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MINUTES1 
 

 
Opening of the meeting 
 

1. Mr Svein Roald Hansen, President of the EEA Joint Parliamentary Committee (EEA JPC), opened 
the meeting and welcomed the participants. Mr Jørn Dohrmann, Vice President of the EEA JPC 
also gave some opening remarks. 
 
Adoption of the draft agenda 
 

2. The draft agenda was adopted. 
 
Approval of the minutes of the 48th meeting of the EEA JPC 
 

3. The minutes from the 48th meeting of the EEA JPC were approved. 
 
Developments in the EEA Agreement and follow-up to resolutions adopted at the 48th meeting 
of the EEA JPC 
 

4. Ms Sabine Monauni provided a briefing on recent and ongoing developments in EEA co-operation 
and reported from the EEA Council meeting that had taken place the day before. She said that the 
overall conclusions from the EEA Council were quite positive and all participants agreed that the 
EEA Agreement continued to function well. She said that despite recent challenges in EU-EEA EFTA 
relations, the EEA Agreement had shown itself flexible enough to help bring about practical 
solutions to the challenging issues that had arisen. 
 

5. Ms Monauni mentioned important legal acts that have been incorporated into the EEA Agreement 
since the last EEA Council in May, such as the Wholesale Roaming Regulation and new regulations 
on reducing CO2 emissions and setting emission performance standards for vans and cars. On 
financial services, she explained that in recent months the processing of important legal acts had 
been delayed on the EU side. Still, some progress had been achieved following the dialogue that 
was initiated between experts from the EEA EFTA States and the Commission and following 
meetings at the political level with Commission Vice President Dombrovskis. 
 

                                                             
1 The minutes are subject to subsequent technical and linguistic adaptation, if necessary. 
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6. Ms Monauni also underlined the EEA EFTA States’ participation in EU agencies and supervisory 
authorities as a challenging issue. The trend of granting EU agencies decision-making powers had 
challenged constitutional principles and principles laid down in the EEA Agreement, she said. Ms 
Monauni stated that so far mutually acceptable solutions for the participation of EEA EFTA States 
in agencies dealing with financial services had been found, while more work was needed in sectors 
such as data protection and telecommunications.  
 

7. Ms Monauni highlighted the important contribution the EEA Financial Mechanisms for 2014-2021 
have had in reducing social and economic inequalities in Europe. So far, eight Memoranda of 
Understanding (MoU) had been signed and EEA EFTA States remained confident that the remaining 
Memoranda would be concluded in the coming months, she said.   
 

8. Finally, Ms Monauni briefed the Committee on the discussions in the political dialogue held in 
connection with the EEA Council. On Brexit, the EEA EFTA States had expressed their appreciation 
of the close dialogue that was established with the EU negotiating team. The EEA EFTA Ministers 
also underlined the fact that any transitional arrangements entailing the continued application of 
Single Market rules for a time-limited period after Brexit should also be extended to the EEA EFTA 
States simultaneously.   
 

9. Ms Elina Viilup explained that she was participating on behalf of the president of the EU Council, 
Minister Sven Mikser, who unfortunately could not participate in the meeting. Ms Viilup said that 
it had been important for the EU Presidency to underline in the EEA Council that the EEA Agreement 
was a successful model of cooperation and that the EU and the EEA EFTA States must jointly make 
sure it would stay so in the future. She said that with Brexit, it would remain crucial to ensure the 
continuation of a well-functioning, homogenous EEA that preserved the integrity of the Internal 
Market.  
 

10. Ms Viilup said the EU Presidency welcomed the recent entry into force of the agreements between 
the EU and EEA EFTA States on new financial mechanisms and the ratification of the agreements 
between the EU and Iceland on additional trade preferences in agricultural products and on the 
protection of geographical indications. She informed the Committee that the EU Council would 
adopt the following week the agreement between Norway and the EU on further liberalisation of 
agricultural trade within the framework of Article 19 of the EEA Agreement. The consent of the 
European Parliament was expected by autumn 2018. 
 

11. Ms Viilup stated that the EU Presidency in the EEA Council also recalled that improvements were 
needed on the backlog and in streamlining the incorporation and application of EEA-relevant 
legislation. The EU Presidency furthermore mentioned the challenges relating to the management 
of the stocks of mackerel, Atlanto-Scandian herring and blue whiting in the northeast Atlantic.  
 

12. Finally, Ms Viilup recalled the orientation debate the EEA Council held on measures to develop the 
European data economy and underlined the importance for the Estonian Presidency of the Digital 
Single Market initiatives, the free flow of non-personal data and the General Data Protection 
Regulation. 
 

13. Mr Claude Maerten shared his views on the functioning of the EEA Agreement, on behalf of the 
External Action Service and the European Commission. He stated that the EEA Agreement had 
proven to be a solid basis on which the EU and the EEA EFTA States had built their relations in the 
last 25 years. The Agreement had been an anchor in times of change, Mr Maerten said.  
 

14. Mr Maerten underlined some major achievements since the last EEA JPC meeting in May. He 
mentioned the Wholesale Roaming Regulation that became applicable simultaneously in the EU 
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and in EEA EFTA States. He also mentioned the entry into force of the Agreement on the EEA 
Financial Mechanism and on the Norwegian Financial Mechanism for the 2014-2021 period. He 
highlighted the importance of support to civil society, through the Financial Mechanism, which now 
amounted to a minimum of 10% for every country. 
 

15. Mr Maerten furthermore informed them that on 19 October the EU Council notified Iceland of the 
completion of the EU adoption procedures for the EU-Iceland agricultural trade liberalisation 
agreement under Article 19 of the EEA Agreement and for the Agreement on Geographical 
Indications. The two agreements would therefore enter into force on 1 May 2018.  
 

16. Mr Maerten also mentioned a few challenges. Mr Maerten explained that there remained too 
many legal acts pending incorporation into the EEA Agreement and more efforts were needed to 
speed up the incorporation process, especially in the area of financial services. He underlined 
however that more than half of the current backlog was outside of the financial services area and 
encouraged the EFTA side to take full advantage of the streamlined process and the fast track 
procedure to process other files quickly.  
 

17. In conclusion, Mr Maerten stated that the EU was now in its fifth year of an economic recovery in 
all Member States. He underlined that the EU and EEA EFTA States must work together to make 
the most out of this positive momentum. The completion of the Digital Single Market, the Capital 
Markets Union, the Banking Union and the Security Union remained important.  
 

18. Mr Elfried Hasler asked a question about delays on the EU side on processing legal acts in the area 
of financial services 
 

19. Mr Hansen reiterated the importance of reducing the backlog especially in financial services. Mr 
Hansen also made a comment about the implications of Brexit for the EEA and said that any 
transitional agreement would have to be extended to the entire Single Market.  
 

20. Mr Maerten answered by saying that there was strong commitment from the EU side to process 
files in the financial services area more rapidly despite certain delays since the incorporation of the 
packages on the Financial Supervisory Authorities. Mr Maerten said all necessary efforts were being 
made to ensure homogeneity in the functioning of the financial markets.  
 

21. Mr Hansen further stated that the EEA EFTA States attached great importance to the participation 
in the new European Solidarity Corps which gave young people the opportunity to work in projects 
in their own country or abroad. He underlined that the EU countries still had to agree to include 
the proposal of the European Solidarity Corps in the EEA Agreement.  
 
EEA and Norway Grants – achievements and upcoming priorities  

 
22. Mr Rune Vistad gave a presentation on the achievements and upcoming priorities of the EEA and 

Norway Grants. He started off with a general presentation of the history and goals of the EEA and 
Norway Grants as well as on the work of the Financial Mechanism Office in Brussels. He underlined 
some of the main achievements of the EEA and Norway Grants especially in areas such as 
sustainable development, research, justice and police cooperation, health and civil society. For the 
2014-2021 period, MoUs were to be signed shortly with Latvia, Lithuania and Poland, while 
negotiations for MoUs with Hungary, Slovenia, Cyprus and Croatia were still ongoing.   
 

23. Ms Marianne Marthinsen asked about the possible misuse of funds in Poland and Romania, and on 
new guidelines for transparency and access to documents as well as their implications.  
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24. Mr Vistad answered that the FMO had been active in claiming back funds in cases of misuse and 
that EFTA rules on access to documents were being practised with a view to promoting more 
openness and transparency.  
 

25. Ms Catherine Stihler made a comment on the future role of the EEA/Norway Grants and European 
funding in promoting partnerships and the possible impact of Brexit in that regard.  
 

26. Mr Espen Barth Eide asked whether the FMO had experienced any attitude shifts of certain 
beneficiary countries on the issue of funding for civil society in recent years.  
 

27. Mr Vistad answered that there had been a certain shift in attitudes in recent years which was 
worrying, but that it remained therefore even more important to ensure an independent civil 
society.  
 

28. Mr Smári McCarthy followed up with a question on the funding of civil society through 
governmental agencies which was suggested in certain beneficiary countries.  
 

29. Mr Vistad answered by reiterating the importance of ensuring funding for civil society independent 
from government.  
 

30. Ms Julia Pitera asked a question on the negotiations with Poland and on funding for civil society.  
 

31. Mr Vistad answered that a MoU with Poland had been negotiated and was expected to be signed 
in December.     
 

Brexit and the role of the European Parliament  
 
32. Mr Hasler gave a statement on behalf of the EEA EFTA States. He underlined that the UK’s 

withdrawal from the EU would have direct consequences on the EEA Agreement. He recalled that 
for a State to be a party to the EEA Agreement, it would necessarily have to be either a member of 
the EU or EFTA. Mr Hasler emphasised that the EEA Agreement established rights and obligations 
for the 31 participating states and their citizens and economic operators. As important elements 
of these rights and obligations were being addressed in the first stage of the Brexit negotiations, it 
remained crucial that the EEA dimension was taken into account in the negotiations, he said. 
Finally, Mr Hasler stated that it was important for EEA EFTA States to be involved in how any 
possible transitional arrangements were shaped and how they would apply to the whole EEA.  
 

33. Mr Philippe Lamberts gave a statement on the Brexit negotiations from the point of view of the 
European Parliament. He stated that the position of the Parliament was not different in substance 
from the one of the Council, and he said that a lot of time had been wasted before the initiation of 
the negotiations. Mr Lamberts said that he was worried by the state of the negotiations as there 
remained a lot of work to be done to settle matters in phase one of the negotiations, while no date 
had been set for the start of the second phase of the negotiations.  
 

34. Mr Lamberts expressed the view that concrete solutions were expected from the British 
government on issues such as the financial settlement, citizens’ rights and the Irish border. He 
highlighted the importance of adopting a constructive position in the negotiations and steering 
away from any punitive logic. Finally, Mr Lamberts explained how the Parliament’s Brexit Steering 
Group was organised and its composition. He said that the Steering Group was frequently debriefed 
by chief negotiator Michel Barnier and that the link between the negotiating team and the 
Parliament remained strong. 
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35. Mr Rupert Matthews reacted to the statement by Mr Lamberts and said that delays in the 
negotiations were not only the responsibility of the UK but also of the EU. He said that the EU side 
has pushed for negotiations in two stages and that both sides should focus on concrete steps to 
move the negotiations ahead.  
 

36. Mr Barth Eide made a comment on the high degree of EU integration among most European 
countries, also outside the EU, and asked whether there was an impression from the negotiations 
that the UK would opt for an already existing model of cooperation with the EU.  
 

37. Mr Lamberts answered that the UK would have to acknowledge that it could not benefit from the 
Single Market without accepting obligations such as the ones that were in place for EEA EFTA 
States. He stated that the UK still had to decide on its future model of cooperation with the EU.  
 

38. Ms Jill Evans made a comment on the fact that other governments in the UK such as the Scottish 
or Welsh Governments have started to work out plans for future relations with the EU, all 
underlining the need to keep a link to the Single Market. Ms Evans said that unfortunately the 
Scottish and Welsh Governments had not been involved as promised by the UK Government in the 
negotiation process with the EU. 
 

39. Ms Danuta Hübner made a statement on the work of the Parliament’s Brexit Steering Group. She 
underlined that a lot of efforts had been made in promoting the transparency of the negotiation 
process and in publishing documents online. Ms Hübner said that the UK side had expressed 
commitment to transparency as well, but it did not seem as if all transparency rules were enforced 
as strictly in the UK. She said that while the European Parliament played an important role in the 
negotiations, this was less the case for the British Parliament.  
 

40. Ms Hübner said that the Parliament would have to grant its consent to the final agreement after 
the negotiations, in addition to any other agreement on the future EU-UK relationship. She 
highlighted that the next stages of the negotiation would have to end in October according to the 
current timeline for the agreement to be finalised in 2019. The Parliament’s Constitutional Affairs 
Committee had created an open platform for interaction with citizens and several hearings had 
been organised on Brexit, she said. 
 

41. Ms Heidi Nordby Lunde made a comment on the EEA Agreement and challenges linked to Norway 
not being a part of the EU’s decision making.  
 

42. Mr Hansen asked a question on the potential UK participation in Euratom and in the Open Skies 
Agreement following Brexit.  
 

43. Ms Hübner answered that up until then all existing models of cooperation with the EU seemed to 
have been rejected by the UK and that there was an expectation to negotiate a new type of model. 
She underlined that an enforcement mechanism and a system for conflict resolution would have 
to be found. On Open Skies, she said that aviation would indeed be one of the selected areas of 
cooperation after Brexit but that any form of cooperation would have to be renegotiated. The UK 
would be exiting Euratom as well, but Ms Hübner said she hoped that any issue that would arise 
could be solved efficiently.  
 

44. Mr Elmar Brok made a statement recalling the guidelines of the Council for the Brexit negotiations. 
A country leaving the EU could not have the same advantages as a country remaining in the EU, he 
underlined. This was the same for countries that fulfilled and did not fulfil their obligations under 
the EEA Agreement. Mr Brok said that negotiations should focus on limiting the damage that would 
be caused by Brexit. He added that a divorce agreement settling the question of Brexit had to be 
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finalised before any talk on a future relationship. A transitional period would be needed in order 
to have enough time to settle any post-Brexit agreement.  
 

45. Ms Marthinsen asked a question on the differentiation made between a transition and 
implementation period and on any implications on the EEA Agreement for such a period.   
 

46. Mr Brok said it was very clear that no free trade agreement would be negotiated with the UK by 
March 2018. He explained that it would therefore be difficult to have anything to implement before 
the conclusion of a divorce agreement. Any mixed agreement would have to be ratified by national 
parliament as well and would therefore need more time.  
 

47. Mr McCarthy said that up until then a lot of focus had been put on institutional problems in the UK 
and less on the costs of Brexit to EEA Member States. He stated that Iceland would certainly be 
affected in terms of fisheries and pharmaceuticals and asked how Brexit could affect EU-EEA EFTA 
relations.  
 

48. Mr Brok answered that he did not believe Brexit would cause any major changes to EU and EEA 
EFTA relations.  
 

49. Mr David Campbell Bannerman said that in his own opinion the UK would be in a far better position 
by leaving the EU. He explained that the UK would retain its sovereignty while at the same time 
having a constructive relation with the EU. Mr Bannerman criticised the fact that the negotiations 
had been divided up in phases stating that better solutions could be found by linking issues. He 
highlighted the importance of the UK for EU trade and said that if a trade agreement with the EU 
would come at too high a cost, a solution could be to rely on WTO rules.  
 

50. Mr Barth Eide made a comment on the EEA EFTA model and underlined that the three countries 
were a part of the four freedoms and Schengen. He said that EEA EFTA States were concerned 
about any implications a trade agreement with the UK could have for the whole EEA.  
 

51. Mr Hansen closed the session. 
 
(Thursday 16 November) 
Swiss-EU relations 
 
52. Mr Thomas Aeschi updated the EEA JPC on Swiss-EU relations. He explained the particularities of 

the Swiss model and recent developments in Swiss-EU relations. Mr Aeschi mentioned the Swiss 
immigration referendum of 2014 and said that as a result the EU had stopped updating certain 
bilateral agreements. The Swiss People’s Party had now proposed a new initiative on cancelling 
Switzerland’s participation in the free movement of people.  
 

53. Mr Aeschi also briefed the Committee on the ongoing talks with the EU on a common institutional 
framework. Following 20 rounds of negotiations, no agreement had been concluded. Several Swiss 
political parties remained opposed to an agreement that would give the European Court of Justice 
jurisdiction over the Swiss-EU bilateral agreements, he said.  
 

54. Mr Aeschi informed them about the signing of an EU-Switzerland taxation agreement on the 
automatic exchange of information with the EU. Following the rejection of the Government’s tax 
reform following a public vote, a new tax reform proposal had been presented by the Government, 
Mr Aeschi said.  
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55. Finally, Mr Aeschi mentioned the election of Mr Ignazio Cassis to the Federal Council of Switzerland. 
He would be in charge of EU-Swiss relations as head of the Federal Department of Foreign Affairs.  
 

56. Mr Dohrmann asked about the new foreign minister’s agenda and his willingness to renegotiate or 
reset the discussions on an institutional agreement with the EU. He also asked about the meetings 
that had been held between Switzerland and the UK on Brexit.  
 

57. Mr Hansen asked whether there was any fear that the initiative from the Swiss People’s Party on 
curbing the free movement of persons would cause any more problems in EU-Swiss relations.  
 

58. Mr Aeschi answered that he expected the new foreign minister to clarify his position on a reset of 
the EU talks within two months. On the Swiss-UK talks, he explained that an informal dialogue had 
been initiated with a view to having a trade agreement in place the day the UK left the EU. On the 
initiative of the Swiss People’s Party, Mr Aeschi said it was up to the Swiss people to decide on how 
they envisaged cooperation with the EU, even if that decision could lead to some difficulties in EU-
Swiss relations.  
 

59. Mr Hans-Peter Portmann commented that the new Swiss Foreign Minister would need some time 
to assess the state of the negotiations with the EU. It remained primordial to safeguard a good and 
constructive cooperation with the EU, he said. On the UK, Mr Portmann added that if no transitional 
agreement was in place by the time of Brexit, Switzerland was ready to negotiate a trade 
agreement with the UK.  
 

60. Ms Kathy Riklin made a comment criticising the initiative of the Swiss People’s Party on cancelling 
Switzerland’s participation in the free movement of people. She said it was important to normalise 
the bilateral relation between Switzerland and the EU.  
 

61. Ms Mercedes Bresso also made a comment underlining the importance of normalising the bilateral 
relations between Switzerland and the EU. She said that it would be difficult however to negotiate 
a new EU-Swiss agreement if commitments made through international treaties could be 
challenged constantly or invalidated by popular voting in Switzerland.  
 

62. Mr Jasenko Selimovic said that a country could not pick and choose from the EU’s four freedoms. 
Mr Selimovic stated that trade across Europe nowadays did not only consist of trade in 
commodities but also in services. All parties had a responsibility to make the project of a common 
market functional, he added.  
 

63. Mr Didier Berberat stated that he agreed that popular voting could create difficulties if it was used 
to invalidate international treaty commitments. He said that all parties in Switzerland except the 
Swiss People’s Party would like to continue to develop good relations with the EU. Mr Berberat 
said that he hoped that the Swiss People’s Party would rethink its participation in the Government 
given its positions on Europe.   
 

64. Mr Aeschi reacted to the comment from Mr Berberat and said that the Swiss People’s Party was 
indeed interested in having good bilateral agreements with all regions of the world but that he was 
unhappy with the way the relationship with the EU was structured. Reacting to Mr Selimovic’s 
comment, Mr Aeschi stated that the payments asked by the EU in return for free trade were highly 
unusual. He said that the new EU-Swiss framework being negotiated then had a very low 
probability of being accepted by the Swiss people.  
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65. Mr Matthews criticised the EU’s position stating that the EU was punishing Switzerland. Making 
the link to Brexit, he added that the decisions of Switzerland as a sovereign country must be 
respected and described the EU’s attitude as bullying.  
 

66. Ms Stihler reacted and criticised the point made by Mr Matthews on the EU’s position and Brexit. 
On the Swiss relations, she underlined that democratic countries still had to bear the consequences 
of their decisions.  
 

67. Mr Portmann reacted to the comment made earlier by Ms Bresso and Mr Selimovic. He said that 
Switzerland was taking responsibility in making cooperation and solidarity in Europe functional.   
 

The Energy Union: Recent developments in the “Clean Energy for All” package 
 
68. Ms Kaja Kallas gave a briefing on the work towards the Energy Union and on the electricity market 

design. Recent legislative proposals on the electricity market design had adopted a market-based 
approach, she said. Ms Kallas explained that such legislation could play an important role in 
facilitating energy cooperation across EU Member States to the benefit of the consumers. She 
added that with today’s situation some member states still preferred to favour and protect their 
own national market.  
 

69. Mr Aeschi asked a question on the functioning of the European energy market and whether 
subsidies for the energy sector in Germany were conforming to WTO standards.  
 

70. Ms Kallas answered that from the EU side there were efforts to get rid of all national subsidies. She 
said that certain forms of state aid could be approved by the Commission but agreed that fair 
competition was essential for the market to work properly.  
 

71. Mr Barth Eide commended the important work done with the legislative proposal and said it was 
an important step towards decarbonised societies and in combating climate change.  
 

72. Mr Hansen asked whether there was resistance from EU Member States against granting more 
powers to the Agency for the Cooperation of Energy Regulators (ACER) and away from national 
regulatory agencies.   
 

73. Ms Kallas made a comment on the importance of this proposal in combating climate change. On 
ACER, she said that there was some reluctance from some EU Member States towards delegating 
more powers to European regulatory agencies but that oversight from such agencies was needed 
for the Energy Union to work.  
 

74. Mr Hans-Olaf Henkel gave a statement on proposals in the Clean Energy package from the 
Commission. He stated that he was in favour of the proposals as creating a common energy market 
remained one of the main priorities in completing the common market in Europe. Mr Henkel said 
that the fact that each EU Member State could still determine their own energy mix remained a 
challenge to achieving a true common energy market.  
 

75. Mr Barth Eide asked Mr Henkel what system could replace the national energy mix and whether 
there could be an EU target energy mix.   
 

76. Mr Henkel answered that there was a contradiction between the goal of an energy market and the 
right of each country to determine their own energy mix. He added that in an ideal situation only 
the market would determine the energy mix of each country.  
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77. Mr Gunnar Hökmark gave a briefing on the EU’s work towards the Energy Union. He underlined 
three main goals of the Energy Union: energy security, guarantying competitiveness with low prices 
for consumers and fighting climate change through the reduction of emissions.  
 

78. Mr Dohrmann asked a question on who should pay the bill for the development of renewable 
energies, as such power sources were often more expensive to develop.  
 

79. Mr Hökmark answered that commercial preconditions in addition to possibilities for state aid 
should be looked into in order to help invest in expensive renewable energies. He explained that it 
was important to move away from inefficient national energy markets.  
 

80. Mr Hansen asked a question about the governance of the Energy Union and the scrutiny by the EU 
of the EEA EFTA States.  
 

81. Mr Dohrmann asked a question about the possibilities for power storage through new 
technologies.  
 

82. Mr Hökmark answered by saying that the issue of the participation of EEA EFTA States in the 
governance of the Energy Union was a complicated issue but that it would remain up to those 
States to find good solutions to that participation. He underlined that it would be an important 
element of the Clean Energy package to set targets on the development of renewable energies.  
 

83. Mr Barth Eide made a comment referring to the Norwegian experience with renewables and 
underlined that there was a need for enhanced international structural cooperation on renewable 
energies.  
 

Horizontal challenges in the EEA regarding EU agencies 
 
84. Mr Hansen made a statement on horizontal challenges to the participation of EEA EFTA States in 

EU agencies. He described the development of the participation of EEA EFTA States in EU agencies 
and the increase of powers delegated to EU regulatory agencies. He explained that this had raised 
significant challenges with regard to the transfer of national competencies to the European level 
and the participation of EEA EFTA States within the EEA Agreement. Mr Hansen mentioned the EEA 
EFTA States’ participation in the agencies of the European System of Financial Supervision and 
ACER as particularly challenging.  
 

85. Ms Stihler made a comment on the importance of transparency over the decision making of EU 
agencies. She said that she understood the concerns of EEA EFTA States regarding representation 
in EU agencies and the binding nature of certain decisions taken by EU agencies. Ms Stihler 
underlined that it was important to find practical solutions to assure the participation of both the 
EU and the EEA EFTA States.  
 

86. Ms Marthinsen asked about the solution found for the participation of EEA EFTA States to ACER. 
She asked whether it could serve as a good model for the participation of EEA EFTA States in future 
EU agencies.  
 

87. Ms Stihler answered that the solution in the case of ACER could indeed serve as a model for 
participation in future EU agencies. 
 

88. Mr Hansen said that increasing the role of the EFTA Surveillance Authority in the EFTA pillar could 
become a good example for future participation of the EEA EFTA States in EU agencies.   
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Future work of the EEA JPC 
 
89. Mr Dohrmann briefed the Committee on discussions in the EEA JPC Bureau meeting where it was 

suggested that the future work of the EEA JPC would continue to focus on Brexit and the Energy 
package in addition to cybersecurity, mobility and consumer protection. 
 

Election of the Chair and the Vice Chair for 2018 
 
90. The Committee elected Mr Dohrmann and Mr Hasler as Chair and Vice Chair of the JPC for 2018. 

 
Any other business 
 
91. There was no other business. 

 
Date and place of next meeting 
 
92. The next EEA JPC meeting will be held in Norway from 7 to 9 May 2018. 
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Mr Gunnar HÖKMARK MEP, Group of the European People's Party 

Ms Danuta HÜBNER MEP, Group of the European People’s Party 

Ms Eli JONSVIK Norwegian Mission to the EU 

Ms Kaja KALLAS MEP, Alliance of Liberals and Democrats for Europe 

Ms Kristel KEERMA Vice Chair of EFTA Working Party, Estonian 
Presidency of the Council of the EU 

Mr Philippe LAMBERTS MEP, Group of the Greens/European Free Alliance 

Mr Claude MAERTEN EEAS, Co-Chair of the EEA Joint Committee 

H.E. Ms Sabine MONAUNI President-in-Office of the EEA Joint Committee also 
representing the President-in-office of the EEA Council 

Mr Matin SKYLV EEAS, Western Europe division 

H.E. Ms Oda Helen SLETNES Ambassador, Norwegian Mission to the EU 

Ms Elina VIILUP Chair of EFTA Working Party, Estonian Presidency of 
the Council of the EU 

Mr Rune VISTAD Head of Programmes Department, Financial 
Mechanism Office 

 


