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SUMMARY Fish stocks which migrate 
amongst, or are found in, the waters of several 
coastal states, or in international waters, 
require joint management to prevent over–
fishing and to share fishing possibilities. 
However, international disputes have arisen 
over the fishing of some North-East Atlantic 
(NEA) stocks. Having withdrawn from earlier 
agreed international arrangements with the 
EU and Norway on the management of the 
NEA mackerel stock, Iceland and the Faroe 
Islands have, for several years, unilaterally set 
their own fishing quotas and greatly increased 
their fishing of this stock. In 2013, the Faroe 
Islands took a similar stance for Atlanto-
Scandian herring, unilaterally setting 
increased fishing quotas for their vessels. 
In October 2012, the European Parliament and 
the Council adopted a Regulation whereby the 
European Commission may take restrictive 
measures against a country allowing non-
sustainable fishing. On this basis, the 
Commission imposed trade sanctions against 
the Faroes with regard to the Atlanto-
Scandian herring stock. However, no such 
measures have yet been taken against Iceland 
or the Faroe Islands in respect of their position 
on the fishing of mackerel stock. 
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Shared stocks: joint management 

International cooperation required 
Fish do not recognise national boundaries, 
so sustainable exploitation of shared living 
sea resources requires joint management 
between fishing states. 

This is fully recognised by the global 
community and enshrined in international 
law. The United Nations Convention on the 
Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) in particular sets 
obligations for coastal states and fishing 
states: to ensure proper conservation and 
management, to prevent over-exploitation 
of living marine resources, and to cooperate 
with each other over shared stocks. This 
cooperation can be pursued directly, 
through sub-regional or regional organisa-
tions, or through specific arrangements.  The 
United Nations Agreement on the 
implementation of the provisions of 
UNCLOS relating to the conservation and 
management of straddling fish stocks and 
highly migratory stocks (UNFSA) sets similar 
principles.1 Coastal states must respect the 
rights and duties of other states, and the 
obligations for international consultation and 
cooperation must be fulfilled in good faith.2 
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A number of regional organisations have 
been set-up over time as international fora 
(regional fisheries bodies and management 
organisations – RFBs and RFMOs) for discus-
sion, cooperation and decision on specific 

http://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/texts/unclos/UNCLOS-TOC.htm
http://www.un.org/depts/los/convention_agreements/convention_overview_fish_stocks.htm
http://www.fao.org/fishery/topic/16800/en
http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/cfp/international/rfmo/index_en.htm
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UNCLOS defines different types of 
areas at sea, with different rights and 
obligations for coastal and other 
potential user states, including: 
 - Territorial waters: up to 12 
nautical miles (nm) from the coast, in 
which a coastal state can extend its 
full sovereignty to the sea area, 
including to the airspace over the 
territorial sea as well as to its bed and 
subsoil. 
- Exclusive economic zones (EEZs): 
area beyond and adjacent to the 
territorial sea, up to 200 nm, where 
the coastal state has sovereign rights, 
amongst others, for the exploitation, 
conservation and management of 
natural resources, whether living or 
non-living. 
- High seas: open to all states, with 
inter alia freedom of access for 
fishing (subject to conditions, 
notably an obligation for inter-
national cooperation for the 
conservation and management of 
living resources).

fisheries or fisheries-related 
aspects in demarcated parts 
(regions) of world oceans. 

North-East Atlantic 
cooperation (NEA) 
Multilateral cooperation on 
numerous stocks in NEA 
international waters 
(notably blue whiting, 
haddock, herring, mackerel, 
redfish and deep-sea 
species) takes place under 
the auspices of the North-
East Atlantic Fisheries 
Commission (NEAFC).  

The NEA area is also 
included as part of wider 
sea regions covered by 
other RFMOs, dedicated to 
the conservation of other 
fish species, like the North-
Atlantic Salmon Conserva-
tion Organisation (NASCO), 
for Atlantic salmon in the 
whole North Atlantic ocean, and the 
International Commission for the 
Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT), 
dedicated to tuna and tuna-like species in 
both North and South Atlantic. 
Figure 1 - Map of the NEAFC Regulatory Area. 

 
Source: NEAFC: International NEAFC waters (orange); 
coastal states' EEZs (blue) 

Beyond these established 
RFMOS, international con-
sultation and cooperation 
also takes place under 
regular or ad hoc arrange-
ments amongst NEA 
coastal states or any 
interested fishing states. 

Disputed stocks 

NEA Mackerel 
The stock 
Atlantic mackerel (Scomber 
scombrus) is a migratory 
species. For NEA fisheries 
management purposes, it 
is considered as a single 
stock divided into three 
components: southern (off 
Portuguese and Spanish 
coasts), western (the 
largest, from the Bay of 
Biscay up to the North of 
Scotland), and North Sea 

(less than 5% of the stock).  

Up to the mid 2000s, the mackerel stock was 
mainly found in the waters of Norway and 
EU Member States (MS). However, in recent 
years, its distribution range has expanded 
north-westwards, particularly during 
spawning and summer feeding migration. 
This phenomenon is seen by the 
International Council for the Exploration of 
the Sea (ICES) – an internationally 
recognised body for scientific advice in 
fisheries management – as possibly being 
related to ecosystem considerations, 
notably changes in food availability, water 
temperature and stock size. 

Past regional fisheries arrangement 
Norway and EU MS have historically been by 
far the largest fishing nations of NEA 
mackerel, as well as the Faroe Islands to a 
lesser extent, and have regularly consulted 
on this fishery. Their joint fishing 
management plan, agreed in October 2008, 
was evaluated by ICES as precautionary (i.e. 
not threatening the stock). However, from 

http://www.neafc.org/
http://www.nasco.int/
http://www.iccat.int/en/
http://www.neafc.org/page/27
http://www.fishbase.org/Summary/SpeciesSummary.php?ID=118&AT=mackerel
http://www.fishbase.org/Summary/SpeciesSummary.php?ID=118&AT=mackerel
http://www.ices.dk/Pages/default.aspx
http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2013/2013/mac-nea.pdf
http://www.library.sso.ep.parl.union.eu/lis/lisrep/06-StructuralandCohesionPolicy/06-05-Fisheries/Agreed_Record_Mackerel_Oct_2008_EC_Norway_Faroe.pdf
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2006 onwards Icelandic vessels, which had 
previously not landed a significant amount 
of mackerel, started to significantly increase 
their catch of the stock (outside the multi-
lateral management plan).3 

The dispute 
Iceland, citing a shift in mackerel migration, 
requested a large share of the resources 
during coastal states' consultations held in 
2009 (EU, Norway, Faroe Islands and 
Iceland). However, Iceland did not join the 
management regime and set its own catch 
limit for 2010 (130 000 tonnes). In the course 
of the same consultation rounds, the Faroe 
Islands, also requesting a higher share of the 
stock, finally withdrew from the existing 
arrangement and also set a unilateral quota 
for its vessels (85 000 tonnes – about three 
times their previous share). Since 2009, 
there have been no internationally agreed 
catch limits on NEA mackerel stock. 

Concerns about sustainability 
The lack of international agreement and the 
excessive total catches of mackerel trig-
gered concern. ICES recommended a 
maximum catch for 2010 of 572 000 tonnes, 
while actual catches were above 900 000 
tonnes. An analysis of the so-called 
'mackerel conflict' in 2010 concluded that 
"combined quota demands far exceed 
sustainable harvesting levels and will by all 
likelihood lead to over-exploitation". A 
decline in the mackerel spawning stock was 
observed in later years (ICES September 
2012). 

EU mackerel fisheries  
About 800 EU vessels have a strong 
economic dependence on mackerel (i.e. the 
value of the mackerel catch is over 39% of 
the value of the total catch of a fleet 
segment – national vessels of a specific 
length range and using a specific fishing 
gear). These vessels represent over 1 630 
jobs and generate gross added value above 
€45 million (source Commission, 2009 data). 

Atlanto-Scandian Herring 
The stock 
Atlanto-Scandian Herring (also known as 
Norwegian spring-spawning herring) is 
probably the largest of the Atlantic herring 
stocks. Highly migratory, this stock is 
distributed in international waters and 
waters under the sovereignty of the EU (MS' 
EEZs), the Russian Federation, Norway, 
Iceland, and the Faroe Islands. 

Regional fisheries arrangement 
These five 'coastal parties' have for years 
regularly consulted to jointly manage the 
Atlanto-Scandian herring stock. Since 2007, 
they have agreed on arrangements for a 
long-term precautionary management plan 
and on rules for fixed shares of their 
respective fishing possibilities.4  

2013: withdrawal of the Faroes 
However, during consultations at the end of 
2012 to coordinate their fisheries for 2013 
(for which the scientific recommendation in 
accordance with the agreed management 
plan was to reduce total catches of herring 
by 26% compared to 2012), the Faroe 
Islands refused to continue with the existing 
catch-allocation proportions. At the 
beginning of 2013, the four remaining 
parties agreed between them to continue, 
as much as possible, with international 
coordination on herring stock management, 
following the already agreed precautionary 
management plan and on the basis of the 
respective shares previously agreed. They 
set aside the share which would have been 
available for the Faroe Islands (5.16% of the 
total catch, i.e. 31 000 tonnes for 2013). In 
March 2013, the Faroe Islands announced 
the unilateral setting of a national catch 
limit of over 105 000 tonnes (more than a 
three-fold increase).  

According to ICES (May 2013), the Faroe 
Islands' catch, added to those set under the 
four 'coastal parties' arrangement, would 
render the total fishing levels non-
precautionary, with an increased risk of 
collapse of a relatively low and decreasing 
stock.  

http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2009/2009/mac-nea.pdf
http://munin.uit.no/bitstream/handle/10037/3528/thesis.pdf?sequence=1
http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2012/2012/mac-nea.pdf
http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2012/2012/mac-nea.pdf
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:52011SC1576:EN:NOT
http://www.fishbase.org/Summary/SpeciesSummary.php?ID=24&AT=herring
http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2012/2012/her-noss.pdf
http://wkshop.bakuri.dk/filarkiv/dkfisk.die.dk/file/Info_for_bestyrelsen/%C2%A7_5-udvalget/F_20-13_Agreed_Record_ND_18-re01_en13_annex_1.pdf
http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2013/Special%20requests/NEAFC%20NSS%20herring%20MP.pdf
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EU Atlanto-Scandian herring fisheries  
Herring landings account for more than 10% 
of the overall revenue of 11 different fleet 
segments (a total of around 580 EU vessels). 
These represent gross added value of €285 
million and over 2 500 full-time jobs (source 
Commission,5 data 2011). 

Other stock conflicts 
International disagreements on mackerel 
and herring fishing are not isolated cases. 
Blue whiting has for years been subject to 
the setting of individual catch levels by 
coastal parties, in total greatly exceeding 
sustainable fishing levels. When a manage-
ment plan was eventually agreed among 
coastal states in 2008, it was too late to 
allow the stock to recover quickly. This led to 
subsequent drastic catch reductions (e.g. 
within NEAFC in 2011) with significant socio-
economic consequences.6 

EU policy 

EU external fisheries policy 
The EU is a major international player in 
fisheries, considering in particular the 
presence of EU vessels in all oceans, its 
participation in numerous RFMOs and its 
engagement in bilateral dialogues with third 
countries and bilateral fisheries agreements. 

In its 2011 Communication (COM(2011)424 
final) on the external dimension of the 
reformed Common Fisheries Policy (CFP), 
the Commission set new policy orientations, 
intending among other priorities, to 
contribute to more responsible international 
fisheries governance and to putting an end 
to illegal fishing. It also recalled the 
traditionally strong relationship with the 
EU's northern neighbour fishing countries 
and the need to strengthen EU cooperation 
with these neighbours in coastal states' fora. 

Tackling illegal or unsustainable fishing 
Council Regulation (EC) No 1005/2008 
established a Community system to prevent, 
deter and eliminate illegal, unregulated and 
unreported (IUU) fishing. This is based on a 

certification scheme which applies to all 
trade in fishery products. It allows for 
possible sanctions on IUU fishing by 
prohibiting trade with the EU in fishery 
products stemming from IUU practices. 

However, the NEA mackerel catches of 
Icelandic and Faroe Islands' vessels referred 
to previously cannot be considered IUU 
fishing under the above Regulation, notably 
since coastal state arrangements are not 
legally binding under international law, and 
these fisheries are conducted under national 
coastal state law, mainly in their country's 
EEZ.7  

Based on a Commission proposal presented 
in December 2011, the EP and the Council 
adopted an additional legal instrument in 
October 2012 for the purpose of conserv-
ation of fish stocks. Regulation (EU) No 
1026/2012 sets a framework to enable the 
Commission to take measures against a 
country allowing non-sustainable fishing. 

European Parliament 

In November 2012, in its resolution in 
response to the Commission communi-
cation on the external dimension of the CFP, 
the EP supported strengthened action 
against IUU fishing and "welcom[ed] the 
Commission's proposal for trade-related 
measures such as import restrictions on fish 
and fishery products to countries allowing 
non-sustainable fishing...",8 reiterating the 
position taken when voting on the 
additional legal instrument, and finalised in 
Regulation (EU) No 1026/2012. 

EU trade sanctions for unsustainable 
fishing 

Herring: EU sanctions against the Faroes 
As provided for under Regulation 
1026/2012, the Commission sent a prior 
formal notification to the Faroese authorities 
on 17 May 2013, in response to which the 
Faroese fisheries minister called for 
continued consultations rather than 
economic sanctions. 

http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regcomitology/index.cfm?do=search.documentdetail&rFQCYuSg26RQWtV13y/lV6qg0HsxI8mSNHu13ZXpFjwxdbQ+AI/X9VTTMRqv00VG
http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2013/2013/whb-comb.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/documentation/publications/cfp_brochure/on-the-international-stage_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/documentation/publications/cfp_factsheets/rfmo_en.pdf
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:52011DC0424:EN:NOT
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:52011DC0424:EN:NOT
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:32008R1005:EN:NOT
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:52011PC0888:EN:NOT
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:32012R1026:EN:NOT
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CELEX:32012R1026:EN:NOT
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&language=EN&reference=P7-TA-2012-461
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/news/en/news-room/content/20120907IPR50823/html/Stop-overfishing-of-mackerel-MEPs-back-sanctions-against-third-countries
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/popups/ficheprocedure.do?lang=en&reference=2011/0434(COD)
http://www.ft-news.com/wp-content/uploads/2013/06/Damanaki_notification1.pdf
http://www.fisk.fo/Default.aspx?ID=2396&M=News&PID=6413&NewsID=5206
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Sanctions taken in August 2013 
However, the response from the Faroe 
Isands, together with its unwillingness to 
rectify the unilateral catch limits for 2013, 
led the Commission to conclude that the 
country continues to allow non-sustainable 
fishing. Following a positive opinion by the 
Committee on Fisheries and Aquaculture on 
a draft of the measures, the European 
Commission adopted implementing Regul-
ation (EU) No 793/2013 on 20 August 2013, 
establishing measures in respect of the 
Faroe Islands to ensure the conservation of 
the Atlanto-Scandian herring stock. 

In order to prevent the Faroe Islands taking 
advantage of EU markets, ports and facilities 
to maintain their unsustainable fishing for 
herring, any introduction into EU territory of 
herring or products containing herring, 
where these fish have been caught under 
the control of the Faroe Islands, is 
prohibited. Vessels catching herring under 
the Faroes' control and vessels transporting 
such herring products are prohibited from 
using EU ports. In addition, these restrictions 
on EU trade and vessels' access to EU ports 
are similarly applicable with regard to 
mackerel caught under the control of the 
Faroe Islands. This latter aspect aims to 
prevent incentives for unsustainable herring 
mortality to continue, because the Faroe 
herring fisheries catch mackerel and herring 
at the same time ("associated species"). 

At the end of August 2013, Norway also 
announced restrictions on herring from 
Faroe Islands' vessels.  

Request for international arbitration 
Condemning this EU decision, the Faroe 
Islands decided on 21 August to refer the 
case to an international arbitration tribunal 
(under Annex VII of UNCLOS). By early 
November 2013, the Faroe Islands had also 
initiated additional proceedings under the 
World Trade Organisation's dispute 
settlement mechanism.  

Notwithstanding the adoption of measures 
against the Faroe Islands, consultations 

among coastal states continued (e.g. in 
September and October 2013), but by the 
beginning of December 2013 they had not 
yet led to agreement.  

Mackerel: no EU sanctions so far... 
In October 2012, the Commission stated (E-
007604/2012) that it was preparing for the 
possibility of applying measures against 
Iceland and the Faroe Islands, once the new 
Regulation (i.e. 1026/2012) entered into 
force. Questioned again in March 2013 (O-
00023/2013), the Commission said that it 
had to carefully consider the legal 
conditions to be met, as well as the timing 
of its actions. 

In the absence of any sign of a change of 
position from the new government 
(following elections in Iceland in May 2013), 
EU Commissioner for Maritime Affairs and 
Fisheries, Maria Damanaki, indicated to the 
European Parliament (EP) Fisheries 
Committee9 on 10 July that her services had 
been instructed to prepare for a possible 
Commission decision on the matter. 

In a note submitted to the Fisheries Council 
meeting of 15 July 2013, several Member 
States reiterated the need for the 
Commission to take immediate measures to 
prevent unsustainably caught fish coming 
into the EU. 

However, reporting on this issue again in the 
Fisheries Committee on 17 October,10 
Commission officials indicated that the 
situation had since evolved as there had 
been new scientific indications of an 
increase in the mackerel stock (confirmed in 
ICES advice of October). This new situation 
could weaken the argument that the 
overfishing of mackerel by Iceland and the 
Faroe Islands was harming the sustainability 
of the stock. For the Commission, this 
increase in mackerel stock could, however, 
also be seen as an opportunity, providing a 
new base to continue discussions among 
coastal parties and to try to find a 
compromise on a new share of the stock, 
without absolute losses of quotas by the EU. 

http://www.fisk.fo/Files/Billeder/Fisk/01_stjornarskrivstovan/Svarskriv%20til%20ES.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regcomitology/index.cfm?do=Search.getPDF&AeYei3SdhFK/WJBi0hvZSlqBB7fI4EnisQ1BdEUO8vC5SVAw47eF02NzJJLXFBE7UY7jh4OHrwVkdFxHAw45mgKEcPjLoP43WEkM1ytj3Q0=
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regcomitology/index.cfm?do=search.dossierdetail&R+pSIGZ+omMJ8o9+fyO981mzW9LnMHQDlSdOTGSm69ZsgRhLJX/HPj4gwIuGyS1X
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regcomitology/index.cfm?do=Search.getPDF&puoMIShcUFz1hysHuGnJY1qBB7fI4EnisQ1BdEUO8vC5SVAw47eF02NzJJLXFBE77kGvLzo2Pu5uyjPyPE0HGhn1Yyu8a5hceFqN5ixnqYI=
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2013:223:0001:0007:EN:PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2013:223:0001:0007:EN:PDF
http://norwaytoday.info/home_view.php?id=6064
http://www.theguardian.com/environment/2013/aug/21/faroe-islands-eu-ban-herring-mackerel
http://www.mfa.fo/Default.aspx?ID=13626&Action=1&NewsId=5264&PID=23631
http://www.mfa.fo/Admin/Public/DWSDownload.aspx?File=%2fFiles%2fFiler%2fPHJ+f%26iacute%3blur%2fbackground+041113.pdf
http://blogs.ec.europa.eu/damanaki/disappointment-in-london-meeting/
http://www.fishupdate.com/news/archivestory.php/aid/20295/Herring_dispute_talks_fail_-_but_new_bid_in_December.html
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getAllAnswers.do?reference=E-2012-007604&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getAllAnswers.do?reference=E-2012-007604&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=CRE&reference=20130415&secondRef=ITEM-019&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=CRE&reference=20130415&secondRef=ITEM-019&language=EN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/ep-live/en/committees/video?event=20130710-1500-COMMITTEE-PECH
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/ep-live/en/committees/video?event=20130710-1500-COMMITTEE-PECH
http://register.consilium.europa.eu/pdf/en/13/st12/st12122.en13.pdf
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/ep-live/fr/committees/video?event=20131017-0900-COMMITTEE-PECH
http://www.ices.dk/sites/pub/Publication%20Reports/Advice/2013/2013/mac-nea.pdf
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Coastal state consultations took place again 
on 24 October, with no positive outcome 
but an announcement of their resumption 
in the following weeks. 

The issue is also of interest to Members of 
the European Parliament. It was placed on 
the agenda of the Fisheries Committee 
meeting of 27 November (in camera) and on 
the agenda of the December 2013 Plenary 
session (Oral question O-000113/2013).  

Some reactions 
Informed of the situation in the Council 
meeting of 17 October, several Member 
States expressed support for a fair and 
balanced solution but would not accept an 
agreement with Iceland and the Faroe 
Islands at any cost if EU interests were not 
preserved. They also insisted on the need for 
the EU to only act in a manner pre-agreed 
with Norway.  

Disclaimer and Copyright 

This briefing is a summary of published information and 
does not necessarily represent the views of the author or 
the European Parliament. The document is exclusively 
addressed to the Members and staff of the European 
Parliament for their parliamentary work. Links to 
information sources within this document may be 
inaccessible from locations outside the European 
Parliament network. © European Union, 2013. All rights 
reserved. Fishermen's representatives (e.g. Scottish 

pelagic fishermen's association or the 
Shetland fishermen's association) do not 
want their interests to be compromised, and 
even see the possibility of such a new deal 
as a reward to Iceland and the Faroes for 
their 'piracy'. 

http://www.library.ep.ec 
http://libraryeuroparl.wordpress.com 

 

 

Endnotes 
 

1 See notably articles 61, 63 and 118 of UNCLOS, and articles 5, 6, 7 and 8 of UNFSA.  
2 See notably articles 56(2) and 300 of UNCLOS and article 8 of UNFSA. 
3 From less than about 300 tonnes in 2005 and before, Icelandic vessels' catches of mackerel were 4 200 tonnes in 2006, 36 000 

tonnes in 2008, 122 000 tonnes in 2008, and 116 000 tonnes in 2009. These amounts were not included in the existing coastal 
states' management plan (as Iceland was not part of it). Under this plan, the overall catch limit (total allowable catch, TAC) on 
the stock had been set at 511 000 tonnes for 2009. 

4 See for example the preamble of Regulation No 793/2013. 
5 See in particular p. 13 of the draft Commission staff working document "Evaluation pursuant to Article 5(4) of Regulation (EU) 

No 1026/2012 on the Faroese fishery for Atlanto-Scandian herring", made available to the meeting of the Committee for 
Fisheries and Aquaculture on 31 July 2013. 

6 See the impact assessment (SEC(2011)1576 final) accompanying the Commission proposal for a Regulation on certain measures 
directed to non-collaborating countries for the purpose of the conservation of fish stocks. 

7 See the same report (SEC(2011)1576 final), pages 7-9 and 70. 
8 Resolution P7_TA(2012)0461; see notably points 16, 81 and 89 thereof. 
9 See the web-streaming of the Committee meeting of 10 July 2013 (notably the Commissioner's intervention at 16.36).  
10 See the web-streaming of the Committee meeting of 17 October 2013: debate starting at 11.30 (mainly on herring, with 

debate focused on mackerel at 11.52). 

Contact: jean.weissenberger@ep.europa.eu Page 6 of 6 
 

http://ec.europa.eu/information_society/newsroom/cf/mare/itemdetail.cfm?item_id=12527
http://www.consilium.europa.eu/uedocs/cms_data/docs/pressdata/en/agricult/139047.pdf
http://www.consilium.europa.eu/uedocs/cms_data/docs/pressdata/en/agricult/139047.pdf
http://www.scottishpelagic.co.uk/news_views/mackerel_dispute.htm
http://www.scottishpelagic.co.uk/news_views/mackerel_dispute.htm
http://www.scotsman.com/news/environment/shetland-fishermen-slam-eu-over-mackerel-pirates-1-3143733
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