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Introduction   

01. With reference to FISH-PRO III 2-2020, the third Meeting of the Continuation of the Project for 
Baltic-wide assessment of coastal fish communities in support of an ecosystem-based management (FISH-
PRO III 3-2021) was held as an online meeting on 23-25 March 2021. 

02. The Meeting was attended by delegations from all Contracting Parties except EU and Russia. The 
List of participants is included in Annex 1. The Meeting noted that the participants from Germany do not 
officially represent their country. 

03. The Meeting was chaired by Mr. Jens Olsson, Swedish University of Agricultural Science, 
Sweden. Ms. Petra Kääriä, HELCOM Secretariat, acted as secretary of the Meeting. 

04. The Chair and the Secretariat welcomed the participants to the Meeting and informed the 
Meeting about practicalities, including the organization of an online evening event. 

05. The Meeting welcomed new participants from Åland and Germany to the group. 

Agenda Item 1  Adoption of the Agenda 

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

Agenda Item 2  Information of relevance to FISH-PRO III  

2.1 The Meeting took note of information on the update of the Baltic Sea Action Plan focusing on 
fish, as presented by the Secretariat (Presentation 1). The Meeting took note of the actions related to coastal 
fish, which are still being drafted, noted a timeline for the work and that the actions will be submitted to HOD 
60-2021 for approval. The Meeting further noted that when the actions are being implemented, FISH-PRO III 
group will likely be asked for contribution to several actions. 

2.2 The Meeting took note of the information on the HELCOM Workshop on Commercial fish, as 
presented by the Secretariat (Presentation 2). The workshop aims to bring together regional experts on 
commercial fish and synthetise information into a plan ahead aiming at an improved assessment of 
commercial fish for HOLAS III. The Meeting noted that the workshop (ComFish 1-2021) will be preliminary 
organized in August 2021 and will be closely linked to the work under the HELCOM Blues project. The Meeting 
noted that as no new threshold values are expected from the workshop, the organization of the workshop 
during early autumn is in time considering the HOLAS III deadlines. 

2.3 The Meeting encouraged the coastal fish experts to join the workshop and invited the 
Secretariat to distribute the invitation to the FISH-PRO III group. 

2.4 The Meeting took note of the information on the new HELCOM Correspondence Group on food 
webs (CG FOODWEB), as presented by the Secretariat (Presentation 3). The first meeting of the CG will be a 
joint scoping event between CG Foodweb and HELCOM Blues project (CG FOODWEB 1-2021) and it will be 
organized on 15-16 April 2021, as an online meeting. 

2.5 The Meeting encouraged the experts of FISH-PRO III group to join the meeting. 

2.6 The Meeting took note of the work related to fish and fisheries under the HELCOM-Baltic Earth 
Expert network on climate change (EN CLIME), as presented by the Secretariat (Presentation 4). Key 
messages on climate change impacts on the parameters such as coastal and migratory fish; pelagic and 
demersal fish; and fisheries have been produced as part of the first Baltic Sea Climate Change Fact Sheet by 
authors from SLU, LUKE, University of Tartu, Marine Research institute, Klaipeda University and St. 
Petersburg State Geological Unitary Enterprise. 

2.7 The Meeting noted that the latest version of the Climate Change Fact Sheet can be accessed via 
this link and noted that the fact sheet has been provisionally approved for publication by HELCOM 42-2021, 
will be up for final adoption at HELCOM HOD 60-2021 and is planned to be published in September 2021 and 
launched in spring 2022.  

https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/CG%20FOODWEB%201-2021-879/default.aspx
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HELCOM%2042-2021-746/MeetingDocuments/5-3-Rev.1%20Draft%20Climate%20Change%20Fact%20Sheet.pdf
https://portal.helcom.fi/meetings/HELCOM%2042-2021-746/MeetingDocuments/5-3-Rev.1%20Draft%20Climate%20Change%20Fact%20Sheet.pdf
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2.8 The Meeting took note of fish related aspects of the HELCOM Blues project, presented by the 
Chair (Presentation 5). 

2.9 The Meeting took note of the following recent activities and information regarding coastal fish, 
as presented by the Contracting Parties: 

− Denmark: In Denmark, the Citizen Science project on standardised, year-round catch reporting has 

continued and was carried out again in 2020 to cover coastal fish Monitoring.  The data for 2020 are 

still being entered and checked.   Recreational fishing license sales increased in 2020. However, how 

this translates into actual effort is yet unknown.  A report on the previous three-years 2017-2019, 

inclusive, results was published in 2020.  Catches of Flounder remain relatively consistent but show 

declines in in many areas and an increase in only one area. A new indicator species (eelpout) is being 

reported on as a national indicator and this species showed a similar state of only increasing in 

abundance in one area. Crab catches remain very high in coastal fisheries.  Round goby showed large 

decreases in 2017-18 across many areas where they were previously abundant but appear to be 

recovering again in 2019. Work on reef habitat restoration for coastal fish is ongoing.  An acoustic 

tagging study of seatrout and flatfish in a fjord system has finished and is being prepared for 

publication. 

− Estonia: Coastal fish monitoring was carried out during 2020 in Estonia as usual. Compared to 
previous few years, the status of perch population showed signs of decline in some areas. Especially 
Pärnu bay and Gulf of Riga, but also in Väinameri area as shown by the results from Hiiumaa 
monitoring area. Some other coastal species show signs of above average status (e.g. ide) or signs of 
recovery (pike in Väinameri). Some important studies were finalized. „Revision of regional fishing 
restrictions and legal size limits of commercially exploited fish stocks in Estonia“ and „Estimating GES 
level fisheries induced pressure to commercially exploited fish stocks in Estonia“. On these 
suggestions for regulating of number of allowed gear and regional management rules were given. 
E.g. suggestion to reduce the number of allowed gear and up-regulate gill-net mesh size in several 
regions and periods. Some of these suggestions have already been applied in legislation, some are 
still waiting for application. Also, a project "Innovative approaches to monitoring and assessing 
marine environment and nature values in Estonian sea area" is ongoing. A new fish species was 
discovered from Estonian coastal waters in the Gulf of Finland. A viable population of eastern 
tubenose goby (Proterorhinus nasalis) was located near Sillamäe, Narva bay. Last autumn a new (first 
of its kind in Estonia) “pike factory“ was constructed in Väinameri sea area. 

− Finland: The coastal gillnet monitoring and EU data collection were conducted as planned despite 
the covid. Flounder was more abundant in the gillnet monitoring as it has been in recent years but it 
is too early to say whether this is due to teal recovery or just coincidence. Both in pikeperch and 
perch, year-class 2018 seems to be exceptionally strong. 

− Åland: There have not been any interruptions or matters concerning covid during the field work 2020, 
and everything have gone well in the monitoring areas Finbo, Kumlinge and Lumparn. We see a 
decrease in large perch in Kumlinge, and have many years now. Probably because of high predation 
pressure and also few reproduction areas. 

We grow/stock northern pike on guttorp's fish farm to plant out in restored wetlands and sell to fishing 

teams. In recent years, it has been difficult to get hold of mature pike, and so this year as well. 

− Germany: There is no coastal fish monitoring ongoing in Germany, however the two federal states 
on the Baltic coast are working on this.  

o There is an ongoing GEOMAR project on in the Kieler Förde, Schleswig Holstein, in 
collaboration with gillnet fishers. The project aims to assess the status of the cod stock with 
respect to too warm winters, with emphasis also put on flatfish (Plaice, Flounder, Dab, 
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Turbot). Information acquired by the scientific fishing trips include catch of target and non-
target species, length and weight indices, duration of soak time, mesh size, length of nets, 
etc.). 

− Latvia: Coastal fish monitoring was carried out as usual, but very low abundances of fish were caught 
in both HELCOM assessed areas despite good weather and hydrological conditions 

o Round goby catches are still overall decreasing, but show a stable increase in the Gulf of Riga. 
Fish samples are collected for biological analysis and age reading from commercial fishermen 

o Work to develop conversion factors between sets of nets and Nordic nets has been started 
recently, but first results indicate the need for extra data of surveys when both gears have 
been used simultaneously. 

o Latvian seal management plan has been finished in 2020 and compensations for damaged 
fishing gears and catches are now on for commercial fishermen 

o Recreational salmon and sea trout fishery has been monitored, data on target species and 
bycatch have been collected.  

o New LIFE Reef project has been started in 2021 to do research on marine protected habitats. 
Some activities and field work will concern also coastal areas: development 
of effective management plan to limit invasive species (round goby) which have a negative 
impact on reef habitats and development of mitigating measures to reduce seabird and 
marine mammal bycatch in coastal fisheries.  

− Lithuania: State monitoring in Lithuania was implemented successfully in both areas in 2020: 
Lithuanian coastal waters of the Baltic Sea and the Curonian lagoon (Lithuanian part). The monitoring 
was not anyhow effected by corona virus pandemic and/or national quarantine restrictions. 
Monitoring results suggest similar tendencies in most indices of fish community comparing to 
previous years; size index of fish community remains in bad condition in both water areas. 

o The coastal gillnet monitoring and EU data collection were conducted as planned. Relatively 
abundant 0+ generations of flounder, turbot and twait shad were identified during juvenile 
monitoring. Nutritional studies of individuals of cormorant colonies located on the 
Lithuanian coast near Lake Plaze have shown that cormorants feed intensively on round 
gobies. According to dr. Rasa Morkūnienė, researcher of Klaipeda University Marine 
Research Institute from April to October, round goby diet accounted for 52 - 91 percent. by 
number. 

− Poland: In 2020 National coastal fish monitoring surveys were carried out on the stations located in 
three shallow areas of the open sea: Ławica Słupska, Ławica Odrzana and Zatoka Pomorska. In 
addition, three transitional water bodies were monitored: Zalew Pucki, Zatoka Pucka Zewnętrzna and 
Zalew Wiślany. The fish monitoring started in mid-July, with Nordic Coastal Multimesh Gillnets in use. 
Catch volume and species composition were typical for particular sampling sites. Since 2014, only 
the Nordic coastal multi-mesh gillnets are used for coastal fish monitoring in Poland, excluding 
Vistula, Dziwna and Świna river mouths where bottom trawl has been used. Financial support for 
Polish coastal fish monitoring is ensured until 2025. 

− Sweden: Sweden has conducted all the regular fish monitoring according to plans 
o Not much trouble with seals, weather etc. during fieldwork 

Swedish coastal fish monitoring program is expanding  

o Two new areas were initiated (and more will be initiated in 2021).  

▪ New areas Torsås (south of Kalmar) and Seskaröfjärden (Bothnian Bay) 
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o Will increase the geographic coverage of coastal fish monitoring also in 2021 

Age reading has been conducted on older perch and whitefish samples from our archive 

o We will get better time series on age and growth 

We have started with electronic registration of data in the field 

o We will get better data and get it faster into our database KUL 

Catches 

o Nothing very out of the ordinary was observed in 2020  

o No new species 

o Lots of herring, and although relatively small, around 15 cm, according to field workers they 

seem to be in good condition 

▪ In Sweden, catches of herring are declining in coastal small-scale fisheries while 

catches of near-coast trawling have been high (increased). Coastal fishermen blame 

the trawlers, but if and how these are connected is under investigation at the 

moment. 

o Quite a lot of perch. Year-class 2018 was strong, which is still showing in catches. They also 

grew fast especially during their first summer 2018, which can still be seen in their relatively 

large sizes. Even older perch grew fast in 2018. 

o Quite a lot of cyprinids, especially roach. Looks like roach also had a strong year-class in 2018. 

o Round goby stable on the Swedish coast south of Stockholm, northernmost observation is 

from Gävlebukten, so it looks like it has not spread further up the western side of Gulf of 

Bothnia – yet  

o Lots of crabs on the west coast 

Sea spawning grayling 

o Otolith microchemistry suggests strong evidence for a coastal ecotype in the northern Baltic 

Sea area 

o On the 19th September 2019, one individual of round goby (male) was caught in Rökan, 

Instön, which is located 25 km from the Gothenburg harbour. This is the first confirmed round 

goby observation in truly saline water (23-25 psu), although two other citizen science 

observations in the Skagerrak (2015 and 2018) indicate even higher salinity conditions 

around 30 psu.” 

2.10 The Meeting noted that only few specimens of Alosa fallax have been caught in Sweden and 
Estonia, and none in Finland and Denmark. 

Agenda Item 3  Indicators and assessments 

HELCOM core indicators for coastal fish  

3.1 The Meeting took note of the list and occurrence of species under the coastal fish indicators 
indicating also the species belonging to piscivores, cyprinids and mesopredators (document 3-3), as 
presented by the Chair. The Meeting revised the list as included in document 3-3-Rev.1 to be submitted by 
the Project Manager after the Meeting and invited the Contracting Parties to provide further revisions to the 
list to the Project Manager (jens.olsson@helcom.fi) by 30 April 2021. 

3.2 The Meeting noted that the list includes species caught in the monitoring and hence included in 
indicator calculations. 

3.3 The Meeting noted that it should be indicated in the table in which monitoring data the species 
occurs in Finland (commercial catch data or gillnet monitoring data). 

3.4 The Meeting noted that the European and the Baltic flounder are not separated in the 
monitoring data of all CPs and that roach could be a potential key species in some CPs. 

mailto:jens.olsson@helcom.fi
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3.5 The Meeting noted that the trophic level of trout is determined as below 4 in Fishbase, based 
on river data, and considered whether the species should be classified as a piscivore or mesopredator. The 
Meeting further noted that as trout rarely occurs in monitoring, this is not crucial. The Meeting agreed to 
classify trout as a piscivore, based on provided references (Stål et al 2007, Haluch & SkÓra 1997). 

Abundance of coastal fish key functional groups -indicator 

3.6 The Meeting recalled that FISH-PRO III 2-2020 agreed to consider in the future whether the 
existing functional groups indicator focusing on piscivores brings added value to the assessment of coastal 
fish, as it in many areas strongly resembles the status of the key species indicators focusing on perch.  

3.7 The Meeting encouraged Finland to consider whether an indicator on cyprinids could be 
developed for the future and inform the Project Manager on this by end of May 2021. 

3.8 The Meeting was of the opinion that although there is added value in including mesopredators, 
in the Danish data this would comprise mainly of two suggested key species and would therefore be 
redundant.  

3.9 The Meeting was of the opinion that overall, there is no added value in excluding perch from 
piscivores as perch is the key piscivore species in most Contracting Parties.  

3.10 The Meeting agreed to exclude piscivores in indicator evaluations in the future and focus on 
mesopredators and cyprinids as functional groups, due to piscivores either being overrepresented by perch 
or not well sampled. 

Abundance of coastal key species -indicator 

3.11 The Meeting noted that eelpout is an environmental key indicator species in Denmark and 
encouraged Denmark to start using data on eelpout in Danish waters for the indicator. 

3.12 The Meeting noted that under the MSFD, several key species of importance per an area can be 
included in indicator assessments, and was of the opinion that additional important species could be included 
under the indicator, e.g. eelpout in addition to flounder in Denmark, and pikeperch in addition to perch in 
Sweden and other countries as relevant. 

3.13 The Meeting encouraged all CPs to consider whether additional key species could be included 
under the indicator and to inform the Project Manager about the conclusions by end of May 2021. 

Size- and demographic related indicators 

3.14 The Meeting took note of the results of L90 in the monitoring data for perch, pikeperch, and 
flounder in Sweden, as well as for perch in Estonia, Lithuania and Åland, presented by the Chair (Presentation 
6).  

3.15 The Meeting encouraged also other CPs to calculate L90 from their monitoring data. 

3.16 The Meeting discussed the use of L90 in HOLAS III and noted that an agreement on whether or 
not to include L90 in coastal fish assessments for HOLAS III will need to be made in early autumn 2021. The 
Meeting was in general positive towards developing the L90 indicator. 

3.17 The Meeting discussed the implications of the indicator to management and noted that L90 
indicator below a threshold indicates a poor size structure of a species, which could for example indicate a 
need to reduce the fisheries for that species.   

3.18 The Meeting noted that the added value of using L90 is that it can also be applied to short 
monitoring datasets. 

3.19 The Meeting welcomed the presentation on large perch indicator and L95 of perch, presented 
by Mr. Lauri Saks, Estonia (Presentation 7).  

3.20 The Meeting noted that in case of small sample sizes, it is better to use the L90 indicator than 
L95. 
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3.21 The Meeting considered the D1C3 indicators in OSPAR for demographic aspects of key species 
done in 2019-2020, as presented by Mr. Elliot Brown, Denmark. The Meeting noted that more information 
on the relevant indicators for HOLAS IV could be learned from the updated Quality Status Report (QSR) to be 
published in 2023. 

Data and areas to be used in HOLAS III 

3.22 The Meeting took note of the general presentation on the third holistic assessment of Baltic Sea 
(HOLAS III), as presented by the Secretariat (Presentation 8, document 3-4-Rev.1). The Meeting emphasised 
that possible new or updated threshold value suggestions and justifications for indicators need to be ready 
by 7 September 2021 and updated or new methodology and tools by 15 November 2021. 

3.23 The Meeting further took note that all indicator data needs to be ready by May 2022, indicator 
evaluations by 31 of August 2022, indicator reports by 17 October 2022, and the thematic assessment (based 
on indicators) by 5 December 2022. 

3.24 The Meeting clarified that for HOLAS III, FISH-PRO III is requested to provide data and produce 
indicator evaluations for the coastal fish indicators and raised concern on the availability of resources to 
deliver the tasks requested by FISH-PRO III. The Meeting clarified that FISH-PRO III is not requested to provide 
a thematic assessment report for HOLAS III, as the thematic assessment will be based on indicator 
evaluations. 

3.25 The Meeting noted that there will be support from the HELCOM Secretariat to the overall HOLAS 
III process. 

3.26 The Meeting welcomed the presentation on monitoring results in Lithuania, presented by Mr. 
Tomas Zolubas, Lithuania (Presentation 9). The Meeting welcomed the Lithuanian data to be included in the 
indicator assessments for HOLAS III and encouraged Lithuania to upload monitoring data to COOL. 

3.27 The Meeting agreed to conclude on the input of FISH-PRO III to HOLAS III (which indicators, 
areas, and data to include, methods, thresholds for GES) via correspondence. 

3.28 The Meeting agreed that all CPs will fill in the excel table on coastal fish areas for HOLAS III (3-4-
Att.1) to be amended and submitted by the Project Manager and answer the posed questions and submit it 
to the Project Manager (jens.olsson@slu.se) by end of May 2021. 

3.29 The Meeting considered the development of threshold values for the coastal fish size structure 
indicator L90, agreed to develop the indicator for HOLAS III and to report the preliminary threshold values by 
7 September 2021. The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to calculate L90 in their monitoring data and 
data for additional monitoring areas and submit this information to Sweden (jens.olsson@slu.se and 
orjan.ostman@slu.se) by end of May 2021. 

Intermediate status assessment 

3.30 The Meeting welcomed the results from the intermediate status assessment from 2014-2019 
(document 3-1, Presentation 10), as presented by Ms. Noora Mustamäki, Sweden. 

3.31 The Meeting noted a considerable difference between the results for perch and piscivores 
between Finland and Sweden and noted that one reason could be the type of different data used (commercial 
fish data and gillnet data). The Meeting noted that subsidies paid to fisherman to catch cyprinids in Finland 
might be a cause for the increasing cyprinid catches. The Meeting further noted that acidification has 
decreased in the Bothnian Bay, possibly leading to increases in perch stocks and that recently a steady 
increase in fishing effort for perch has been observed. The Meeting invited Finland to upload the data series 
from Tvärminne, Helsinki and Brunskär to COOL to be used in the assessment. 

3.32 The Meeting noted that for cyprinids the status representing GES is between lower and upper 
threshold values and right now in Hiiumaa, Estonia, cyprinid abundance is too low to be considered as GES.  

3.33 The Meeting further noted that in Curonian lagoon, Lithuania, the amount of cyprinids has also 
been too low recently. 

mailto:jens.olsson@slu.se
mailto:jens.olsson@slu.se
mailto:orjan.ostman@slu.se
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3.34 The Meeting noted that data from last years from Latvia is currently not included in the 
assessment due to changes in fishing gears. 

3.35 The Meeting noted that now both fyke and gillnets are included from Denmark and invited 
Denmark to inform Sweden about which gears to use in which areas by end of May 2021. 

3.36 The Meeting agreed to use the framework as included in the intermediate status assessment as 
the basis for input to HOLAS III, including data until at least 2020. Based on the allocation of resources and 
timeline of reporting, the Meeting concluded that for coastal fish including data until 2021 might be 
problematic. 

3.37 The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to review the results of the intermediate 
assessment by end of April 2021.  

3.38 The Meeting invited all CPs to assess the status of the baseline (years before 2016) for their 
monitoring data according to instructions to be sent by Sweden during early 2022 and agreed to evaluate the 
baseline data in 2022 before the indicator evaluations for HOLAS III. 

3.39 The Meeting welcomed the presentation on the Polish data (Presentation 11), as presented by 
the Chair. The Meeting considered the way of including the Polish data to the assessment and invited the 
Polish experts to clarify if the different gears used in different years are comparable and inform Sweden 
about this. 

Fourth thematic assessment 

3.40 The Meeting agreed to postpone the development of the fourth thematic assessment of coastal 
fish to 2023, in order to allocate more resources for contribution to HOLAS III. 

Agenda Item 4  Monitoring and data 

4.1 The Meeting took note of the latest updates to the coastal fish database (COOL), as presented 
by the Chair, and agreed that updating of 2020 data will be carried out by end of June 2021 by submitting a 
completed template to be distributed by the Project Manager (jens.olsson@slu.se). The Meeting noted that 
data for L90 does not need to be included at this stage.  

4.2 The Meeting discussed the data to be used for HOLAS III, recalled that the agreed data interval 
for HOLAS III is 2016-2021 and emphasised that the 2021 data needs to be submitted by end of May 2022. 
The Meeting noted that this is acceptable by most Contracting Parties, however Finland and Denmark still 
need to clarify whether this would be possible. 

4.3 The Meeting highlighted that the indicator evaluation results need to be ready by end of August 
2022 and raised concern regarding securing sufficient resources to carrying out the indicator evaluations.  

4.4 The Meeting noted that the HOLAS III results will likely be used for national reporting purposes 
under the MSFD.  

4.5 The Meeting took note of the information that Mecklenburg-Vorpommern and Schleswig-
Holstein, Germany, are considering the use of the Nordic nets as part of a possible future monitoring 
program. 

4.6 The Meeting discussed updating the monitoring guideline with possible new data from Lithuania 
and agreed to review the situation again in 2022. 

4.7 The Meeting welcomed the presentation on data needs for the primary Descriptor 3 indicators, 
as presented by Mr. Mikko Olin, Finland (Presentation 12). The Meeting noted that the presented measures 
could be valuable for certain areas (hot spots) for fisheries management.  

4.8 The Meeting invited the Contracting Parties to provide a list of suitable data for D3 assessments 
to Finland, based on a template to be provided by Finland, and further invited Finland to present this 
information at FISH-PRO III 4-2022.  

Agenda Item 5  Other activities 

mailto:jens.olsson@slu.se
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Recreational fisheries 

5.1 The Meeting welcomed the presentation ‘Estimated effort and catches in the recreational ice 
fishing along the coast of Västerbotten (Bothnian Bay)’ by Mr. Stefan Larsson (Presentation 13). 

5.2  The Meeting noted that similar research has been carried out in Lithuania and invited Lithuania 
to present the results at FISH-PRO III 4-2022. The Meeting further noted that similar research is also carried 
out in Pärnu Bay, Estonia. 

Seals-fisheries interactions 

5.3 The Meeting welcomed the presentation ‘Seal and cormorant impacts on coastal fish 
communities’ by Mr. Ulf Bergström, Sweden (Presentation 14). 

5.4 The Meeting noted the following discussion points:  

− several predatory fish species also predate on perch and their effect has been shown to be intense 
in the Archipelago Sea. 

− seal predation has similar effect on coastal fish stocks as fisheries as seals target big fish, whereas 
cormorants target smaller fish. 

− the decrease in recreational fisheries landings is partly explained by the recently increasing tendency 
for catch and release fisheries, also many dedicated sport fishermen are turning to inland waters. 

− the natural impact of predators on the populations of their prey species was acknowledged (for 
example the increasing number of grey seals having a negative effect on pike populations and the 
increasing white tailed eagle populations decreasing the number of common eiders).  

− the need to minimize management objective conflicts was emphasised. 

5.5 The Meeting took note of recent meta-analysis from SLU, Sweden, showing weak evidence on 
the effect of cormorant predation on coastal fish as well as recent study from Finland (Veneranta et al) 
showing evidence of cormorants on perch populations. 

Relevant projects related to coastal fish 

5.6 The Meeting welcomed the presentation ‘Baltic Health Index (BHI): Assessing the social-
ecological status of the Baltic Sea’ by Mr. Jens Olsson, Sweden (Presentation 15). 

5.7 The Meeting welcomed the presentation ‘Estimating annual CPUE indices for perch from 
monthly logbook data of a gill-net fishery in the Bothnian Bay, Baltic Sea’ by Mr. Antti Lappalainen, Finland 
(Presentation 16). 

5.8 The Meeting noted that all the Finnish commercial catch data should be carefully scrutinized, 
and the possibilities to use modelled CPUE results considered in the future.  

Agenda Item 6  Future work 

6.1 The Meeting reviewed and updated the work plan of FISH-PRO III, as contained in document 6-
1-Rev.1.  

6.2 The Meeting agreed to include the following topics to the Agenda of FISH-PRO III 4-2022: 

− Preparation and drafting of status assessments for HOLAS III  

− Data update to COOL 

− Start drafting indicator reports for HOLAS III 

− Start drafting the 4th thematic assessment for coastal fish (to be published in 2023) 

− Project dissemination 

https://en.sif.lt/
http://www.borenv.net/BER/archive/pdfs/ber25/ber25-091-103.pdf
http://www.borenv.net/BER/archive/pdfs/ber25/ber25-091-103.pdf
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6.3 The Meeting agreed to organize the next meeting preferably on 15-17 February or if that is not 
possible on 15-17 March 2022 and thanked Poland for renewing the invitation to organize the meeting in 
Poland, preliminary in Warsaw.  

Agenda Item 7  Any other business 

7.1 The Meeting reviewed and amended the list of contacts and observers of FISH-PRO III, as 
contained in document 7-1-Rev.1. 

7.2 The Meeting did not discuss any other business. 

Agenda Item 8  Outcome of the Meeting  

8.1 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-PRO III 3-2021 
meeting site. 
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