
Greenland halibut (area I and II)
Lack of EU fishing rights despite 

strong historical track record



ICES area I and II



EU GHL Svalbard rigths



EU Member States share in GHL quota in the Svalbard area
based on historical track records
• How should be the EU share of the GHL Svalbard quota calculated?

Using Norway’s methodology for calculating the EU share in the Svalbard cod quota, the EU’s GHL 
share should be based on its historical fishing activity in Svalbard from 1967–1976.

• What is the Cod-Based Method?

a) EU COD catches in the Svalbard (IIB) area (1967–1976), divided by

b) Total COD catches in ICES Areas I and II (1967–1976) by all countries

• Why apply the same method to GHL?

a) Precedent set for cod,

b) Methodological coherence,

c) Allocation based on historical track records,

d) Consistency with Norway’s established practice.



GHL historical track records (area I and II) 1967 -1976

• EU had strong track 
record in the area I and 
II GHL fishery during 
the period 1967-76

• The share of fishing:

• Russia 42,938%

• Norway 29,606%

• EU 26,298%

• Other 0,010 %
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GHL quota shares in Svalbard area (IIb)
Using Norway’s cod-based method

*TAC 2025 according to the protocol of the 54th session of the Joint Norwegian-Russian Fisheries Commission
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EU would have the #2 biggest share of GHL in 
Svalbard area

Resulting in 3.831mt of quota for 2025



GHL moratorium 1992-2009
Norwegian strategic behaviour during moratorium

1992–2000: Moratorium implemented in line with ICES advice.



GHL moratorium introduced by NOR in 1992

• GHL moratorium 
introduced by NOR 
(except by-catch, 
research and Norwegian 
coastal fishing)



GHL catches 1992 - 2000

GHL catches (area I and II)

ICES 
recc.

NOR TAC 
(coastal)

research 
quota total quota

NOR 
catches

RUS 
catches

NOR + RUS 
catches

1992 6000 7 000 7 000 7 667 718 8 385
1993 7000 7 000 7 000 10 380 1 235 11 615
1994 <12000 11 000 11 000 8 428 283 8 711
1995 0 2 500 2 500 9 368 794 10 162
1996 0 2 500 2 500 11 623 1 576 13 199
1997 0 2 500 2 500 7 661 1 038 8 699
1998 0 2 500 2 500 8 435 2 659 11 094
1999 0 2 500 2 500 15 004 3 823 18 827
2000 0 2 500 2 500 9 083 4 568 13 651



GHL moratorium 1992-2009
Norwegian strategic behaviour during moratorium

2001–2009: Moratorium maintained despite ICES advice (<11,000 mt)



2001–2009: Moratorium maintained despite ICES
• 2001: Norway upholds the moratorium despite ICES advice (< 11,000 mt) but keeps 

quotas for Norwegian coastal fleet and introduces research quotas

• between 2001 – 2009 Norway sustained the moratorium despite ICES advice 
allowed for fishing activity. Why wasn't the fishery open?



Is there a scientific basis for maintaining by NOR and 
RUS high research quotas during the moratorium?

year research quota (NOR + RUS)

2001 2 000

2002 3 000

2003 6 000

2004 6 000

2005 6 000

2006 9 000

2007 9 800

2008 8 000

2009 8 000



GHL catches 2001 - 2009

GHL catches (area I and II)

ICES 
recc.

NOR TAC 
(coastal)

research 
quota total quota

NOR 
catches

RUS 
catches

NOR + RUS 
catches

2001<11000 2 500 2 000 4 500 10 896 4 694 15 590
2002<11000 2 500 3 000 5 500 7 143 5 584 12 727
2003<13000 2 500 6 000 8 500 8 216 4 384 12 600
2004<13000 2 500 6 000 8 500 13 939 4 662 18 601
2005<13000 2 500 6 000 8 500 13 028 4 883 17 911
2006<13000 2 500 9 000 11 500 11 119 6 055 17 174
2007<13000 2 500 9 800 12 300 8 203 6 484 14 687
2008<13000 2 500 8 000 10 500 7 434 5 294 12 728
2009<13000 2 500 8 000 10 500 8 542 3 335 11 877



Moratorium catches (area I and II), including bycatch 
and research, compared with TAC and research quotas

Annual Average Catch 
Under Moratorium:
• Norway – 9 500 mt
• Russia – 3 500 mt
• EU – 550 mt



Moratorium lifted

• moratorium lifted by the joint NOR-RUS Commission for 2010

• Coincides with the Norway–Russia maritime border delimitation 
agreement

• ICES advise for 2010? No change from previous years



New GHL allocation key after
moratorium



New GHL allocation key after
moratorium

One year prior to reopening the 
fishery, Norway and Russia started
discussion on the GHL allocation key

Results:

Norway – 51% 

Russia – 45%

Third countries (including EU) – 4% 
as by-catch only



Conclusion
• The moratorium served as a „pause button” to build

NOR/RUS historical track records

• This 18-year gap in direct activity weakend the EU's claims 
for GHL quota allocations.

• The moratorium was used to transform a multilateral 
resource into a bilateral one.

• Paris (Svalbard) Treaty access rights not respected
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