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The Epistemic Community in Arctic Fisheries Governance:
A Case Study of the International Council
for the Exploration of the Sea

ZHAO Long'

( 1.Shanghai Institutes for International Studies Shanghai 200233  China)

Abstract: The reliance of state actors on the knowledge of scientist groups makes an important feature of
current global governance. In new frontiers of global governance such as deep seas polar regions outer
space and cyberspace the epistemic community based on knowledge authority and network of scientists
have also become important factors shaping the effectiveness of governance. In Arctic fisheries governance
the International Council for the Exploration of the Sea as an important epistemic community adheres to
principles of dual identity demand-driven and non-direct constraint in the participation of governance
while governance features of consensus-based open and non-mandatory contribute to the agenda-setting
national policy and social consensus of Arctic fisheries as well as indirectly promote the decision-making
process. However the balance between the soft denationalization of the epistemic community and the na—
tional identity of the scientist group the phased decline or reverse influence of the epistemic community’s
influence the mutual competition between different epistemic communities etc. constitute major con—
straints to its participation into Arctic fisheries governance.

Key words: global governance; Arctic fisheries; epistemic community; agenda-setting; scientist group
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