
Fisheries
Case study Finland

River mouth fishing restrictions

Lasse Kurvinen Metsähallitus Parks & Wildlife Finland

Sanna Kuningas Natural Resources Institute Finland 
(LUKE)

Aku Ahlholm



• The restrictions, based on Fishing Act (379/2015, sections 66 and 

67), described below apply to all river mouths, that are of 

importance for migratory fish. 

• River estuaries often harbour plenty of natural values in Finland. 

Being in the transitional zone between freshwater and the 

marine (/brackish) a wide range of habitats occur here. The areas 

are also rich in bird life.

• These kinds of areas do not at this stage represent the Finnish 

view on what an OECM is. This is an example of cases that have 

been under discussion in the national work on OECMs. Jan Ekebom Metsähallitus



Geographicallydefined area other than a Protected Area

Is the area a geographically defined space? YES

1, 3 and 5 km buffer zones from the mouth of the river. 
https://kalastusrajoitus.fi/#/kalastusrajoitus

Is the area currently recognized as a protectedarea? No 
but the area contains a protected area

Some of these areas can overlap with existing protected areas. 
Need to be determined case by case. 

Sjef Hejnen Metsähallitus

https://kalastusrajoitus.fi/#/kalastusrajoitus


1km buffer: ban on fishing 

nets yearly between 15.8-

31.10

3km buffer: year-round ban 

on fyke nets
5km buffer: year-round ban 

on trawl and seine

“Fish passage”: year-round 

ban on stationary gear 

The pictures show the different buffer zones from the mouth of the river and what 

kinds of restrictions are in place. There are also protected areas (shown in yellow), 

which would be outside the possible OECMs, but complementary to these. 



Area governed and managed in ways that achieve positive and sustained
long-term outcomes for the in-situ conservation of biodiversity

Does the area have a legitimate governanceauthority? 
YES

The restrictions of fishing near river mouths is based on the 
Fishing Act, in Chapter 7

Fishing Act, Chapter 12, includes surveillance by supervisory 
authorities and fishing supervisors

Johannes Sipponen



Is the area being managed in a manner consistent with the 
ecosystem approach and likely to achievelong-term
biodiversity conservation outcomes? YES

The aim of these areas is to protect migratory riverine fish, by 
restricting certain types of fishing gear. Most restrictions are in 
place year-round. Total ban on fishing is not in place though, to 
allow less intensive fishing types.

Is any type of monitoring being conducted that could be
used to assess the effectiveness of the current
management measures with respect to their effect on
biodiversity conservation in the area? YES

Natural Resources Institute Finland conducts annual surveys on 
salmon and trout numbers. 
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Area with associated ecosystem functions and services 
and where applicable, cultural, spiritual, socio–
economic, and other locally relevant values

Does the management system in place includemeasures 
to support the area’s associated ecosystem functions and
services? YES

The aim is to protect migratory fish, which are important 
ecosystem services, both as food, but also as cultural and 
recreational values.
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Further questions 

• The seasonality of the restrictions?

• Is it enough if few, but valuable, species 
benefit from these areas?
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