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Background 

The Tenth Meeting of the Fisheries and Environmental Forum for the implementation of the HELCOM Baltic 
Sea Action Plan fish/fisheries related items (HELCOM FISH-ENV 10/2014), was held on 28 April 2014 at the 
premises of Ministry of Agriculture of Latvia. The Meeting was attended by participants from all Contracting 
Parties except for Finland Lithuania and Russia, as well as by Observers from CCB and OCEANA and an Invited 
Guests from Fisheries Secretariat, Danish Fishermen's Association and University of Gothenburg.  

The Meeting was chaired by Mr. Christian Pusch, Germany, Co-Chair of HELCOM FISH-ENV Forum. Mr. Mikhail 
Durkin, HELCOM Professional Secretary, assisted by Ms. Petra Kääriä, HELCOM Assisting Professional 
Secretary, acted as secretary of the Meeting. 

The Meeting focused on implementation of the 2013 Ministerial commitments, including: 

 streamlining of HELCOM’s work (cf. 1.3-1.8) 

 implementation of ecosystem approach (cf. 1.9) 

 coordination with EUSBSR (cf. 1.10-1.11) 

 actions in rivers - Migratory fish species (cf. 2.4-2.6) 

 actions within MPAs – fisheries and conservation objectives (cf. 2.7-2.11) 

 integrated assessment of human impacts – need for better data (cf. 2.12-2.18) and  

 development of sustainable aquaculture in the Baltic Sea region (cf. 2-19-2.24), including the process 
of drafting new HELCOM recommendation on sustainable aquaculture (cf. 2.21) 

This document contains main outcomes of the Meeting of the Forum. The full outcome can be found at 
HELCOM Meeting Portal. A provisional plan for implementation of the commitments from 2013 HELCOM 
Ministerial Meeting agreed by the Meeting is contained in the Annex to this document. 

 

Action required 

The Meeting is invited to: 

- take note of the outcome of the Tenth Meeting of the HELCOM Fisheries and Environment Forum 

(FISH/ENV 10-2014), 

- pending the agreement on the final Terms of Reference for the proposed HELCOM Group on 

Sustainable Fisheries, support the provisional planning for further work as contained in the Outcome 

and Annex, to be taken forward by the first meeting of the new group proposed to be held in during 

week 43 (20-24 October 2014). 

http://portal.helcom.fi:81/meetings/HELCOM%20FISH-ENV%20FORUM%2010-2014-105/MeetingDocuments/Final%20Outcome%20FISH-ENV%2010-2014.pdf
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MAIN OUTCOMES OF THE TENTH MEETING OF FISHERIES AND 

ENVIRONMENT FORUM (HELCOM FISH-ENV 10-2014) 

1. Information from the Secretariat, the Contracting Parties and Observer Organizations  

1.1 The Meeting took note of the extracts from recent meetings of relevance for FISH-ENV 
Forum presented by the Secretariat. The Meeting invited the Secretariat in the future to present also 
the upcoming activities in order to allow the Contracting Parties to plan coordination of national 
engagements in other frameworks with HELCOM’s work. 

1.2 With regards to HELCOM’s work on seals the Meeting noted concerns of fisheries sector 
in Latvia on seals-fisheries interaction and invited Latvia to attend the next meeting of HELCOM ad hoc 
SEAL Expert Group in October 2014. 

Streamlining of HELCOM’s work 

1.3 The Meeting took note of Directions and solutions for streamlined HELCOM activities 
including overall aims for future HELCOM work, strengths and challenges as well as procedures for 
establishing priorities in HELCOM and the draft for the new HELCOM structure and Fisheries group 
presented by the Secretariat. 

1.4 The Meeting noted the clarification by the Secretariat on current and foreseen 
cooperation between ICES and HELCOM and noted that it extends further than purely fish-related 
issues, e.g. to integrated assessment of ecosystem health, red-listing, etc.  

1.5 The Meeting also took note of the comment by Sweden welcoming the draft list of tasks 
for the group being based on the need for cooperation and that seeking for specific “niche” items to 
be dealt with by a new group (and that are not covered e.g. through other cooperation) would be an 
added value.  

1.6 The Meeting took note of the comment by Latvia on the need to secure that in the future 
the proposed new HELCOM structure would not create additional burden on the Contracting Parties 
with regards to human resources. The Meeting noted that taking into account HELCOM’s general 
mandate the proposed new group on Sustainable Fisheries should be of value for developing 
cooperation with Russia in Baltic Sea fisheries-related matters. 

1.7 The Meeting took note of information by CCB supported by OCEANA that wide scope of 
HELCOM’s work reflects the complexity of possible integration of environmental considerations of 
fisheries management into the BALTFISH work, and thus there is a clear need for the HELCOM 
FISH/ENV Group in the future.  

1.8 The Meeting noted the comment by Sweden on the need to address more thoroughly the 
interaction between environment and fisheries in an integrated manner, especially taking into account 
that both sides may have impact on each other (fisheries on environment, as well as deteriorated 
environment on fish), as reflected in the 2013 HELCOM Ministerial Declaration. The Meeting agreed 
that this should be taken into consideration in the future work of HELCOM in relation to fisheries. 

Roadmap of HELCOM activities on ecosystem approach 

1.9 The Meeting took note of the Roadmap of HELCOM activities which provides an outline 
and timetable for major HELCOM’s activities and deliverables until 2021 presented by the Secretariat. 

Coordination with EU Strategy for the Baltic Sea Region 

1.10 The Meeting took note of the progress of flagship projects under specific Priority Areas of 
the EU Strategy for the Baltic Sea Region relevant for the Forum, as follows: 

 Priority Area Agri work on BALTFISH was presented by Latvia: Memorandum of Understanding 
signed in December 2013, a joint response to a questionnaire on the multi-species plan was 
submitted to the EC, discard ban background paper is under preparation; a working group on 
fisheries measures within N2K areas is under preparation, while the Fisheries Control group on 
landing obligation is working on control strategy for harmonization of measures application; 
data improvement commitments are also dealt by the Forum and HLG; work on specific topics 

http://www.helcom.fi/Documents/Ministerial2013/Ministerial%20declaration/2013%20Copenhagen%20Ministerial%20Declaration%20w%20cover.pdf
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is led by specific Member States, e.g. cod selectivity – by Sweden, wild salmon stock in the Gulf 
of Finland - by Estonia and Finland. 

 Priority Area Bio work and flagships related to protection of migratory species and 
management of fisheries within MPAs was presented by the Secretariat. 

1.11 The Meeting took note of the comment by OCEANA on the need to provide more 
transparency and accessibility for meeting documents of BALTFISH and noted the readiness of Latvian 
BALTFISH Presidency to address this request at HLG.  

2. Initial planning for the implementation of fisheries-related actions of the HELCOM Baltic 
Sea Action Plan and Ministerial commitments 

2.1 The Meeting took note of the information on the follow-up of the HELCOM 2013 
Ministerial Meeting as presented by the Secretariat, and agreed to make use of the document when 
discussing the work plan for implementation of fisheries related actions from 2013 Ministerial 
Meeting. 

2.2 The Meeting took note of general comments by the Contracting Parties and Observer 
Organizations on the way for implementation of fish- and fisheries-related actions stemming from 
2013 Copenhagen Ministerial Declaration, including that for recreational fisheries impacts on 
commercial species 

 data has been collected under DCF e.g. for cod, but methodologies may differ; 

 many areas lack recreational fisheries monitoring, data needs to be improved and common 
methodologies have to be established, Contracting Parties need to monitor more and provide 
more data to ICES; 

 situation in salmon rivers is very tricky, clearly a lack of data on a river-specific basis; 

 there is a need to involve anglers/recreational fishermen associations into data collection – 
fishermen/angler associations collect data themselves, guiding to the association would be 
useful so that data could be used in a scientific way, spreading practices, simplicity and 
motivation needed to get the anglers to report. 

2.3 The Meeting took note of a comment by the European Union that mentioning ICES 
throughout the text might be misleading as due to contract base for ICES engagement financial sources 
for requesting ICES advice must be secured. 

Actions in rivers - Migratory fish species 

2.4 The Meeting took note of the Outcome of HELCOM FISH-M 1-2014 as well as of the 
Progress of Sturgeon PG and relevant BASE project activities on salmon management plan for River 
Luga presented by the Secretariat.   

2.5 The Meeting took note of the ongoing national work, e.g. in Sweden on genetics of the 
salmon populations and behavior in different life stages, as well as that it is important to consider how 
to coordinate sharing national knowledge in the future. 

2.6 The Meeting pointed on the need to keep the focus for activities of the FISH-M, prioritizing 
the actions stemming from BSAP and Ministerial commitments, as well as to interlink already ongoing 
national activities and European experience/knowledge to a regional level. The Meeting invited the 
Secretariat to ensure that the Terms of Reference and work plan of the FISH-M will have clear 
indication of tasks and deadlines for deliverables, as specified in the 2013 HELCOM Ministerial 
Declaration. 

Actions within Marine Protected Areas – fisheries and conservation objectives 

2.7 The Meeting took note of the follow up of BALTFIMPA, as presented by the Secretariat 
and welcomed that Decision support Generic Tool has been made available by BALTFIMPA for testing 
by the Contracting Parties.  

2.8 The Meeting regretted that the application for a large-scale BALTIFIMPA project has been 
rejected by the LIFE+ Programme and invited the Contracting Parties to utilise the outcomes of the 
BALTFIMPA Inception Phase in national MPA related planning/management processes. 

http://www.helcom.fi/Documents/Ministerial2013/Ministerial%20declaration/2013%20Copenhagen%20Ministerial%20Declaration%20w%20cover.pdf
http://www.helcom.fi/Documents/Ministerial2013/Ministerial%20declaration/2013%20Copenhagen%20Ministerial%20Declaration%20w%20cover.pdf
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2.9 The Meeting suggested considering the potential follow-up of BALTFIMPA to be based on 
the following milestones: 

 Promotion of development of Baltic regional research on fishing gear impacts on marine 
species/ habitats; 

 Extending the Generic Tool to cover a greater span of species/habitats, as well as to address 
potential effects on targeted species in order to provide better connection to EU MSFD 
implementation and added value for the Contracting Parties; 

 Testing of the Generic Tool in real MPA cases, preferably where management plans are under 
revision (taking into account recently adopted HELCOM recommendation 35-1 on Marine 
Protected Areas); 

 Harmonization of assessment strategies for bycaught mammals and birds in cooperation with 
relevant organizations; 

 Input on the development of a new HELCOM recommendation on conservation plans for 
marine species, habitats and biotopes at risk of extinction. 

2.10 The Meeting noted comments by the Contracting Parties and the European Commission 
that it is too early to consider whether shared or general management of the EMFF can be applied for 
funding of the BALTFIMPA follow-up, as even national priorities for the use of the Fund has not been 
set yet in many countries. The Meeting noted that ways need to be explored how the EMFF can be 
utilised in the future for projects implementing EU MSFD. 

2.11 The Meeting took note of the national information on fisheries management measures 
within N2K areas and that in course of CFP implementation it is proposed that regional approach 
should be applied for development of such measures. 

Integrated assessment of human impacts – need for better data 

2.12 The Meeting took note of inputs to improved data collection for assessment of fisheries 
impacts presented by the Secretariat and stressed the importance of collecting reliable fisheries data 
that can be utilized for several purposes, e.g. CFP and MSFD. 

2.13 The Meeting noted the first attempt by ICES/HELCOM to collect data for fishing activities 
in the Baltic in support of ICES/HELCOM advice on the spatial distribution and impact of fisheries. 

2.14 The meeting discussed cooperation with BALTFISH, ICES, BSAC and other relevant 
stakeholders on collection of relevant data, including identification of data gaps, to enable adequate 
assessment of impacts of fisheries on marine ecosystems serving both the requirements of CFP, MSFD 
and BSAP, including preparation of the second holistic assessment.  

2.15 The Meeting took note of the comment by Sweden finding the improvement of data 
collection extremely important, both on fisheries as well as on the state of marine environment, and 
that it is crucial to utilize synergies in data collection as data collection at sea is expensive and therefore 
cost efficiency should be sought. 

2.16 The Meeting took note of comments of several Contracting Parties on the need to ensure 
confidentiality of VMS data and that it should apply both to data transfer, as well as to data use.  

2.17 The Meeting took note of the information about the work of ICES Working Group on 
Bycatch of Protected Species. ICES WGBYC has tried to combine all available data especially on harbour 
porpoise and a major problem that has arisen is getting reliable data. The group decided that a call will 
go out to get all figures of fish species collected through DCF. The Meeting noted comments by 
Observer Organizations that the problem could be resolved by full documentation of catch and by-
catch or by using measures like CCTV and reduce the costs of the methods. 

2.18 The Meeting took note of collection of data on recreational catches presented by Estonia 
and considered that to improve data collection from recreational fisheries impact on marine 
environment an integrated and harmonized approach needs to be developed. 

Development of sustainable aquaculture in the Baltic Sea region 

http://ices.dk/community/groups/Pages/WGBYC.aspx
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2.19 The Meeting took note of ideas for drafting HELCOM Recommendation on sustainable 
aquaculture presented by the Secretariat as well as the CCB report on sustainable aquaculture position 
paper. 

2.20 The Meeting took note of the general comments by the Contracting Parties on the process 
of drafting new HELCOM Recommendation and that  

 aquaculture is a shared competence under the EU CFP; 

 it is important to introduce a matrix of terms and their applicability within drafting process, 
e.g. whether intensive/extensive, freshwater/marine aquaculture is addressed; 

 need to ensure that HELCOM policy does not contradict with CFP and national agriculture 
programs need to be prepared in Member States; 

 serious concerns still exist regarding potential impacts of developing aquaculture in the Baltic 
Sea;  

 it is important to consider different feeds in aquaculture - recommendations requiring 
alternative feeds need to be set up; 

 recirculation systems could be potentially included in the future;  

 reduction aquaculture (“mussels”) is not yet economically feasible, likewise open-cage 
farms cannot be fully compensated for increased nutrient load;  

 potential location of aquaculture farms within MPAs should be addressed with due 
precaution  

 EU Strategic Guidelines have been published, important to have political will to improve the 
recommendation and it needs to recommend issues that people are ready to accept. 

2.21 The Meeting agreed on the following way forward with drafting of the recommendation 
on sustainable aquaculture in the Baltic Sea Region.  

 setting up a drafting group: Finland and Germany have already agreed to co-lead the work, EU, 
Poland and Sweden have expressed their interest to participate in the drafting group, the 
drafting group will work via correspondence, e.g. through SKYPE and the draft will be 
presented to the first meeting of [HELCOM sustainable fisheries group] pending its 
establishment during autumn 2014; Secretariat was requested to clarify if Observers can 
participate in the drafting; 

 the EU Regional Workshop on sustainable aquaculture will be held on 12-13 June 2014 in 
Copenhagen, Denmark to discuss also the priorities for the Recommendation;  

 based on the inputs of the working group, the first [Sustainable fisheries group] will discuss 
the draft recommendation in more detail; 

 the draft will be presented to HOD 47-2014 in middle of December 2014; 

 the draft to be submitted to the 36th Meeting of the Helsinki Commission in March 2015 for 
adoption.  

2.22 The Meeting took note of additional information by CCB that the work on development 
of regional workshops with a view to create synergies and address commonalities for sustainable 
aquaculture at the EU level is relevant for drafting of regional recommendation. Further information 
on the regional workshops can be found at the dedicated website: https://euaquaculture.com/. The 
Baltic Regional Workshop on “Exploring good practices in improving both environmental performance 
in aquaculture and cost effective implementation of WFD & MSFD” will be held on 12-13 June 2014 at 
the premises of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Denmark (Eigtveds Pakhus, Hall 3, Asiatisk Plads 2, 
1448 Copenhagen K). 

2.23 The Meeting also noted information by CCB that a kick-off meeting for new advisory 
council on aquaculture will be arranged on 27 May 2014 in Brussels gathering all interested 
stakeholders. 

http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp/aquaculture/official_documents/com_2013_229_en.pdf
https://euaquaculture.com/
http://um.dk/da/om-os/kontakt/eigtveds-pakhus/
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2.24 Based on the above discussions the Meeting drafted a provisional plan for 
implementation of 2013 Ministerial commitments as contained in Annex. The Meeting invited the 
Contracting Parties to consider Lead/Co-Lead roles for specific activities in the provisional plan. 

3. Any other business 

3.1 The Meeting took note of the BONUS INSPIRE Project description presented by the Secretariat. 
The Meeting agreed that the Secretariat will update the group on the progress of the project as new 
information becomes available. 

3.2 The Meeting took note of a report on management of marine protected areas in the Baltic 
Sea to be released by OCEANA on 8 May 2014. 

3.3 The Meeting took note of the report by CCB on the Baltic Sea region EU Member States 
Implementation of the MSFD as presented by Mr. Nils Höglund, CCB. The Meeting noted that EC report 
evaluating implementation of Article 12 of EU MSFD was also presented to the 35th Meeting of the 
Helsinki Commission (HELCOM 35-2014). 

3.4 The Meeting took note of information by CCB on two papers to be submitted at a later 
stage, one on the contradictions between CFP and the Habitats Directive and the other one on NGOs 
considerations regarding development of the multi-species management plan for the Baltic Sea. 

3.5 The Meeting considered the preliminary dates for the first meeting of the proposed new 
HELCOM Group on Sustainable Fisheries, pending its approval by HOD 46-2014 and preliminary agreed 
to arrange such a meeting during week 43 (20-24 October 2014). Contracting Parties were invited to 
consider hosting of the meeting and inform the Secretariat about their possibilities. 

http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/eu-coast-and-marine-policy/implementation/reports_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/marine/eu-coast-and-marine-policy/implementation/reports_en.htm
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Annex Provisional plan for implementation of the commitments from 2013 HELCOM Ministerial Meeting 

Activity DL Provisional milestones 

Actions in rivers (addressing migratory fish species) 

1. Exchange of best practices, knowledge and experiences on regional level and further 
development and implementation, in co-operation with ICES 

 common practices for breeding, rearing and releasing as reintroductions in 
potential salmonid rivers; 

 investigations of improvements for stocking practices (e.g. biological and 
genetical guidelines);   

 recommendations for riverine and estuarine management and conservation 
measures, such as fish ways for up and down migration, restoration and 
protection of spawning grounds, concerning fisheries within rivers and 
estuaries; 

 comparable methodology for data collection through surveys, especially on 
recreational fisheries 

2016  in line with the work of FISH-M and in cooperation with relevant ICES Groups 

 it should be considered how to coordinate sharing national knowledge in the 
future, e.g. ongoing national work in Sweden on genetics of the salmon 
populations and behavior in different life stages, 

 need to keep the focus for activities of the FISH-M, prioritizing the actions 
stemming from BSAP and Ministerial commitments, as well as to interlink 
already ongoing national activities and European experience/knowledge to a 
regional level. 

 Secretariat to ensure that the Terms of Reference and work plan of the FISH-
M will have clear indication of tasks and deadlines for, as specified in the 2013 
HELCOM Ministerial Declaration 

2. Development of additional measures such as reducing fishing mortality, removing 
migration barriers, and re-stocking in eel-safe river systems 

2016 

Actions within Marine Protected Areas – fisheries and conservation objectives 

3. Development of measures to address fisheries practices which have a negative 
impact on conservation goals and/or threatened or declining species and habitats 

 testing of the HELCOM generic decision-support tool to map possible negative 
impacts of specific gear types on threatened or declining species and habitats 

 implement sustainable fishing methods and practices into MPA management 
plans  

 new measures 

2015 Potential follow-up of BALTFIMPA to be based on the following milestones 

 Promotion of development of Baltic regional research on fishing gear impacts 
on marine species/ habitats 

 Extending the Generic Tool to cover a greater span of species/habitats, as well 
as to address potential effects on targeted species in order to provide better 
connection to EU MSFD implementation and added value for the Contracting 
Parties 

 Testing of the Generic Tool in real MPA cases, preferably where management 
plans are under revision (taking into account recently adopted HELCOM 
recommendation 35-1 on Marine Protected Areas) 

 Harmonization of assessment strategies for bycaught mammals and birds in 
cooperation with relevant organizations 

 Input on the development of a new HELCOM recommendation on 
conservation plans for marine species, habitats and biotopes at risk of 
extinction 

http://www.helcom.fi/Documents/Ministerial2013/Ministerial%20declaration/2013%20Copenhagen%20Ministerial%20Declaration%20w%20cover.pdf
http://www.helcom.fi/Documents/Ministerial2013/Ministerial%20declaration/2013%20Copenhagen%20Ministerial%20Declaration%20w%20cover.pdf
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 ways need to be explored how the EMFF can be utilised in the future for 
projects implementing EU MSFD 

 in the course of CFP implementation it is proposed that regional approach 
should be applied for development of fisheries management measures within 
N2K areas  

 in coordination with BALTFISH  

Integrated assessment of human impacts – need for better data 

4. Development of common procedures to facilitate the sharing of aggregated data on 
fisheries activities in the Baltic Sea in an applicable format for the purpose of 
assessing  pressures on marine and coastal ecosystems e.g. to be applied in MSP 

2015  improvement of data collection is extremely important, both on fisheries as 
well as on the state of marine environment, and it is crucial to utilize 
synergies in data collection as data collection at sea is expensive and 
therefore cost efficiency should be sought. 

 attempt by ICES/HELCOM to collect data; joint ICES/HELCOM data call for 
fishing activities in the Baltic in support of ICES/HELCOM advice on the spatial 
distribution and impact of fisheries can be considered as a first step forward 
in obtaining more reliable and accurate data, pending evaluation of this data 

 need to ensure confidentiality of VMS data and that it should apply both to 
data transfer, as well as to data use.  

 work of ICES Working Group on Bycatch of Protected Species should be taken 
into account 

5. Evaluation of impacts of recreational fisheries conducted, e.g. from boats using 
commercial gears, and thus contributing to fishing mortality of certain commercially 
exploited fish stocks and impacting on biodiversity 

2016  data has been collected under DCF e.g. for cod, but methodologies may differ 

 many areas lack recreational fisheries monitoring, data needs to be improved 
and common methodologies have to be established, Contracting Parties need 
to monitor and provide more data to ICES 

 situation in salmon rivers is very tricky, clearly a lack of data on a river-specific 
basis,  

 there is a need to involve anglers/recreational fishermen associations into 
data collection - fishermen/angler associations collect data themselves, 
guiding to the association would be useful so that data could be used in a 
scientific way, spreading practices, simplicity and motivation needed to get 
the anglers to report. 

Development of sustainable aquaculture in the Baltic Sea region 

6. New HELCOM Recommendation on sustainable aquaculture aiming at limiting 
potential environmental impacts of aquaculture activities 

2014  Ministerial commitment should be used as a starting point 

 aquaculture is a shared competence under the EU CFP 
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 it is important to introduce a matrix of terms and their applicability within 
drafting process, e.g. whether intensive/extensive, freshwater/marine 
aquaculture is addressed; 

 need to ensure that HELCOM policy does not contradict with CFP and national 
agriculture programs need to be prepared in Member States; 

 serious concerns still exist regarding potential impacts of developing 
aquaculture in the Baltic Sea;  

 it is important to consider different feeds in aquaculture - 
recommendations requiring alternative feeds need to be set up; 

 recirculation systems could be potentially included in the future;  

 reduction aquaculture (“mussels”) is not yet economically feasible, 
likewise open-cage farms cannot be fully compensated for increased 
nutrient load;  

 potential location of aquaculture farms within MPAs should be addressed 
with due precaution  

 EU Strategic Guidelines have been published, important to have political will to 
improve the recommendation and it needs to recommend issues that people 
are ready to accept. 

The following way forward with drafting of the recommendation is proposed: 

 setting up a drafting group: Finland and Germany have already agreed to co-
lead the work, EU, Poland and Sweden have expressed their interest to 
participate in the drafting group, the drafting group will work via 
correspondence, e.g. through SKYPE and the draft will be presented to the 
first meeting of [HELCOM sustainable fisheries group] pending its 
establishment during autumn 2014; Secretariat was requested to clarify  

 The Baltic Regional Workshop on “Exploring good practices in improving both 
environmental performance in aquaculture and cost effective implementation 
of WFD & MSFD” will be held on 12-13 June 2014 at the premises of the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs of Denmark (Eigtveds Pakhus, Hall 3, Asiatisk Plads 
2, 1448 Copenhagen K) to discuss the priorities for the Recommendation;  

 based on the inputs of the working group, the first [Sustainable fisheries 
group] will discuss the draft recommendation in more detail  

 the draft will be presented to HOD 47-2014 in middle of December 2014 

http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp/aquaculture/official_documents/com_2013_229_en.pdf
http://um.dk/da/om-os/kontakt/eigtveds-pakhus/
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 the draft to be submitted to the 36th Meeting of the Helsinki Commission in 
March 2015 for adoption 

7. Monitoring for assessment of coastal fish communities 

 Indicator based assessment 

 inputs to core indicator 

2018  FISH-PRO II work, to be reported to [Sustainable Fisheries Group] 

8. Development of regionally appropriate solutions to solving the discard problem  
o improved selectivity and incentives to applying the ban 

2015  Background paper on implementation of discard ban to be developed by 
BALTFISH 

9. Input to development of fisheries management and technical measures to minimize 
unwanted by-catch of fish, birds and mammals (BSAP target: close to zero by-catch 
rates and minimized damage to sea bed habitats) 

2021  in coordination with BALTFISH 

10. Measures to ensure achievement of MSY for all stocks 2015 

2020 

 in coordination with BALTFISH 

11. Input to development of multi-species management plan for the main commercial 
Baltic Sea fish stocks with ecosystem-based approach 

2015  in coordination with BALTFISH 

 

 

 


