation on potential size-related indicators for coastal fish, 
including indicators on population size/age structure and length and age at maturation, as presented by 
Sweden (Presentation 10).  

3.36 The Meeting concluded that it would be important to develop indicators that only respond to 
the effects of fisheries on the coastal fish stocks and was of the opinion that more research is needed before 
agreeing on the use of possible size related indicators. The Meeting encouraged the Contracting Parties to 
share important findings related to the size related indicators to FISH-PRO II when they become available. 

3.37 The Meeting took note of the information that new size related indicators are being suggested 
by ICES for the MSFD Descriptor 3 (commercial fish), noted that the Proposal for the Commission Decision 
on criteria and methodological standards on good environmental status of marine waters is being revised 
and took note of the draft report. The Meeting encouraged the Contracting Parties to further investigate the 
possibility to develop size related indicators for coastal fish and to inform FISH-PRO II of potential indicators 
in the future. 

Coastal fish stocks and MSFD Descriptors 1 and 3 

3.38 The Meeting noted that according to ICES advice species within the EU data collection 
framework should be treated as commercial species under MSFD Descriptor 3, for example in Finland perch, 
pikeperch and whitefish are included in the EU data collection framework and therefore also fit under 
Descriptor 3. 

3.39 The Meeting concluded that it is hence up to the Contracting Parties to use coastal fish under 
both Descriptor 1 and Descriptor 3, however agreed that the currently developed coastal fish core indicators 
are mainly applicable under Descriptor 1. 

3.40 The Meeting noted that ICES will organize a meeting on indicators (WKIND3.3i, WGGESFish) in 
Copenhagen in March 2016 and encouraged FISH-PRO II contacts to participate in the meeting and report 
the conclusions to the next FISH-PRO II meeting.  

Agenda Item 4  Other activities 

Documents: none 

Recreational fisheries 

4.1 The Meeting welcomed the presentation on new strategies for recreational fishing data 
collection in Sweden (Presentation 11) based on a Swedish report on national data collection framework for 
recreational fishing published in 2015. The Meeting took note of the results of a pilot study suggesting a 
substantial outtake of coastal fish species by the recreational fishing sector, and encouraged Sweden to 
provide information on the outcome of the implementation of the framework for recreational fisheries data 
collection in Sweden in the future. 

4.2 The Meeting encouraged also other Contracting Parties to share information on national 
projects on recreational fisheries in the future meetings of FISH-PRO II. 

Ecosystem services 

4.3 The Meeting took note of the presentation on the project ‘Zostera’ on the positive 
environmental changes in the Puck Bay (Poland), including the recovery of Zostera marina, presented by 
Poland (Presentation 12). 

4.4 The Meeting took note of the presentation on a Latvian research program ‘The value and 
dynamic of Latvian ecosystem under changing climate’ (EVIDENT) building an ecosystem model, presented 
by Latvia (Presentation 13). 

4.5 The Meeting took note of the presentation on some recent developments in studies in 
ecosystem services evaluations in Swedish marine water areas, presented by Sweden (Presentation 14). 

http://www.slu.se/Documents/externwebben/akvatiska-resurser/Sidan%20Publikationer/Aqua%20reports%202015/Aqua_reports_2015_16.pdf
http://www.slu.se/Documents/externwebben/akvatiska-resurser/Sidan%20Publikationer/Aqua%20reports%202015/Aqua_reports_2015_16.pdf
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4.6 The Meeting welcomed the dissemination of information on national projects on ecosystem 
services also in the upcoming meetings of FISH-PRO II. 

Essential coastal fish habitats 

4.7 The Meeting took note of the information on the outcomes of the essential coastal fish habitats 
workshop held in Öregrund, Sweden in June 2015, funded by the Nordic Council of Ministers, as presented 
by the Chair (Presentation 5). According to the results from the workshop, the role of the essential coastal 
fish habitats is often understudied, the habitats are currently poorly protected, major threats to the habitats 
include eutrophication, climate change, coastal development, invasive species, fishery and dredging and for 
the improved protection of the essential habitats it is important to demonstrate their value. A project report 
from the workshop will be submitted to the Nordic Council of Ministers in March 2016 and the first draft of 
a review paper will soon be finalized. 

4.8 The Meeting took note of a multidisciplinary mapping study of fish habitats in the Sound, 
(Denmark) for maritime spatial planning, as presented by Denmark (Presentation 15). The study resulted in 
an integrated map for seven commercially valuable fish species useful for MSP purposes. 

4.9 The Meeting noted the information on a regional study Baltic Health Index by Stockholm 
resilience Centre at Stockholm University, as presented by the Chair. The Meeting further noted that coastal 
fish data from all the Contracting Parties has been submitted to the study and will be fed into the Baltic 
Health Index. First results of the study will be presented in a workshop in March 2016. The Chair will 
participate in the workshop and will share the results with the group. 

4.10 The Meeting took note of the information presented by the Chair that the functional diversity 
study of coastal fish in the Baltic led by Laurene Pecuchet at DTU Aqua, Denmark, has been cancelled due to 
methodological difficulties when analysing the data.  

Agenda Item 5  Future work 

5.1 The Meeting recalled that the FISH-PRO II project will come to an end in mid-2018, reviewed 
and updated the timetable for future work for the project and agreed on it as follows: 

Project 
year 

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 

Activity  - Application for 
funding for 
”recruitment area 
mapping” 
workshop from 
the Nordic Council 
of Ministers  

-First calculation 
of indicators and 
assessment in 
additional 
monitoring areas 

-“Recruitment area 
mapping” workshop in 
June 2015 

-Continue calculation of 
indicators and assessment 
in additional monitoring 
areas 

-Finalization of core 
indicator reports (data 
until 2013) 

- Review state-pressure 
relationship for coastal 
fish indicators 

-Input to HOLAS II 
(updated data until 
2015 for core 
indicators)  
 
-Preparation of the 3rd 
thematic assessment on 
coastal fish status  
 
- Data arrangements of 
coastal fish core 
indicators 

-Finalization of 3rd 
thematic assessment of 
coastal fish status 

- Additional input 
HOLAS II (updated 
indicators and status 
assessment until 2016) 

- Discuss the potential 
future of the project 
and produce a draft  
project proposal for 
continued work 

-Evaluation of the 
project and future 
objectives of the 
project 

- Update of the 
coastal fish 
monitoring 
guideline  

Delivera
ble 

-BSEFs 
core 
indicator
s 

-BSEFs 
HELCOM 
monitori
ng areas 

-Short report on 
the potential use 
of commercial 
catch statistics for 
coastal fish 
assessments 

-Update of coastal 
fish monitoring 
guideline 

-Update of core indicator 
reports  (data until 2013) 

- Report on recreational 
fisheries patterns, 
management and outtake 
in contracting parties 

- Report on D3 indicators 
for coastal fish 

- Updated core 
indicators for coastal 
fish (until 2015) 
including status 
assessment for HOLAS II 

-Data storage system 
for coastal fish core 
indicators 

- Publication of 3rd 
thematic assessment of 
coastal fish status 

- Updated core 
indicators for coastal 
fish (until 2016) 
including status 
assessment for HOLAS II 

- Short report on 
the outcome of the 
project 

-Updated coastal 
fish monitoring 
guideline 

 

http://www.su.se/ostersjocentrum/english/baltic-eye/research/baltic-health-index
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5.2 The Meeting was of the opinion that producing HELCOM guidelines for recruitment area 
mapping would not be useful based on the diverse outcome of the essential habitats workshop. 

5.3 The Meeting noted that conversion factors between different gillnet types if available could be 
included in the updated guidelines for coastal fish monitoring. 

5.4 The Meeting emphasized the need to continue the work of FISH-PRO II beyond 2018 and pointed 
out the importance of the work on the regular updating of the coastal fish core indicators and supporting 
HELCOM assessments, the importance of sharing expertise and knowledge regarding coastal fish on a 
regional level, that the monitoring scope could be widened in the future, that it would be relevant to move 
towards evaluation of coastal fish habitats and socio-economic aspects, that coastal fish species work is not 
covered by ICES and that the work of the group is an incentive for continued national coastal fish monitoring 
and assessment work. 

5.5 The Meeting agreed that FISH-PRO II will develop a proposal for the extension of the project at 
its next meeting for presentation to State and Conservation in 2017. The Meeting invited State and 
Conservation to provide their view on potential future objectives for FISH-PRO II to support the development 
of such a proposal. 

5.6 The Meeting encouraged the Contracting Parties to provide financial support to the monitoring 
and assessment of coastal fish.  

Agenda Item 6  Any other business 

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

6.1 The Meeting updated the list of contacts and observers of FISH-PRO II (document 6-1), as 
contained in document 6-1-Rev.1. 

6.2 The Meeting took note of the information on ongoing applications for projects of relevance for 
the work of FISH-PRO II: 

 Denmark: a project on MSP is being proposed for the coming BONUS round and Denmark is 
participating in the BONUS BALTCOAST project led by Germany,  

 Sweden: a project on integrated monitoring of abiotic environment and nutrients of the Baltic Sea 
is being proposed for the coming BONUS round led by Denmark. 

6.3 The Meeting thanked Latvia for the excellent organization of the Meeting. 

Agenda Item 7  Next meeting 

7.1 The Meeting agreed to hold the next meeting (FISH-PRO II 4-2017) on 13-15 February 2017 and 
invited Estonia and Sweden to consider hosting it. 

Agenda Item 8  Closure of the meeting 

Documents: draft Outcome 

8.1 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 HELCOM Meeting 
Portal.

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/FISH-PRO%20II%203-2016-318/default.aspx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/FISH-PRO%20II%203-2016-318/default.aspx
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