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  15 December 2016 09.30 - 12.00 

  
Location: European Parliament, Strasbourg 

Meeting room: SDM S5, Salvador de Madariaga building 

 
MINUTES1 

 
 

Opening of the meeting 
1. Mr Jørn Dohrmann, President of the EEA Joint Parliamentary Committee (EEA JPC), opened the 

meeting and welcomed the participants. He welcomed Sven Roald Hansen, who will replace the 
current Vice-chair of the EEA JPC, on behalf of Norway. 

 
Adoption of the draft agenda 
2. The draft agenda was adopted. 
 
Approval of the minutes of the 46th meeting of the EEA JPC 
3. The minutes from the 46th meeting of the EEA JPC were approved. 
 
Developments in the EEA Agreement and follow-up to resolutions adopted at the 46th meeting of 
the EEA JPC 
 
1. Ms Ľubica Karvašová, Representing the Co-Chair of the EEA Council, spoke on behalf of the Slovak 

presidency. She started off by mentioning a few important issues from the Presidency period. 
Firstly, she mentioned the Bratislava Summit of 27 where they committed to the Bratislava 
roadmap.  
 

2. She furthermore mentioned the progress achieved during their Presidency in the area of migration, 
the EU budget for 2017, the European Border and Coast Guard and the Counter-terrorism 
directive. 
  

3. She also said that the Slovak Presidency attaches a great importance to the work with the European 
Parliament and expressed her appreciation for the contribution of the EEA Joint Parliamentary 
Committee to a broader parliamentary dimension of relations between the EU and the EEA EFTA 
States.  
 

4. She continued by highlighting a few issues discussed at the EEA Council in November 2016 and 
mentioned in particular the well-functioning of the EEA Agreement as a cornerstone for advancing 
economic relations and internal market integration between the EU and the EEA EFTA States. The 
recent adoption by the EEA EFTA States of the first package on the European Supervisory 

                                                             
1 The minutes are subject to subsequent technical and linguistic adaptation, if necessary. 
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Authorities and the close cooperation between the EU and the EEA EFTA states in energy and 
climate change was also mentioned. 

5. She also commended the positive contribution of the financial mechanisms in reducing economic 
and social disparities in the EEA and welcomed that the Norwegian financial mechanism is 
provisionally applied as of 1 July 2016 and the EEA financial mechanism as of 1 August 2016. 
 

6. A few issues, on which improvements are still needed, were also highlighted such as liberalisation 
of agricultural trade and the backlog of EU legal acts which is too high.  
 

7. H.E. Ms Bergdis Ellertsdottir, President-in-Office of the EEA Joint Committee and representing the 
President-in-Office of the EEA Council, stressed the significance of the EEA agreement and faced 
with new uncertainties over the future development of the European Union, she underlined that 
it is more important than ever to make the EEA a political priority and ensure that the Agreement 
continues to function well.  
 

8. She mentioned that there had been made important progress on a number of dossiers that have 
been on the agenda for a long time.  
 

9. Firstly, she mentioned that the Agreement on the EEA Financial Mechanism for the new period 
2014-2021 was ratified by all three national parliaments in the EEA EFTA States during the summer 
2016. Justice and home affairs, environment, civil society, culture and fundamental rights, 
innovation, research and competitiveness are key priority areas.  
 

10. A new fund for regional cooperation is also being established under the new Mechanism, a large 
portion of which will be used to promote sustainable youth employment.  
 

11. She continued by saying that the first package of Decisions related to the European Financial 
Supervisory Authorities were adopted by the EEA Joint Committee in the autumn 2016 and that 
the creation of the European Financial Supervisory Authorities raised a number of political and 
constitutional challenges in the EEA EFTA States.  
 

12. She continued by commenting on some specific issues which she had been asked to address on 
trade and agricultural relations. She underlined that agreements on trade in agricultural products 
are negotiated on a bilateral basis between the EU and the EEA EFTA States. With regards to Iceland 
the negotiations with the EU on further liberalisation of agricultural trade, on the protection of 
geographical indications, and on trade in processed agricultural products were concluded in 
September 2016. Negotiations between Norway and the EU are currently ongoing.  
 

13. Another item that she commented on was the Regulation on Common Rules and Standards for 
Ship Inspection and Survey Organisations that raises the issue of fines and the transfer of 
competences to ESA for the EEA EFTA States which is currently under discussion in the EEA EFTA 
Member States. With regard to the Offshore Safety Directive, she said that the EEA EFTA States do 
not consider this act to be EEA relevant, as it falls outside the geographical scope of the EEA 
Agreement. 
 

14. She then turned to Brexit and said that a decision by the United Kingdom to leave the EU will also 
have consequences for the EEA Agreement. In order to safeguard the EEA Agreement and to 
ensure the continuation of a well-functioning, homogeneous Internal Market in Europe, it is crucial 
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to have regular consultations between the EU and the EEA EFTA States on the EEA related aspects 
of a UK withdrawal agreement and on the future relations between the EU and the UK, as soon as 
Article 50 is triggered.  

 
15. Mr Vaclav Navratil, Representing the Co-Chair of the EEA Joint Committee,  highlighted the three 

main aspects where we could do more to safeguard the overall success in the functioning of the 
EEA Agreement for the coming months: 1) addressing the issue of the existing backlog of legal acts 
pending incorporation into the Agreement; 2) respecting the deadlines for fulfilment of 
constitutional requirements; 3) respecting the agreed working schedule and make progress in the 
Agreement's take up of the comprehensive and substantial package of EU legislation in the area of 
financial services.  

 
16. He also noted the recent provisional entry into force of the signed agreements on the 2014-2021 

EEA/Norway Financial Mechanisms as well as of the additional protocols on trade in fish and 
fisheries products between Norway and the EU and Iceland and the EU.  In the last two decades, 
despite all political and legislative changes, it was the EEA Agreement, which ensured that the EEA 
EFTA States became the closest partners of the EU. This remains valid not only in the area of the 
Single Market, which links our economies and societies to an unprecedented level, but much more 
beyond that. The EEA EFTA States as like-minded countries cooperate closely with the EU in various 
types of political, humanitarian and diplomatic efforts to address many crisis in the world.  He also 
mention their alignment with the sanctions, which is highly appreciated by the EU, as well as the 
cooperation in Arctic. All these elements form very solid building blocks on which our relationship 
is based and which further deepen our cooperation anchored in the EEA Agreement. 

 
17. Mr Sven Erik Svedman, President of the EFTA Surveillance Authority, mentioned that ESA has two 

open investigations in the transport sector. In the Color Line/Sandefjord Municipality case, ESA is 
investigating a popular ferry route for tax-free sales between Norway and Sweden where they look 
into Color Line’s long-term access to Sandefjord harbour. The other case is the investigation 
whether the Norwegian airline company Widerøe abused a dominant position by refusing to 
supply an essential part of a navigation system required for landing at several regional airports in 
Norway.  
 

18. In the field of communications, ESA sent a Statement of Objections to Telenor early this year 
expressing concerns that Telenor may have abused a dominant market position in mobile 
communications services in Norway.  
 

19. He furthermore said that ESA have intervened in the pending case before the Reykjavík District 
Court known as the Byko/Norvík case. The case concerns cartel activities in the hardware sector in 
Iceland.  
 

20. An important ongoing case in the tech space concerns the evolving area of e-commerce. Mr 
Svedman said that ESA had opened a formal investigation in October on whether DNB, Nordea, 
Finance Norway and BankID Norway colluded to prevent a new market entrant from providing its 
new e-payments service in Norway.  
 

21. Mr Svedman continued by saying that the case on e-payments is illustrative of the profound 
changes they are seeing with the development of the internet-based market economy. Uber and 
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Airbnb are some of the other visible examples of a new type of market players and ESA has seen a 
number of court cases connected to the new market model.  
 

22. Finally, he mentioned recent decisions concerning Norwegian measures to address pollution such 
as the approval of a scheme to encourage the shift of freight from road to water. Support will be 
granted to coastal or short sea services provided that they avoid lorry journeys, thereby reducing 
pollution.  
 

Consideration of the draft report/resolution on The Annual Report on the Functioning of the EEA 
Agreement in 2015 
 
23. Ms Svein Roald Hansen, started by saying that the number of legal acts incorporated into the EEA 

Agreement in 2015 was lower than in 2014 but that the backlog of legal acts not yet entered into 
the Agreement stayed more or less the same. Unfortunately, the backlog has further increased in 
2016, but hopefully, with the further incorporation of legal acts within finance and e-
communication, there will be better numbers next year. 
 

24. The backlog is the common responsibility of the EU and the EEA EFTA States. Mr Hansen therefore 
urge both sides to ensure that the backlog is reduced as much as possible. For legal acts of a more 
technical nature this should not be a problem. The challenge are legal acts of a more political or 
constitutional nature. In these cases, he said that it should be in both sides’ interest to find good 
solutions and ensure a level playing field in the EEA. 
 

25. Mr Hansen welcomed the fact that the EU financial agencies was incorporated into the EEA 
Agreement in September 2016. With the new proposal by the Commission on e-communication 
from October this year, it also seems that the BEREC regulation from 2009 and related legal acts 
now can be cleared for incorporation into the EEA Agreement.  
 

26. He also made reference to the transposition of legal acts into national law that are already 
incorporated into the EEA Agreement. He highlighted that the EEA EFTA States, in 2015 reduced 
the transposition deficit. Taking into account that the deficit increased slightly in the first half of 
2016, he urged the relevant authorities in the EEA EFTA States to make the necessary efforts to 
reduce the transposition deficit on a more permanent basis.  
 

27. Mr Hansen continued by saying that he welcomed that the agreement on a new period for 2014 
to 2021 for the EEA and Norway Grants was signed in May 2016. For the EEA EFTA States certain 
sectors will be of specific interest in the new grants period, such as energy/climate, research and 
innovation, and justice and home affairs. In addition, considerable support will, and should be 
given to various NGOs in the different beneficiary states as this sector is important to ensure 
vibrant democracies throughout the EEA, and to protect core European values.  
 

28. Finally, he said that Brexit was not an issue in 2015 and is therefore not referred to in the Annual 
Report by the EEA Joint Committee. However, it has dominated a lot of the discussions since the 
referendum in the UK. For the EEA EFTA States it is important to protect and promote the EEA 
Agreement which remains the framework for relations with the EU and also the UK until they leave 
the EU and the EEA.  
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29. He furthermore proposed to have a joint resolution in the EEA JPC to encourage close dialogue 
between the EEA EFTA States and the EU with regard to the upcoming Brexit negotiations. Close 
dialogue is important as an exit agreement involving internal market rules would have to cover the 
entire European Economic Area, not only the EU27. 
 

30. In conclusion, he underlined that the Annual Report from the EEA Joint Committee was submitted 
very late to the Joint Parliamentary Committee this year. This makes the JPC’s work more difficult 
and less relevant. 
 

31. He therefore urged the relevant EEA authorities to speed up the process with the Annual Report 
next year, so that the Joint Parliamentary Committee can submit their resolution already at the 
spring meeting in Iceland in May 2017. 
 

32. Mr Dohrmann decided not to comment on the draft report/resolution due to the lack of time and 
proposed to proceed directly to the adoption. The resolution was adopted. 
 
 

Economic and political challenges to the future of the Single Market 
 

33. Mr David Campbell Bannerman, opened by presenting his views on how Europe is different than 
the EU. He emphasized several elements that made the Brexit vote successful: National 
sovereignty, freedom of borders and migration control. He reflected on the freedom of trade deals, 
as the UK is considering 30 possible free trade agreements. A lot of trade deals are not working 
and TTIP can possibly fail. He advocates a flexible EEA for UK. The worst case scenario for the UK 
after Brexit - when its international trade policy might not be successful, is WTO rules. He then 
moved on to EFTA, he does not believe that the UK will return back to EFTA and be part of the EEA, 
as it is too restrictive.  He believes that Brexit could be done quicker than the EU - Canada deal. 
 

34. Sven Roald Hansen, posed a question on alternative trade deals that the UK could have with US or 
China, especially when China fails in its obligations concerning human rights. He also pointed out 
that with regards to national sovereignty, UK has more than 900 international deals.  
 

35. Mr Ove Trellevik, questioned the future of the financial sector in London.  
 

36. Mr Jasenko Selimovic, questioned the future of British export if they restrict migration. Argues that 
the EEA countries should take on their role and share experience during Brexit negotiations.  
 

37. Mr Paul Rubig, asked about Scottish independence and its possible future without the UK.  
 

38. Ms Marianne Aasen, asked Mr Bannerman how he sees the future of the relations with the EU.  
 

39. Ms Mercedes Bresso, questioned the single market and also uniformed regulation that allows 
proper movement of goods, people and capital. Argues that it must be clear that non-EU countries 
cannot have the same treatment as EU countries. She said that the Single Market is not the same 
as a trade agreement. 
 

40. Mr Bannerman believed that Brexit would not affect the financial sector in London. Although the 
banks are worried, and a lot of banks are setting up small offices in the EU. In some sectors there 
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can be more impact than in others, but in general not. It is less likely after Brexit that Scotland will 
become independent. There is a strong Spanish opposition to independent Scotland. Two thirds of 
Scottish export goes to England. He believes that the Council of Europe is not used enough and 
argues for a European commonwealth, as the EU is not intergovernmental. He believes that they 
can negotiate Brexit peacefully and keep friendly relations. 

 
41. Ms Catherine Stihler, believed the single market is pivotal. There is also an importance of the digital 

single market. Additionally, it is important to have an enforcement of rules in order to make the 
single market better. Brexit is a moving picture. Whether Brexit would be voted in parliament the 
Supreme Court will decide in January. 
 

42. Mr Daniel Dalton, added that from the UK perspective, the single market is the most important. 
Just shows the success of the single market. He has a different view than MEP Bannerman, as there 
is division in the UK Conservative party. Notes that we need to be positive on what trade has done 
in the last 20 years. He hopes that the UK will stay as close as possible with EU and the EEA. The 
rise of competition because of globalisation, increased the division between high skilled and low 
skilled workers. This should be taken into account more. The Single market can be a justification 
for a lot of issues that do not have anything to do with it. He mentioned an example of brain drain 
in his constituency. He also said that the non-tariff barriers within the internal market needs to be 
tackled.  
 

43. Mr Sven Roald Hansen stated that to be in the EEA agreement, you have to be in the EU or in EFTA. 
He also said that he believed that the EFTA countries should have a role with the Brexit 
negotiations.  
 

44. Mr Jasenko Selimovic, reminded that the EEA was established 20 years ago. Removing barriers was 
not an easy task but that the advantages are undeniable. Trade has made countries more attractive 
for investment and he warned about the rise of populism due to economic failures of liberalism. 
He furthermore said that the UK politicians do not know how to implement Brexit. British people 
will have a serious challenge. He believed that the EEA EFTA Countries have a role to play as a 
model both for UK and for the others, to show the way. He offered help regarding the parliament 
side and argued that the ‘issues of the world’ are too big to be answered by one country.  
 

45. Mr Jørn Dohrmann believes that we need to respect how people vote in other countries. Politicians 
should be more aware of the real concerns of the people. He mentioned the example of two EP 
seats (Brussels and Strasbourg) as something the citizens do not understand, it is difficult to explain 
to them. If we just continue business as usual, the EU can be destroyed. We need to search for 
solutions with which the citizens could identify themselves. It is therefore important to keep 
discussing these issues and listen to the points of view of the EEA EFTA states. 
 

46. Mr Vilhjálmur Bjarnason argues that the main issue of ESA is competition. He is concerned that 
those who are losing the competition are turning to populism.  
 

47. Sven Roald Hansen stated that the services sector is an increasingly important part of the economy.  
 

48. Ms Marianne Aasen compared Norwegian and UK referendum for EU membership, and 
emphasized the difference. She said that politicians are not always good to explain what countries 
get from international involvement. It is also a challenge that the media is not covering EU matters.  
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49. Ms Irene Johansen, expressed that the big majority in Norway, around 70 percent, is against the 

EU.  However, 73 percent are satisfied with the EEA agreement. The majority thinks that the EU is 
best placed to solve migration challenges. This shows that an overall discussion in Norway is 
needed on EU and EEA issues. 
 

50. Mr Gunnar Gundersen mentioned examples from the UK how people are commuting due to the 
industrial changes. This is what globalisation is blamed for.  
 

51. Mr Daniel Dalton added that EEA and EFTA is at the front of everyone’s mind now in the UK. Many 
think that UK does not know what it actually wants which might be because no one believed Brexit 
even when the polls closed. He added one point on competition: the experience in UK shows that 
you have enormous opportunities if you are well educated but if you are unskilled, you will 
compete for your job with people that can work for a much lower wage, in other parts of the world. 
As a result, you have a massive disconnect in society. The leaders have not yet worked out how to 
address globalisation. That has turned in the UK to blaming the EU, the single market and 
immigration. He hopes that the UK will stay as close as possible to EFTA-EEA.  
 

52. Mr Jasenko Selimovic noted that even if EU does not have satisfying answers to the all concerns of 
its citizens, one should not forget why the European project started. Experience in Sweden with 
the fall of the Swedish crown made people understand that many problems cannot be solved 
through a one-nation state and this led to Sweden joining the EU. He believes that UK will realise 
it at some point as well.  
 
Swiss - EU relations 
 

53. Ms Kathy Riklin, stated that the implementation of the 2014 mass immigration initiative had 
dominated the Swiss political agenda for the past three years. She said that the agreement reached 
by parliament on Monday 12 December aims to make greater use of domestic workers and curb 
immigration indirectly, but it bears little resemblance to the original initiative.  
 

54. A first implementation concept that was discussed in Parliament included an obligation for 
employers to report vacancies to the Swiss employment offices and giving domestic unemployed 
persons a privilege over foreign job-seekers. These measures have been perceived as too 
bureaucratic. 
  

55. She said that further into the consultations the proposal was adapted towards a more business-
friendly and discrimination-free version. The obligation for employers to report vacant positions 
to the employment offices remains, but only in sectors and regions touched by an unemployment 
rate above the national average. This proposal were expected to be adopted in the final vote on 
Friday 16 December.  
 

56. With regards to the Croatia Protocol and Horizon 2020 she said that in its summer session 
parliament decided to link the solution of the implementation of the popular initiative on mass 
immigration with the ratification of the protocol that extends the free movement of persons to 
Croatia. The signing of the protocol is itself a condition of Switzerland’s full association status on 
the Erasmus+ and Horizon 2020 research programme.  
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57. With the consultations in the parliament on the implementation of the popular initiative being 
compatible with the obligations of the bilateral agreements with the EU, she said that they are 
confident that the Federal Council will be able to ratify the protocol in due time and Switzerland 
will be able to participate fully in the European research programmes again. 
 

58. Finally she mentioned two upcoming popular votes in Switzerland such as the Corporate Tax 
Reform III and a vote on the facilitated naturalization of persons of the third alien generation.  
 

59. Mr Sven Roald Hansen asked if the EU will be satisfied with the solution.  
 

60. Ms Kathy Riklin said that the new law provides the EU citizens with equal opportunities, hence it 
should be satisfying. 
  

61. Mr. Dohrmann asked if there will there be a referendum on this law.  
 

62. Ms Riklin answered that there will not be a referendum.  
 

 
15 December 2016 
 

The meeting was opened by Mr Svein Roald Hansen.  
 
 Review of trade and agriculture relations 
 
63. Mr Jørn Dohrmann discussed the problem with current trade and agricultural products in Norway. 

The Norwegian parliament decided to increase customs on certain products. The Norwegian 
government has increased it. He believes that it is a step backwards and he would like to take this 
into discussion. 
 

64. Mr Gunnar Gundersen, said that although fish and agriculture is not part of the EEA Agreement, 
Norway and the EU have a close cooperation in these sectors. 
 

65. He underlined that Norway is the largest exporter of fish and sea food to the EU. While Norway is 
a net exporter of fish and sea food, the situation is the opposite for agricultural products. The 
export from the EU to Norway has increased significantly over the last years. The import of milk 
products, notably cheese, has increased fivefold since 2000. Just compared to last year, the cheese 
import has increased by 7 %. 
 

66. He continued by saying that Norway introduced in 2013 ad valorem rather than specific tariffs for 
certain cuts of meat and certain types of cheese in line with Norway’s commitments in the WTO.  
 

67. The change of tariffs of Hortensia was a technical adjustment to rectify how a certain varieties of 
this plant had been classified to tariff purposes. 
 

68. The current government in Norway has indicated a willingness to reverse these changes, however, 
so far there has not been a parliamentary majority in favour of this. 
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69. He also said that the EU and Norway started a new round of negotiations of Article 19 of the EEA 
Agreement in 2016 and since it is the prerogative of the government to conduct these negotiations, 
detailed questions would therefore have to be addressed to the government.   
 

70. Mr Vilhjalmur Bjarnason informed the Committee that Iceland and the EU has concluded 
negotiations on bilateral trade for agricultural products. The negotiations covered three parts; 
trade with basic agricultural products on the basis of Article 19 of the EEA Agreement; trade with 
processed agricultural products, which entails revising protocol 3 to the EEA Agreement and an 
Agreement on protection of geographical indications of agricultural products and foodstuffs.  
 

71. The Icelandic Parliament has already given its consent to these Agreements and it is expected that 
they will enter into force by mid-2017.   
 

72. He continued by saying that the outcome of this negotiations reflect a high ambition on both sides, 
with Iceland granting the EU Member States significant market access concessions for range of 
agricultural products, including sensitive products like meat and dairy. For most processed 
agriculture products, Iceland will grant the EU tariff free access to the Iceland market. This results 
goes well beyond what Iceland has agreed to before. In return, the EU has granted Iceland further 
tariff concessions on some key export products of Iceland, particularly lamb meat and skyr.  
 

73. Mr Christofer Fjellner, said that the consent procedure for the EEA and Norwegian financial 
mechanisms and Iceland and Norway fisheries protocols is currently blocked in the EP Committee 
on International Trade due to the fact that the agreements started to be provisionally applied 
before the EP approval. Ms Mogherini should come to the trade committee to explain the issue of 
provisional application. There are also some persisting trade irritants between the EU and Norway, 
namely the excessive tariffs on some flowers and agricultural products.  
 

74. Mr Svein Roald Hansen asked for clarification from Mr Fjellner on the connection between the 
delay in the ratification of the Norwegian Financial Mechanisms and trade in agriculture products.  

 
75. Mr Jørn Dohrmann stated that even if it is not the parliamentarians who make the final decisions,  

they should continue discussing this. The fact that cheese imports in Norway went up by 7% shows 
that the consumers want to have a bigger choice. If Norwegians want to sell more fish in EU, it has 
impact on EU fisheries producers. Why should we accept a bigger competition there if Norwegians 
do not accept bigger competition for agricultural products? There should be an equal playing field; 
farmers can be supported by other means than protectionist tariffs.  
 

76. Mr Gunnar Gundersen agreed that we should continue discussing this. Even if the Norwegian 
government proposed to revert there is no majority in the Norwegian Parliament.  
 

77. Mr Jørn Dohrmann then asked what the Norwegians think about the idea of equal playing field and 
of the clear interest of consumers in a bigger choice.  
 

78. Mr Svein Roald Hansen stated that due to trade in fish and agricultural products, Norway was not 
a member of the EU. Fisheries and agriculture are not part of the EEA Agreement. Norway needs 
to protect most parts of its agriculture from open competition. He agreed with the notion of equal 
playing field but pointed out that the Norwegian agriculture would not survive without this 
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protection. The same debate is on-going in Norway and the protection of agriculture was the main 
reason for Norway not joining the EU. 
 

79. Mr Christofer Fjellner said he believes that the most important reason for free trade in agriculture 
is the interest of the consumer. The consumers in Norway apparently want these products despite 
the draconian duty rates. The cost of protectionism is annoying the counterparts (EU) and at a 
certain point, the EU can start reconsidering its forthcoming attitude on fisheries. There was a 
fisheries conflict in the past and we do not want to come back to it (recalled antidumping duties 
on salmon). It is important that Norway understands these risks. 
 

80. Mr Vilhjalmur Bjarnason asked about the regime for agricultural trade between Norway and 
Sweden. 
 

81. Mr Gunnar Gundersen mentioned how Norway exports jobs, and how people go to Sweden for 
shopping.  
 

82. Mr Jørn Dohrmann mentioned that cross border shopping is an issue everywhere in Europe. He 
insisted on keeping discussing the issues in this JPC, because free trade and equal playing field is 
important. He expressed hope that the debate will yield results at some point. 
 
Europol and police cooperation in Europe 
 

83. Mr Josep-Maria Terricabras, believes that terrorism requires response. New Europol powers 
should focus on two main issues. Terrorist threats and cross-border crime, which is organised 
online. Terrorist propaganda is relevant online. Hate speech and xenophobia can be considered as 
violent behaviour and should be approached by Europol.  Internet referral unit has succeeded in 
reducing the volume of terrorism propaganda on the internet, but whether it helped to end 
spreading of this (terrorist) ideology is doubtful. The EP together with national parliaments carries 
out scrutiny of Europol activities though a specialised joint parliamentary scrutiny group. This 
group is being set up as we speak. A working group established to set up the modalities of the joint 
parliamentary group will present its report by the end of this week, based on the discussion from 
the inter-parliamentary meeting held a few weeks ago. Because organised crime is transnational, 
it is essential to have initiatives with non-EU countries and international factors. Cooperation of 
Europol with EEA countries is of vital importance. He spoke about three concepts 1. Freedom and 
security, human rights and liberty are important values. 2. Information and security, information 
is important, but not decisive. No mass surveillance of the population 3. Security and information 
– the information we gain, should always be safe, i.e. they should not be acquired in breach of 
fundamental rights and freedoms. If we compromise on our rights and freedoms, terrorism will 
win. 
 

84. Mr Elfried Hasler, said that European police cooperation has been strengthened by Liechtenstein 
joining the Schengen Agreement in 2011. Based on this Agreement, the national SIRENE office 
(Supplementary Information Request at the National Entry) was established as a separate unit of 
the Federal Police providing an exchange of supplementary information and personal data to the 
entries processed in the Schengen Information System (SIS). The SIRENE office serves as a single 
point of contact for all authorities having access to the SIS database such as the Federal Police, the 
Office of Justice, the Migration and Passports Office and the Criminal Court. In this context, 
Liechtenstein regularly takes part in relevant Council working groups in Brussels.  



E U R O P E A N  E C O N O M I C  A R E A  

 

J O I N T  P A R L I A M E N T A R Y  C O M M I T T E E  
 

 

11 
 

 
85. To enhance international cooperation in the fight against organised crime, Liechtenstein signed in 

2013 a cooperation agreement with EUROPOL. Liechtenstein is invited as an observer to 
participate in the quarterly meetings at EUROPOL Headquarters. On an expert level, Liechtenstein 
also takes part in working groups related to the Focal Point Cybercrime (FP Cyborg).  

 
86. Through the SIENA network (Secure Information Exchange Network Application) Liechtenstein 

works closely with EUROPOL specialists and national law enforcement authorities in the EEA EFTA 
countries as well as in third countries which have cooperation agreements with EUROPOL. 

 
87. Mr Vilhjalmur Bjarnason said that the cooperation between Iceland and Europol is based on the 

agreements between the parties from 2001. According to analysis from the Icelandic Police, crime 
development in Iceland is increasingly similar to crime on the European continent. Therefore, 
Icelandic Police participation in international police cooperation and sharing of information is very 
important. The cooperation within Europol is one of the main pillars of Iceland’s international 
police cooperation. 

 
88. He continued by saying that Information sharing constitutes the main part of Iceland’s work with 

Europol. The international division of the National Police Commissioner runs a “European National 
Unit” and an Icelandic liaison officer is stationed in Europol’s headquarters in the Haag. Through 
the cooperation, Icelandic Police has access to send inquiries to Europol’s databases.  

 
89. He informed that efforts have been made recently to increase knowledge of the work of Europol 

among Icelandic Police and Customs Authorities. The number of staff members and local police 
commissioners with direct access to Europol’s information exchange network, SIENA, has 
increased. The local police offices can contact Europol directly through the network. However, 
contrary to colleagues in the EU, the Icelandic Police cannot make direct searches in Europol’s 
information system. 

 
90. In addition to information sharing, Iceland has made efforts to increase its participation in other 

activities of Europol. Iceland participates in 13 working groups –so called “Focal Points” - out of 30. 
Participation in courses and workshops held by Europol is also on the raise, this both includes 
Icelandic police attending courses on the continent as well as visits, and courses held by Europol 
experts in Iceland.  

 
91. Last year Iceland started participating in policymaking work of the European Multidisciplinary 

Platform against Criminal Threats, EMPACT, covering among other issues human trafficking, online 
sexual exploitation of children, organised burglary networks and narcotics production.  

 
92. He finalised by saying that in an ever increasingly interconnected world where cross border crime 

is unfortunately a fact of life, international police cooperation is vital and the Icelandic Police’s 
cooperation with Europol is most important and highly valued. 

 
93. Mr Svein Roald Hansen said that he wanted to say something about the close cooperation between 

Norway and Europol, and to underline the wish of the Norwegian Parliament to be closely 
associated with the Joint Parliamentary Scrutiny Group on Europol which is currently being 
established. 
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94. Norway entered an operational agreement with Europol in 2001. The strategic and operational 
cooperation between Europol and Norwegian police authorities has proven to be mutually 
beneficial. It has given Norwegian authorities access to important Europol information, and also 
given them the chance to provide input back to Europol’s overall analysis.  

 
95. Norway is among the third countries that exchange most information with Europol and the level 

of information exchange is increasing. 
 

96. In the period 2014-2016, on average, Europol asked Norway for information 2270 times a year. 
Norway asked Europol for information on average 662 times a year. The estimate for 2016 for the 
total number of exchanges between Norway and Europol is almost 9900. This is the third highest 
number among Europol’s 14 partner countries.  

 
97. Mr Hansen continued by saying that Norway also has officials staffed in the Europol offices on a 

regular basis and that he welcomed the strengthening of Europol and that this calls for closer 
cooperation also with partner countries like Norway. 

 
98. He continued by recalling that Norway on previous occasions had expressed an interest to be 

associated with the new Joint Parliamentary Scrutiny Group. With Norway’s operational 
agreement with Europol, its Schengen membership, and close co-operation with the EU on justice 
and home affairs more generally, he believed it would be mutually beneficial if Norwegian 
parliamentarians could be associated with the Joint Parliamentary Scrutiny Group on Europol on a 
permanent basis. 

 
 

99. Mr Jørn Dohrmann said that last year has shown us that terror attacks are a real threat and we 
need to cooperate together.  
 
Climate policy: Collective delivery of the EEA EFTA States’ climate targets with the EU and its 
Member States 
 

100. Mr Artur Runge-Metzger, Director of Climate Strategy, Governance and Emissions from Non-
trading Sectors at DG Climate Action, European Commission,  started his PowerPoint presentation 
with the low emission roadmap until 2050 and a need to do emission reductions. The development 
of EU GHG emissions since 1990, future projections until 2030. While the EU is reducing gas 
emission, EU GDP has been growing. EU commitment at least -40 % domestic GHG emissions 
reductions by 2030 compared to 1990. He presented the main elements of the three recent 
Commission legislative proposals that he called the three pillars of the EU 2030 climate and energy 
framework: 1. Emission trading system (ETS); 2. the Effort Sharing Regulation for sectors outside 
the ETS i.e. transport, buildings, waste etc. and 3. LULUCF Regulation (Regulation on the inclusion 
of Greenhouse gas emissions from land use, land use change and forestry). Once the legislative 
procedure is concluded, the negotiations will start regarding the participation of Iceland and 
Norway. For the time being, only informal consultations with the two countries are going on.    
 

101. Mr Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy (EP rapporteur on Effort-sharing), believes in a more cost-efficient way 
in approaching European climate policy targets and to increase the efforts in line with the Paris 
agreement. He criticised the general attitude of the Member States as climate change is the biggest 
challenge we are facing. The difficult parts are left for the years after 2030, and that will be 
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addressed in his report. He said that he would like to increase more flexibility between member 
states, and between years. Some member states are extremely unhappy with the proposal. 
 

102. Mr Norbert Lins (EP rapporteur on LULUCF Regulation), said that he will be writing a report 
between February and March. In June next year, the decision will be taken in the EP ENVI 
committee. There are many state quotas and an increase of bio mass. Also, there is the challenge 
of biodiversity. Sustainable use is going to serve people and nature. Agriculture sector is going to 
be one of the main factors in his proposal focusing on how the level of emission reduction from 
forestry is going to be set and who will set it. Another issue is the scale of and time available for 
reforestation. The issue is also that more and more wood products are being used. The 
commission´s winter package needs to take this into account. 
 

103. Mr Gunnar Gundersen added that it was important to seek cost-efficiency here. Market based 
systems like the ETS were important in that sense. He was surprised that the discussion on forest 
and agriculture did not arrive earlier.  
 

104. Ms Irene Johansen asked Mr Gerbrandy if he would include in his report that Norway and Iceland 
wanted to join the EU in this initiative. 
 

105. Mr Vilhjalmur Bjarnason emphasized how Iceland has been using renewable energy for a long time.  
 

106. Mr Harry Quaderer, does not share the view that CO2 reduction is the biggest challenge we are 
facing. Finds it amazing that the EU parliament is traveling once a month from Brussels to 
Strasbourg, but they talk about CO2 reduction. 
 

107. Mr Svein Roald Hansen asked if there was a possibility that we were going into a system where the 
flexibility would be reduced. 
 

108. Mr Artur Runge-Metzger said that there have been a lot of emission reductions in the 1990s. Since 
2005 these two emissions are going down with low percentages, much less than 10 percent. It 
shows that it is very hard and expensive to reduce emissions. Without legislation, talks with 
Norway and Iceland cannot be called negotiations. The legislation sets out reduction targets for 
individual member states according to their GDP. Member states are free to reach these targets in 
their own way. It is clear that in countries where the GDP is rather low, the reduction costs might 
be lower than in high GDP countries it will be very costly. Therefore there need to be a discussion 
in all Member States how to apply these targets. If they are not able to comply, hard reduction will 
happen through a fine. Malta has more emission than allowed, they have four months to fix this.  
 

109. Mr Gerben-Jan Gerbrandy stated that the EP is focusing a lot on cost efficiency but it should be 
clear that cost efficiency does not mean without costs. We have to be honest to the public that the 
environmental transition will cost a lot of money. Nature itself will not revert the climate change, 
human action is necessary. Norway and Iceland will not be mentioned in the rapport. He 
complemented Norwegian Minister of Climate and Environment Vidar Helgesen for his 
cooperation and efforts.  
 

110. Mr Norbert Lins prefers market instruments than regulatory ones. No one is calling into question 
the ‘no debit’ rule, i.e. that accounted emissions from land use are entirely compensated by an 

equivalent removal of CO₂ from the atmosphere through action in the sector . Regarding Mr 
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Qauderer´s comments on Brussels – Strasbourg travel, he said that in his homeland Germany, as 
the biggest EU member, they are also traveling a lot. If he would say anything critical about 
cantons, it would be offensive. The EU is always criticized. 
 

111. Mr Jørn Dohrmann said that the Brussels – Strasbourg trip cannot be explained to their voters. We 
need to have the same rules in every country regarding emission, as some countries are using old 
equipment. 
 
Future work of the EEA JPC 
 

112. Mr Svein Roald Hansen proposed that the secretariats would work on arranging a new meeting. 
 
Any other business 
 

113. There was no other business. 
 
Date and place of next meeting 
 

114. The next EEA JPC meeting would be held in Reykjavik from the 22 to 24 May. 
 

115. The meeting was closed. 
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ANNEX 
 

LIST OF PARTICIPANTS2 
 
 

EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT  
 

Mr Jørn DOHRMANN (President of the EEA JPC) ECR 
Ms Anna HEDH S&D 
Mr Jasenko SELIMOVIC ALDE 
Mr Norbert LINS  EPP 
Ms Mercedes BRESSO  S&D 
Ms Catherine STIHLER  S&D 
Ms Jill EVANS  The Greens/EFA 

 
Mr Paul RÜBIG EPP 
Mr Daniel DALTON ECR 

 
Ms Tatiana MRAŽÍKOVÁ Head of Enlargement and EEA Unit 
Ms Amelia PADURARIU Administrator of the delegation 
Ms Kristina KNIUKŠTAITĖ Assistant of the delegation  

 
 
 

Iceland 
 

Mr Vilhjálmur BJARNASON Independence Party 
  
Mr Stígur STEFÁNSSON Secretary to the delegation 

 
 

Liechtenstein 
 

Mr Elfried HASLER Progressive Citizen’s Party 

Mr Harry QUADERER Independent 
  
Ms Sandra GERBER-LEUENBERGER Secretary to the delegation 

 
 

Norway 
 

Mr Svein Roald HANSEN Labour Party 

Mr Gunnar GUNDERSEN Conservative Party 

                                                             
2 Meeting was public; therefore, the list of participants is non-exhaustive 
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Ms Marianne AASEN Labour Party 

Ms Elin Rodum AGDESTEIN Conservative Party 

Mr Geir TOSKEDAL Christian Democratic Party 

Mr Jørund RYTMAN Progress Party 

Mr Ove TRELLEVIK Conservative Party 

Ms Irene JOHANSEN Labour Party 

Ms Trine ESKEDAL Head of Section, International 
Department 

Ms Merethe ELVESTAD Secretary to the delegation 

Ms Margrethe SAXEGAARD  Secretary to the delegation 

Mr Per NESTANDE Senior Adviser, International 
Department, National Parliament 
Representative, Brussels 

 
 

Observers - Switzerland 
 

Ms Kathy RIKLIN Christian Democratic Party 

Mr Cédric STUCKY Head of Unit, EFTA/EU and bilateral 
relations to the delegation 

 
 

 
EFTA Secretariat 

 
Mr Georges BAUR Assistant Secretary-General 

Ms Trine BERGGREN Senior Officer, ECD 

Mr Thorfinnur OMARSSON Senior Officer, Secretary-General’s 
office 
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H.E. Ambassador Ms Bergdís ELLERTSDÓTTIR President-in-Office of the EEA Joint 
Committee also representing the President-in-
office of the EEA Council 
 

Ms L’ubica KARVASOVÁ Representative of the Co-Chair of EEA Joint 
Committee, Head of Office of the Permanent 
Representative, Permanent Representation of 
the Slovak Republic to the EU 
 

Ms Vaclav NAVRATIL EEAS, representing the Co-Chair of the EEA 
Joint Committee 
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EP political group advisors 
 

Mr Collin ERMANS EPP group 

Mr Jorgen SIIL S&D group  

Mr Massimiliano RIZZO ECR group 

Ms Miriam SCHOEPS ALDE group 

 
EP staff 

 
Mr Robert SEIBOLD EMPL committee 

Ms Elodie CARMONA EMPL committee 

Ms Marika ARMANOVICA INTA committee 

  

 


