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Outcome of the fourth 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 4-2017) 
 

Introduction   

0.1 In accordance with the Outcome of FISH-PRO II 3-2016, the fourth 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 4-2017) was held in Tallinn, Estonia, at the premises of the Ministry of the 
Environment, on 13-15 February 2017. 

0.2 The Meeting was attended by delegations from all Contracting Parties except Germany and 
Russia. The List of Participants is contained in Annex 1.  

0.3 The Meeting was chaired by Mr. Jens Olsson, Project Manager of FISH-PRO II, and Ms. Minna 
Pyhälä, HELCOM Associate Professional Secretary, acted as secretary of the Meeting.  

0.4 The Meeting was welcomed by Ms. Kaire Märtin, General Director of the Fisheries Resources 
Department of the Ministry of Environment of Estonia. 

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 of relevance to FISH-PRO II 

Documents: 2-1, 2-2 

2.1 The Meeting took note of the extracts from recent HELCOM meetings of relevance for FISH-PRO 
II as contained in document 2-1.  

2.2 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: Data received from volunteer amateur monitoring programme continues until 

2019. There has been a series of training workshops to improve species identification among 

volunteers. It is recognized that the current commercial surveys don't cover large areas of 

coastal habitat. Additional one-off surveys were carried out for juvenile coastal habitats in 

2016. Round goby is spreading on average 30km per year. There is a project underway to 

investigate migrations of round goby in and out of shallow fjords. 

- Estonia: Monitoring of coastal fish was carried out in Estonia in 2016 as every year. Round 

goby was caught for the first time from Hiiumaa monitoring area. The influence of this 

invasive alien species is widening in the Estonian coastal waters. However, it seems that 

fishery for round goby is developing in Estonia as well and even export of round goby from 

Estonia has been started. Otherwise, there were no major changes in Estonian coastal fish 

community in 2016. 

- Finland: Monitoring will continue as previously at the same three areas and commercial catch 

data will be used as previously. Last year, the first round gobies were found in Tvärminne.  

- Latvia: From 2016 onwards coastal fish monitoring will be performed only by Nordic coastal 

multimesh nets (instead of net series). Work on conversion factors between two gear types 

is still ongoing. The Meeting asked Latvia to present the results at the next meeting of FISH-
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PRO II, acknowledging that also other Contracting Parties are dealing with similar issues and 

could learn from the experience.  

During 2016 data collection in national research programme project EVIDENT which studies 

impact and distribution of invasive round goby in the coastal zone was continued and during 

2017 food-web model and impact assessments should be finished.   

- Lithuania: Monitoring for coastal fish biodiversity is not funded since 2012. Other surveys in 

Northern part of Lithuanian coastal waters in 2016 suggested steep increase of round goby 

biomass (by about 40 times) comparing to the biomass of the species approximately a 

decade ago.  

- Poland: In 2016, national coastal fish monitoring surveys were carried out on the stations 

located in three transitional water bodies: Puck Lagoon, Outer Puck Bay and Vistula Lagoon. 

Since 2014, only the Nordic coastal multi-mesh gillnets are used for coastal fish monitoring 

in Poland, excluding Vistula River mouth where bottom trawl has been used. Continuation 

of fish monitoring in 2017 depends on future funding support.  

- Sweden: Coastal fish monitoring has been conducted according to plan. During the last, 

catches in some areas were relatively low, which could be attributed to the weather 

conditions. 

Round goby was caught in two areas, Torhamn and Muskö. It has been observed in these 

areas also in previous years, but the catches of round goby in 2016 were dramatically higher 

than before.  

The Swedish coastal fish monitoring program has been evaluated, with the purpose to 

estimate how the program can be more efficient in detecting environmental signals. The 

report is available (in Swedish) and will be used as a background for implementing potential 

changes in the Swedish program during 2017 and 2018. Aspects that are going to be 

considered are how to replace the net series monitoring with Nordic coastal multimesh nets. 

This concerns three areas in Sweden, whereas fishing in other areas is already carried out 

using Nordic nets. It will be considered to have fishing only every second year in some of the 

areas, with the understanding that the effort can instead be used in a new area in order to 

increase the overall network of monitored areas. The Nordic coastal multimesh gill nets 

showed good precision in the evaluation, but the precision of the net series was poor, which 

was mainly attributed to the sampling design.  

Agenda Item 3  Assessments and indicators 

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

3.1 The Meeting took note of the overview of on-going activities of FISH-PRO II in relation to 
HELCOM monitoring and assessment related activities as presented by the Secretariat (presentation 1).  

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

3.2 The Meeting took note of the achievements and plans of the HOLAS II project (HELCOM Second 
Holistic Assessment of the ecosystem health of the Baltic Sea) as presented by Ms. Lena Bergström, HOLAS II 
Project Coordinator (document 3-1, presentation 2). The Meeting noted that the first version of the HOLAS 
II report will be based on indicators covering the assessment period 2011-2015 and will be presented to HOD 
in June 2017 for final approval.  

3.3 The Meeting noted that currently Contracting Parties are nationally reviewing and approving the 
core indicators-based assessment results by 15 February 2017. The Meeting welcomed the information that 
the FISH-PRO II contacts of most Contracting Parties have been contacted to review the indicators, but noted 
that Finland’s FISH-PRO II project members have not received a request from their national State & 
Conservation contacts to review their indicators.  
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3.4 The Meeting noted that as a next step of the HOLAS II project, the integrated assessments will 
be carried out by the end of February 2017 and that results concerning biodiversity will be discussed at a 
workshop on 15 March 2017 (HELCOM SPICE Biodiv WS 1-2017). 

3.5 The Meeting discussed the use of biodiversity-related and commercial fish indicators in the 
integrated biodiversity assessment and recommended that these indicators should be integrated separately, 
(i.e. coastal fish in coastal areas and commercial fish in the open sea assessment units) since the D1 and D3 
indicators are based on different assessment approaches and scales. 

3.6 The Meeting discussed the inclusion of coastal fish and pressures in the HOLAS II report, and 
was of the view that salinity gradients and climate should be included and noted that these will be mentioned 
in the introduction and in the spatial assessment of cumulative pressures.  

3.7 The Meeting considered and reviewed the information on the coastal fish data and indicator 
results reported to HOLAS II as presented by the Project Manager, Mr. Jens Olsson, and Ms. Lena Bergström, 
Sweden (presentation 3). 

3.8 The Meeting discussed the approach for aggregating results from several monitoring areas up 
to the assessment unit level 3 as reported to HOLAS II, and agreed to use the majority rule at this level of 
aggregation, as it is more transparent and encompasses aspects of spatial variation within assessment units.  

3.9 The Meeting invited those Contracting Parties that had issues with the reported information, to 
inform their State & Conservation group contact persons of the necessary amendments to be made.  

Core indicators 

3.10 The Meeting took note of the latest version of the Core indicator reports on Abundance of 
coastal fish key functional groups (document 3-2) and on Abundance of key coastal fish species (document 
3-3), noting that these will be the basis of the input for HOLAS II and the thematic assessment on coastal fish.  

3.11 The Meeting discussed how to present the assessment results, i.e. whether to use two or four 
status categories. The Meeting was of the view that the four categories would be more informative but 
acknowledged that the use of two classes (below and above threshold) is more realistic due to limited 
resources available for updating the reports. 

3.12 The Meeting considered the method for assessing confidence in the indicator-based 
assessments and supported the proposals presented in presentation 3. The Meeting discussed how to 
present information on confidence assessment, noting that the approach originally proposed by FISH-PRO II 
is more comprehensive and of relevance for coastal fish than the BEAT 3.0 confidence assessment approach. 
For the sake of streamlining with other core indicators, the Meeting agreed that the BEAT 3.0 confidence 
assessment approach will be used for the core indicator reports, whereas the confidence assessment 
methodology proposed by FISH-PRO II will be described in the thematic assessment, together with 
explanation for choice. 

3.13 The Meeting noted that the core indicator reports need to be updated for the assessment period 
2011-2015 by 24 April 2017 for the HOLAS II process. The Meeting supported the amending of the reports 
with the following changes: 

- Updating of the maps and graphs 

- Revising the text based on the updated assessment results 

- Updating the text based on the Commission revision on GES (i.e. descriptor information and 
changing the terminology “GES boundary” with “threshold value”) 

- Explaining of the revised assessment methodology 

- Updating of the information about the confidence assessment 

3.14 The Meeting discussed the task of updating the core indicator reports, and regretted that most 
Contracting Parties have no resources to participate in the work. The Meeting welcomed the offer of Sweden 
to update the core indicator reports and agreed that the updated draft should be circulated to the FISH-PRO 
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II contacts by 23 March 2017 for review. The Meeting agreed that Contracting Parties should provide their 
possible comments on the updated core indicator reports to Sweden (jens.olsson@slu.se) by 6 April 2017. 

3.15 The Meeting noted that Polish data will not be included in the core indicators at this stage, since 
their data cannot be applied to the present assessment methodology due to lack of sufficient time series. 

3.16 The Meeting noted that the core indicators will be updated again in spring 2018 for the second 
version of the HOLAS II, with data for the assessment period 2011-2016, and agreed to revisit this topic during 
the next FISH-PRO II meeting in 2018.  

Thematic assessment on coastal fish 

3.17 The Meeting considered the latest version of the thematic assessment of coastal fish as 
presented by Mr. Jens Olsson, Project Manager (document 3-4), noting that it consists largely of information 
contained in the core indicator reports. The Meeting discussed the draft assessment and provided the 
following feedback, comments and suggestions: 

- Include in chapter 2 potential effects of offshore processes affecting coastal fish communities 

- Include brief information about the relationship between the coastal fish assessment and 

ecosystem services 

- Supported the proposal to include a chapter on other results, which will include also Polish 

data that has not been included in the indicator-based assessment (cf. paragraph 3.15) 

- Use a more comprehensive confidence assessment method than the one used in BEAT 3.0, 

explaining also the reasoning for choosing a separate approach that is more applicable to the 

coastal fish assessment.  

- Explain clearly the different levels of the confidence categories, including their definitions. 

- Supported, in general, the confidence assessment methodology proposed in presentation 3 

but agreed that confidence in spatial coverage should not be summarized by aggregating per 

assessment unit 

- In order to better indicate the extent of spatial coverage of the monitoring, countries will 

calculate the number of monitoring stations per assessment unit surface area. Denmark and 

Finland will provide data on how many fishermen on average annually are providing data per 

assessment unit area. 

- In the measures section, add explanation on measures that were not included. 

3.18 The Meeting noted that the HOLAS II report will include information on pressures and 
recommended measures and hence that it would be valuable that the coastal fish thematic assessment 
include information for coastal fish management and links to pressures. 

3.19 The Meeting discussed the procedure to finalize the assessment, noting that it should contribute 
to the HOLAS II report and therefore should be submitted at the latest to STATE&CONSERVATION 8-2018 
(Spring 2018) and FISH 8-2018 for endorsement and to HOD 54-2017 (June 2018) for adoption. The Meeting 
agreed on the following tasks and schedule for updating the thematic assessment: 

- Updated draft assessment to be circulated to Contracting Parties by 31 October 2017 

- Contracting Parties to review the updated draft assessment until 30 November 2017 

- Updated draft assessment to be reviewed and endorsed by FISH-PRO II 5-2018 

- Final draft to be submitted to State & Conservation and FISH group meetings for 

endorsement and to HOD for approval in spring/summer 2018 

3.20 The Meeting welcomed the offer of Denmark to assist Sweden with the further drafting of the 
report. The Meeting regretted the lack of resources in the other countries to support the implementation of 
the project work. 

3.21 The Meeting discussed the contributions of the project to the HOLAS II, acknowledging that the 
main contributions of the project are the updating of the core indicators (which will be used also in the 

mailto:jens.olsson@slu.se
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quantitative integrated assessment) and the thematic assessment report on coastal fish (which will provide 
qualitative information for the HOLAS report, including recommendations on measures).   

3.22 The Meeting encouraged all Contracting Parties, also those countries not present at the meeting 
(i.e. Germany and Russia) to participate in the finalization of the third thematic assessment of coastal fish for 
the HOLAS II and the continued work to develop and operationalize HELCOM core indicators for coastal fish. 

HELCOM core indicators’ data-arrangement development through BalticBOOST 

3.23 The Meeting took note of the development of a coastal fish indicator database (COOL) within 
the framework of the BalticBOOST project (Baltic Sea project to boost regional coherence of marine 
strategies through improved data flow, assessments, and knowledge base for development of 
measures (2015-2016)). The Meeting welcomed the presentation of the contents of the database 
(http://bio.helcom.fi/coastalfish) as presented by the Project Manager Jens Olsson, Sweden. 

3.24 The Meeting checked the dataset in the map service and noted that Finnish data is currently 
shown for the whole sub-basin (including open sea areas), although it should be restricted to the coastal area 
assessment units. The Secretariat is aware of this problem and working on it. The Meeting also pointed out 
that the location of Jurkalne on the map should be corrected.  

3.25 The Meeting suggested adding information about database contact person(s) on the “home 
page” so that Contracting Parties can ask for help in case of technical problems. 

3.26 The Meeting noted that the database will be used for compiling the data which will be used for 
updating the core indicators ‘Abundance of key coastal fish species’ and ‘Abundance of key coastal fish 
functional groups’ and agreed that Contracting Parties should use the database for reporting their 2016 data. 
The Meeting requested the Secretariat to provide the national login details and basic reporting instructions 
to the Contracting Parties by end of April 2017 at the latest and requested Contracting Parties to report their 
2016 data by 31 May 2017.  

Future development of core indicators 

3.27 The Meeting discussed the updating frequency of the core indicators in the future and felt that 
it would be good to report the data annually to the COOL database and carry out the assessment (updating 
of the core indicator report) every three years, i.e. twice per MSFD assessment cycle (one intermediate and 
one complete assessment) 

3.28 The Meeting discussed the operationalization of the updating of the indicators, noting that some 
automation of graphs and maps already occurs on the web-based version of the core indicator and that the 
development of the COOL database is another step forward. The Meeting discussed and supported, in 
principle, the idea of having core indicator reports with embedded R-scripts that can automatically update 
graphs and figures in the text based on the data in the database. Nevertheless, the Meeting acknowledged 
that it would make sense to implement such technical arrangement only once the assessment methodology 
has been further developed to better include the relevant data. The Meeting also noted that the applicability 
of automated actions is also limited by the technical restrictions of the COOL database and the HELCOM 
website. 

3.29 The Meeting discussed the need to further develop the existing core indicators, pointing out 
that it would be relevant to include also a spatial approach to the assessment (in addition to the current 
temporal assessment approach) to increase the amount of information that can be used in future 
assessments. The Meeting acknowledged that such an expansion would enable the inclusion of areas with 
shorter time series, such as data from Poland. The Meeting acknowledged that there are limited resources 
for doing this development work at present, due to ongoing reporting requirements for HOLAS II, but agreed 
to strive towards further expanding the assessment, initially testing with Polish data and Nordic nets, and 
noted that this would ideally be achieved by a separate project.  

Size related indicators 

3.30 The Meeting recalled that FISH-PRO II 3-2016 considered potential size-related indicators for 
coastal fish, including indicators on population size/age structure and length and age at maturation and 

http://helcom.fi/helcom-at-work/projects/baltic-boost
http://bio.helcom.fi/coastalfish
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concluded that it would be important to develop indicators that only respond to the effects of fisheries on 
the coastal fish stocks. FISH-PRO II 3-2016 was also of the opinion that more research is needed before 
agreeing on the use of possible size related indicators. 

3.31 The Meeting took note of information on new analyses for size related indicators developed in 
Sweden as presented by Mr. Örjan Östman, Sweden (presentation 4). 

3.32 The Meeting felt that it is relevant to continue work to develop size related indicators, and was 
of the view that it would be good to test the indicators developed by Sweden using data from the other 
countries as well. The Meeting suggested that this work could be used to prepare a scientific research paper 
that analyses aspects of perch size distribution at the regional level, and recognized that it could potentially 
support the development of sub-basin wise thresholds for management purposes. The Meeting welcomed 
the offer of Örjan Östman, Sweden, to take the lead in this activity, noting that it will be carried out as a 
separate activity outside of FISH-PRO II, but that the results will be presented to the project.  

Coastal fish stocks and MSFD Descriptors 1 and 3 

3.33 The Meeting recalled that FISH-PRO II 3-2016 concluded that it is up to each Contracting Party 
to use coastal fish under both Descriptor 1 or Descriptor 3, and that the currently developed coastal fish core 
indicators are mainly applicable under Descriptor 1. 

3.34 The Meeting took note of the information on the revision of the commission decision on GES 
criteria with respect to fish in D1 and D3 as presented by the Project Manager (presentation 5) and discussed 
where coastal fish fit under the MSFD descriptors.  

3.35 The Meeting was of the view that it would be beneficial to regionally agree on how to asses 
coastal fish with respect to descriptors in future assessments, noting that if coastal fish is included under D3, 
then also fishing mortality would need to be assessed. The Meeting also recognized that if coastal fish is 
included under D3, it would require justifying that the species being assessed are of commercial value and 
that a major pressure on fish stocks is fisheries. 

3.36 The Meeting was also of the view that the core indicator on functional groups of coastal fish 
could serve D4 (foodwebs) and suggested that information on round goby could also be relevant under D4. 

3.37 The Meeting noted that ICES organized two workshops on D3.3 indicators (WKIND3.3) in 
Copenhagen in March and November 2016 and welcomed the information on the workshop results  of testing 
size related D3.3 indicators as presented by Mr. Antti Lappalainen, Finland (presentation 6). The Meeting 
noted the group’s recommendation to not include the revision of the MSFD in the 2018 initial assessment 
reporting. 

3.38 The Meeting took note of information about the HELCOM workshop on fish indicators that was 
held in May 2016. 

Agenda Item 4  Other activities 

Documents: 4-1 

4.1 The Meeting recalled that FISH-PRO II 3-2016 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.  

4.2 The Meeting welcomed the information on distribution of round goby as presented by Mr. Henn 
Ojaveer, Estonia (document 2-2, presentation 7). The Meeting welcomed the distribution map based on all 
available findings, noting that since its preparation (the last year included being 2014), round goby has spread 
also to more western parts of Danish waters, including freshwater tributaries.  

4.3 The Meeting also noted that the presence of round goby may influence coastal fish core 
indicator results in some areas (i.e. in Denmark), but noted that there are no resources to monitor this species 
region-wide, and that the species is not targeted by the gear used by most countries for monitoring. The 
Meeting discussed the added value of making a new updated map as compared to the one presented in the 

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/FISH%20IND%20WS%202016-345/default.aspx
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document and decided not to prioritize updating it, since the current map captures the distribution of round 
goby in the monitoring programs in focus of the FISH-PRO II project. 

4.4 The Meeting recognized the value to evaluate temporal and spatial patterns of round goby 
abundance in the future, noting that in Poland it has been documented that after an initial exponential 
increase of the population, after about ten years, the population began to decrease and stabilized.  

4.5 The Meeting was of the view that it would also be relevant to share information for identifying 
other non-indigenous goby species, in addition to round goby, to facilitate their monitoring. 

4.6 The Meeting recalled that information on recreational fisheries in the Baltic Sea and availability 
of data was gathered by FISH-PRO II in 2013-2015 (document 4-1). The Meeting took note that getting an 
overview of data collection activities related to recreational fishing is included in the work plan of the 
HELCOM FISH group and acknowledged that the information compiled by FISH-PRO II would be relevant and 
beneficial for this task. The Meeting agreed to review and update the table prior to submitting the 
information to the next meeting of HELCOM FISH and invited Contracting Parties to provide their possible 
updated information to the Secretariat (minna.pyhala@helcom.fi) by 28 February 2018. 

4.7 The Meeting took note of information by the Secretariat of an application to Interreg Baltic Sea 
Region for funding a project “Development, promotion and sustainable management of the Baltic Sea Region 
as a coastal fishing tourism destination” (RETROUT), where HELCOM is involved as a partner in a work 
package dedicated to assessment of sea trout river and stock status and development of a toolbox for 
efficient river restoration. The Meeting noted that a similar activity has recently been carried out in Denmark. 

4.8 The Meeting noted that there is no additional information on results from national projects 
regarding ecosystem services. 

4.9 The Meeting took note of the information on a regional study Baltic Health Index by the 
Stockholm Resilience Centre at Stockholm University, as presented by the Project Manager Jens Olsson, 
Sweden (presentation 8).  

Agenda Item 5  Future work 

Documents: 5-1, 5-2, 5-2-Rev.1, 5-3 

5.1 The Meeting discussed the updating of the coastal fish monitoring guidelines. The Meeting took 
note of information by the Secretariat that a revision of HELCOM monitoring guidelines is currently ongoing 
and the intention is to submit them to State & Conservation 6-2017 (to be held 15-19 May 2017) for 
endorsement. Revised guidelines should following the agreed template contained in document 5-3.  

5.2 The Meeting noted that the State & Conservation Working Group has acknowledged that there 
is no need to update the monitoring guidelines for coastal fish that were adopted by STATE 1-2014. The 
Meeting reiterated the agreement by FISH-PRO II 3-2016 to update the monitoring guidelines for coastal fish 
in 2018 and agreed to discuss the issue at the meeting of FISH-PRO II 5-2018. 

5.3 The Meeting took note of the work plans of the HELCOM FISH and FISH-M groups (document 5-
1) and agreed to make use of the information in planning the future work of the project.  

5.4 The Meeting discussed the continuation of the work of FISH-PRO, acknowledging that the FISH-
PRO II project will be ending in mid-2018. The Meeting considered the draft project proposal for FISH-PRO III 
contained in document 5-2 and updated it as contained in document 5-2-Rev.1. The Meeting requested the 
Project Manager and Secretariat to submit the draft proposal to State & Conservation 7-2017 and FISH 7-
2017 (to be held in November 2017) for endorsement so that HOD 53-2017 (to be held in December 2017) 
can approve the application.   

5.5 The Meeting discussed the tasks and activities of the FISH-PRO II project and agreed on the 
following timetable for future work for the project: 

Project 
year 

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 

mailto:minna.pyhala@helcom.fi
http://www.su.se/ostersjocentrum/english/baltic-eye/research/baltic-health-index
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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)  
 
-Drafting of the 3rd 
thematic assessment on 
coastal fish status  
 
- Data arrangements of 
coastal fish core 
indicators (COOL 
database) 

- finalizing the core 
indicators with 2011-
2015 data for HOLAS II  

- compiling 2016 
monitoring data for 
updating the core 
indicators and the 3rd 
thematic assessment of 
coastal fish status with 
2016 data 

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

- submit proposal for 
continuation of the 
project to State & 
Conservation, FISH and 
HOD meeting 

- finalizing the core 
indicators with 
2011-2016 data for 
HOLAS II  

- Finalize the 3rd 
thematic 
assessment on 
coastal fish 

- 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 (COOL 
database) 

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

-Update information on 
recreational fisheries 
patterns, management 
and outtake in 
contracting parties 
submitted to FISH 6-
2017 

 

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

- Publication of 3rd 
thematic 
assessment of 
coastal fish status 

-Updated coastal 
fish monitoring 
guideline 

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 presentation on “DNA barcoding study of the diet of stickleback 
in a coastal ecosystem” by Ms. Egle Jakubaviciute, Lithuania (presentation 9). 

6.3 The Meeting took note of the presentation on “Coastal fish abundance in relation to 
environmental gradients” as presented by Ms. Lena Bergström, Sweden (presentation 10). The Meeting 
suggested making use of the use of the results from the WATERS project for the thematic assessment.  

6.4 The Meeting took note of the information on the BONUS-INSPIRE project (Integrated Spatial 
Processes into ecosystem models for sustainable utilization of fish resources) provided by Mr. Henn Ojaveer, 
Estonia. The BONUS Symposium will take place on 17-19 October 2017 in Tallinn, Estonia and a HELCOM 
Professional Secretary will be invited to take part in a discussion panel. 

6.5 The Meeting took note of the presentation on “Conflicts in the coastal zone: Human impacts on 
commercially important fish species with coastal habitat use” by Mr. Elliot John Brown, Denmark 
(presentation 11). 

http://www.bonus-inspire.org/
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6.6 The Meeting took note of the presentation by Mr. Justas Dainys, Lithuania, on his thesis results 
on aquaculture, migration patterns, mortality during migration of eel (presentation 12). 

6.7 The Meeting thanked Estonia for the excellent hosting of the Meeting. 

Agenda Item 7  Next meeting 

7.1 The Meeting agreed to hold the next meeting (FISH-PRO II 5-2018) on 14-16 February 2018, 
starting at 9 am on 14 February and ending by mid-day on 16 February 2018. The Meeting welcomed the 
offer of Sweden to investigate the possibility to host the meeting in Sweden. 

7.2 The Meeting agreed that the next meeting of FISH-PRO II should discuss the following issues: 

- Update data and status assessments for HOLAS II 

- Finalize Thematic Assessment for coastal fish 

- Update monitoring guidelines according to new outline 

- Develop indicators (i.e. data for size-related indicators) 

- Continuation of the project beyond 2018 (including election of project manager and 
working procedures) 

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%204-2017-349/default.aspx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/FISH-PRO%20II%204-2017-349/default.aspx
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