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Background 

• A Norwegian company has exported biodiesel to several 
EU states as a Norwegian product, which is subject to 
reduced duty according to the EEC agreement. 
 

• The company is under investigation in Norway, 
suspected for having imported biodiesel from Canada and 
the US and re-exported it as Norwegian produced. 
Canadian and US biodiesel is not subject to reduced duty; 
on the contrary, an extra duty is imposed by the EU states 
as the production is subsidized in Canada and the US. 
 

• Estimated loss of duties for the EU states: € 48 million. 
 
 



Need for Eurojust assistance: 

 
It was essential to secure evidence at the premises of both 
the company in Norway, as well as a company in 
Luxembourg which was linked to the Norwegian company, 
and the imports and re-export of the biodiesel.  
 
Simultaneous house searches in Norway and Luxembourg 
were needed in order to avoid that evidence was 
destroyed or removed. 
 
The time frame was tight: 
 
 
 
   



Short time limits: 

• 14 August: Question from the Prosecutor in charge of 
the investigations in Norway: Possible to conduct a house 
search in Luxembourg on the 28 August??  
•Before this, the Prosecutor would have to obtain a court 
decision, issue the MLA-request and have it translated, 
And Luxembourg would need time to decide on the 
request and plan the search. 
•In addition:  
- Vacation time in Luxembourg, 
- A possible legal problem,  
- One of the investigators should travel to Luxembourg and 
be present during the search in order to identify evidence  



Short time limits (continued): 

• 14 August: The Norwegian Liaison Prosecutor 
contacted the National Member for Luxembourg, who 
made preparations for a possible house seach. 

• 20 August: The translated request was sent to the 
National Member for Luxembourg. 

• 21 August: The National Member for Luxembourg 
informed the Norwegian Liaison Prosecutor that the 
request would be granted the day after.  

• 22 August: The request was granted by the General 
Prosecutor of Luxembourg and forwarded to the 
authority which would conduct the search – and which 
was already informed.  
 
 
 
 

 



Short time limits (continued): 

• 23 August: Direct contact established between the 
prosecutor/investigators in Norway and the Authority in 
Luxembourg which would conduct the house seach. 

• 26 August: A meeting was held in Luxembourg 
between the local Authorities and the Norwegian 
investigator who would be present during the search. 

• 28 August: Simultaneous house searches in 
Luxembourg and Norway. Seized evidence was later on 
transferred to Norway. Two witnesses were interviewed 
in Luxembourg. A suspect in Norway was arrested.  
 
 
 
 

 



Conclusion: 

- The requested assistance would not have 
been possible in such a short notice 
without close cooperation.  

 
- Close cooperation would have been 

difficult, maybe impossible, to establish in 
such a short time without Eurojust. 
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