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Ms Bilyana RAEVA, Chair of the SINEEA Delegation, opened the 25th EU-Norway 

Interparlimentary Meeting and welcomed the Norwegian Delegation to the European 

Parliament. The meeting was co-chaired by Mr Olav AKSELSEN, Chair of the 

Foreign Affairs Committee of Stortinget. Ms RAEVA commenced by suggesting a 

small amendment to the agenda, in order to incorporate a discussion around the 

proposed ban on trade in seal products, put forward by the Internal Market and 

Consumer Protection Committee of the European Parliament.  

*

*    *

High North and Relations with Russia

Mr Morten HØGLUND, member of Stortinget, started his intervention by welcoming 

the increased focus on the high north. He then outlined some of the challenges and 

opportunities the Norwegian government is facing in the region. Temperatures in the 

Arctic are rising twice as fast as the global average and the icecap is melting, leading 

to a vicious circle with increased methane emissions. Fish migration patterns are also 

changing, affecting local and indigenous populations in the north. Mr HØGLUND 

then outlined the opportunities latent in the Arctic Region, with special emphasis on 

the region's potential as a new energy province. The reduction of sea ice facilitates 

maritime transport and search for oil fields in the Arctic Ocean. He highlighted the 

need for legal aspects to regulate changed activities in the region, and referred to 

existing legal frameworks such as the Law of the Sea and fishing arrangements, and 

argued against the EP resolution of October 2008, calling for a new International 

Treaty of the Arctic. He also emphasised the need for multilateral cooperation and a 

stronger Arctic Council, and the importance of knowledge, and stressed Svalbard's 

important role as platform for research and cooperation.  

Regarding relations with Russia, Mr HØGLUND stated that cooperation is going 

well, and mentioned the recent visit to Moscow by the Norwegian Standing 

Committee on Foreign Affairs. He stated that although some countries considered 

suspending the dialogue with Russia, Norway finds it important to engage in dialogue 

despite of conflicting views. He also mentioned how the financial crisis appeared to 
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have hit Russia harder than previously expected, with an unemployment rate of 8%, 

which is excepted to continue rising. Industrial production has furthermore fallen 20% 

in the last two months and exports have been reduced to 50% of its original level. Mr 

HØGLUND suggested that the economic problems may have political implication, 

and argued that signs of stronger repression against opposition and civil rights groups 

are already becoming apparent. However, he underlined that there is no alternative to 

dialogue with Russia, and although the political situation is concerning, a productive 

discussions on other issues can be maintained. 

Mr Mieczyslaw Edmund JANOWSKI, Member of the European Parliament, then 

asked Mr HØGLUND, if freedom of movement over Siberia was discussed in 

Moscow during the Norwegian Committee's recent visit. Mr HØGLUND answered 

that they did not discuss the issue. Mr AKSELSEN added that there is growing 

bilateral cooperation between Russia and Norway and that cultural exchange is 

important. He then raised the question of how to deal with Russia and the political 

concerns that are arising. 

Mr Aloyzas SAKALAS, Member of the European Parliament and Vice-Chair for the 

SINEEA Delegation, stated that Russia will not be democratic in the near future, and 

furthermore noted how cooperation based on the right values is important. He also 

questioned whether the climate change can be reversed, before arriving at a stage 

where changes are inevitable. 

Mr AKSELSEN suggested that climate change must be prevented as far as possible. 

He expressed hope for the upcoming Climate Summit in Copenhagen. He explained 

that Norway defines the threshold for serious changes as temperature increase of over 

2 degrees Celsius, and works to prevent further global warming through reduced 

energy use, particularly the use of fossil fuel and through carbon storage. 

Mr Peter MEYER, Desk Officer for Norway, representing the European Commission, 

suggested bringing different issues concerning the High North into one coherent 

approach. He also mentioned the European Commission's recent Communication on 

the Arctic, and Norway's lukewarm attitude towards EU membership in the Arctic 

Council. 
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The Financial Crisis

Mr Wolf KLINZ, Member of the European Parliament, commented on the financial 

crisis, stating that the crisis differ from previous recessions by being global, touching 

every country. He argued that the crisis cannot be entirely attributed to the failure of 

the free market economy. Political leaders must also take a share of the crisis. The 

American dream has proven to be an illusion and caused unsatisfactory creditability 

checks for lenders, large amounts of money in circulation and low interest, creating 

the illusion of money being abundant. Supervision has been far from ideal and 

investors withholding information from colleagues abroad have also caused a lack of 

international regulation. Mr. KLINZ also mentioned the upcoming G20 meeting, to be 

held on the 2nd of April, in order to discuss a global regulatory and supervisory 

system. He underlined the differences within the European Union, with countries like 

the UK, quickly implementing rescue packages while other countries are hesitating. 

The different reactions to the financial downturn can have negative influence on 

competitiveness among the member states. He stressed the benefits of a coherent 

strategy against the crisis, focusing on similar objectives, in order to provide a more 

efficient response. Many member states are currently in difficulties. Mr KLINZ 

mentioned particularly Ireland, Portugal and Greece as countries in the Euro-zone and 

also new member states, such as Hungary and Latvia, are close to declare de-facto 

bankruptcy. A deterioration of the financial situation of these countries can also have 

important consequences for the European Union, and he stressed the need for a bail-

out if such an event would occur. 

Mr AKSELSEN agreed with the need for a global solution to the crisis, and stated that 

Norway is affected by the financial crisis, although to a lesser extent than most other 

countries. He explained that Norway has a relative large public sector which provides 

the people with a sense of job security, allowing them to continue their consumer 

habits despite of the crisis. Oil and gas has for years given the Norwegian state a 

surplus, which remains, despite of the dramatic decline in oil prices. Norway thus 

have the opportunity to stimulate the economy. However, half of the country's 

production is for export and the crisis has affected production. The Norwegian 

economy is expected to decline by 0.5 percent, which is among the best forecast for 
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any country. Unemployment is currently at 2.5 percent, a figure that is expected to 

double. The Norwegian currency has regained some strength, and is now only 10 

percent below its original level. He also confirmed that the Norwegian banks are 

stable, but in need of some support packages. In this regard, he mentioned how the 

crisis of the 1980s had led the banks to be taken over by the state, an experience 

which provided the sector with important experience in handling the current crisis. 

Mr BJØRNSTAD, Member of Stortinget, stated that the debate on the financial crisis 

has changed dramatically, and is today directed towards increased supervision, 

limitation on salaries and the elimination of tax paradises. He then questioned if the 

new focus would lead to concrete measures. 

Mr KLINZ responded by warning against divergent systems, both within the 

European Union and internationally, and loop-holes which would lead companies to 

move to unregulated countries. He also argued against regulation of salaries for top-

managers, suggesting that the decision should be left to the owners. 

Mr SAKALAS asked the Norwegian Delegation if all Norwegian banks are 

nationalised, and Mr AKSELSEN responded that Norway has both state-owned banks 

and private commercial banks. He added that during the 1980s, the public took over 

the banks, but that around one third of the banks are state owned today. 

Development of the EU 

Mr Timothy KIRKHOPE, Member of the European Parliament and Vice-Chairman of 

the Constitutional Affairs Committee, presented recent developments in the EU and 

the ratification of the Lisbon Treaty. He mentioned the Irish Veto, describing how 53 

percent of the population was against the ratification of the Lisbon Treaty in 2008. As 

a result of the European Council's assurances on the content of the treaty, the Irish 

government has now launched a second referendum, to be held in June or October 

2009. Furthermore, the Czech Republic's initial concerns regarding the treaty were 

eased as the Czech Constitutional Court found the treaty to be compatible with 

international law. 
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Regarding enlargement of the European Union, Mr KIRKHOPE stated that Croatia is 

reaching the Copenhagen political criteria. However, a lack of reform in the judiciary 

system needs attention, as well as minority rights and refugee return. The Former 

Yugoslavian Republic of Macedonia is making progress, but does not meet the 

stipulated political criteria. Steps have been taken to adjust to the political criteria, but 

minority and language rights are not in place and elections does not comply with 

international standards. Corruption is widespread and influence remains a way into 

political office. Mr KIRKHOPE argued that Turkey is a difficult case, with divergent 

opinions of EU membership. He underlined that Turkey does met the Copenhagen 

criteria and has made progress in the areas of the property rights and governance. 

Mr BJØRNSTAD presented Norway's current stand on EU membership, stating that 

the only issue that could stimulate a debate on the issue could be if Iceland decide to 

apply for EU membership. However, he stressed the importance of the European 

internal market and expressed a desire for an enhanced dialogue between the 

Norwegian Stortinget and the European Parliament.

Mr KIRKHOPE argued against the separation of insiders and outsiders, and argued 

that although Norway is not a member of the EU, the country is affected by European 

development. Hence, the European Parliament must ensure that Norway is being 

informed and consulted on new developments. He disagreed with statements saying 

that Norway must join the Union or be silent and stressed that Norway does contribute 

to the EU, and must therefore be met by a response from the EU. 

Mr AKSELSEN commented on the new member states financial situation, which 

seems to be more severe than the EU as a whole, and asked if this will delay further 

enlargement. Mr KIRKHOPE stated that discussions with potential members should 

be maintained through the crisis and underlined that only two of the new member 

states are in difficulties.  Protectionism and nationalism will not solve the problems, 

but rather bring negative consequences in the long term. Ms RAEVA agreed with the 

statement and also stressed how Norway's support to Iceland is an example of 

northern solidarity. 



7

Transatlantic Relations

Mr JANOWSKI stated that Europe has both historical and cultural ties with North 

America, a region that was colonised by the British. He stressed the importance of 

cooperation in responding to the financial crisis, before outlining current issues in 

transatlantic relations. The environment and the Kyoto protocol are diverging issues 

that should be united. Visa issues are also currently discussed by the EU and the US. 

Capital punishment and controversy around Guantanamo Bay are furthermore 

divergent issues between the two continents. Regarding defence cooperation, Mr 

JANOWSKI stated that of the total of 4.3 million NATO soldiers, 2 million are from 

Europe, while 1.5 million are Americans troops, which makes American security 

cooperation of paramount importance. He underlined that future EU-USA relations 

are promising. Regarding the EU-Latin American relations, Mr JANOWSKI stated 

that cooperation has potential for improvement and the Latin American countries need 

assistance in eliminating hunger, poverty and drug trafficking. He also stressed that 

visa discrimination against certain countries should be reconsidered. 

Mr SAKALAS asked if the EU should pay for American initiatives, such as the war in 

Iraq. Mr JANOWSKI responded that it is important to assist in the re-building of the 

country, but not to assist with military interventions.   

Ms Erna SOLBERG, Vice Chair of the Norwegian Standing Committee on Foreign 

Affairs, underlined that climate change is a vital issue on the international agenda, and 

that the EU, the USA and Canada are important actors, who are needed in order to 

forge a new climate agenda during the upcoming Climate Summit in Copenhagen. 

She also stressed the new opportunities arising with the new American administration 

and suggested that Norway and the EU should try to forward important issues to the 

new government. She mentioned the WTO agenda, and stressed the need for 

improvement in the international trade regime, with increased focus on the third world 

and environmental issues. She stated that she is not impressed by the European 

Union's position in the WTO and claimed that the USA and the EU is deterring 

further progress in the negotiations. Ms SOLBERG also commented on security 

issues, expressing concern over the implications of bilateral cooperation between the 
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EU and the US for non-member countries. She stated that bilateral security 

cooperation is neglecting the cooperation within NATO. She underlined the need to 

set clear boundaries for NATO security cooperation and EU security policy, to avoid 

overlapping. She also stated that there is no responsibility to finance US operations in 

Iraq, as Iraq possesses substantial resources to finance its own development. 

However, it is important to assist in rebuilding a politically stable Iraq. 

Energy and Climate

Mr AKSELSEN stated that Energy is of uttermost importance to Norway, with 60 

percent of the petroleum resources of Europe, 40 percent of the gas resources and 25 

percent of Europe's hydropower capacity. Norway's energy resources are well adapted 

to the region and compliment Sweden's nuclear energy and Denmark's wind energy. 

Both countries import energy from Norway during the day and save energy during the 

night, when the Norwegian power station closes down. He furthermore mentioned 

that between 40 and 60 percent of the state revenue comes from oil production. 

Norwegian oil production has peaked and is now decreasing. However, Norway is 

looking to develop new technology to prologue production and to explore new oil 

fields. It is estimated that around one third of the resources has been extracted, but 

figures remain ambiguous. Mr AKSELSEN also mentioned that Norwegian 

production and export of gas is expected to increase. Large investments in 

infrastructure have been committed, and the latest pipe is directed towards the United 

Kingdom. A pipeline towards Sweden and Poland is also underway. He also pointed 

out that LNG gas, which can be transported by ships, will be sold to the US, Spain 

and Portugal. Norway aims to be a trustable provider of energy, and he noted that gas 

had been delivered with 100 percent accuracy to the European Union. He stressed the 

importance of security of supply, in a world of increasing imbalance between energy 

production and consumption. He also described the situation in Russia as unstable, 

with both political risk and severe underinvestment in the energy sector, leading to a 

risk of defaulting contracts. Mr AKSELSEN stressed that environmental 

considerations has always been incorporated into Norway's energy policies, aiming to 

reduce oil spills and greenhouse emissions, while also protecting fish and marine life. 

Norway was among the first countries to introduce CO2 taxes in 1990, and the result 
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has been a reduction of emission to half of global average. The Norwegian Parliament 

adopted a Climate Policy in 2008, with measures similar to those of the EU. The 

policy focus on renewable energy sources such as wind and solar power and efficient 

energy consumption. He also stressed the interesting development in the field carbon 

storage, which is important for Norway as a producer of fossil fuel. 

The Chair, Ms RAEVA took the opportunity to remind the participants of the 

forthcoming workshop on energy security during the EU-EEA Joint Parliamentary 

Meeting in Strasbourg the 25th of March. 

Mr Paul RÜBIG, Member of the European Parliament, stressed the importance of 

secure energy supply and green energy. The target of 30 percent reduction in 

emissions must lead to a change from fossil fuel to renewable energy sources. The 

target includes a 20 increase in renewable energy sources and a 10 percent increase in 

the use of bio-fuel for vehicles. To attain these goals, secure energy supply is needed. 

Global energy demand is likely to increase with up to 60 percent in the future, 

obliging the EU to rethink its energy strategy. Crude oil remains the most important 

sources of energy, accounting for 25% of total energy use in the EU. Mr RÜBIG also 

stressed the positive implication for job creation following new investments in the 

energy sector. 

Mr AKSELSEN questioned whether the financial crisis could open of new 

possibilities for energy production, through rescue packages investing in clean energy. 

Mr RÜBIG replied that the reduction in energy prices will give assets than can be 

helpful as exports and production largely depend on energy prices. 

Mr JANOWSKI raised the question of intelligent building in Norway and regulations 

for construction of new buildings. He furthermore asked how much energy is being 

channelled into the chemical industry and the production of fertilisers. 

Mr AKSELSEN replied that Norway is a scarcely populated country and central 

heating is therefore difficult. Transport is inefficient due to the vast distances. 

Norwegian houses are quite inefficient, with large windows causing great loss of 
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energy. He stressed that new regulations on energy efficiency and insulation has been 

adopted, but there is room for further improvement in energy efficiency. 

Mr MEYER underlined that the financial crisis must not reduce efforts to promote 

energy efficiency and that efforts must be sustained in order to reach an agreement at 

the forthcoming Climate Summit in Copenhagen.

EU Proposal to ban the trade in seal products

Mr Joe DUNNE, Head of Secretariat of the Committee on Internal Market and 

Consumer Protection, was then given the floor to present the proposed ban on trade in 

seal products. Mr DUNNE stated that the hearing held on the 21st of January included 

a remarkable vide range of views on the issue. The European Commission proposed a 

total ban, while the Rapporteur, Dianna Wallis, suggested to introduce certificates of 

products complying with standards of animal welfare. Denmark and Sweden proposed 

a clause allowing small scale hunting of seal. The vote, however, showed a strong 

majority for a total ban in seal products, with an exception for Inuit and personal 

subsistence hunting, with 20 votes in favour of a ban and 7 votes against. He also 

underlined that nine member states already have introduced a total ban. He remarked 

that the major concern is to stop trade in seal production from Canada, rather than 

from European countries.

Mr HØGLUND stated that Stortinget is united on the issue of seal hunting. He 

stressed that hunting in seals does not represent an environmental threat. Norwegian 

seal hunting is conducted in line with ethical standards, with the presence of 

inspectors guaranteeing compliance with international standards. He underlined that 

the divergent views on the issue origins in conflicting perceptions of the seal as 

different from other animals, rather than on the issue of ethical standards. He also 

stressed the potential threat an increase in the seal population could have on other 

species and underlined the need for sustainable hunting. 
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Mr AKSELSEN confirmed that the seal population is part of the ecosystem, and 

halting seal hunt will cause ecological imbalances and a reduction in the fish 

population in the area. 

The EEA and Future EU-Norway Relations

Ms SOLBERG stated that relations between Norway and the EU are good. Norway is 

not just members of the EEA, but also closely affiliated with the EU on a range of 

issues, such as the Schengen Area, and cooperates with the EU in international affairs 

and international operations. However, she expressed concern regarding changes in 

the relationship if the Lisbon Treaty is adopted. The current cooperation is based on 

the pillar system and changes in the EU could affect the relationship with Norway. 

She also commented on the proposed ban on trade in seal products and underlined that 

Norway is not following the developments in the European Parliament closely 

enough. She stated that she would like to see opportunities for the EEA Parliament to 

have persons affiliated working in the European Parliament. 

The Chair, Ms RAEVA confirmed that the relationship will change with the adoption 

of the Lisbon Treaty and Norway's opportunity for involvement will be affected. She 

also confirmed the need for further involvement of Norway in policy shaping 

procedures and closer contact between Stortinget and the European Parliament, 

focusing on more specific issues of concern. However, she also noted that Norway is 

not a member state. She also questioned what consequences would follow an 

application for membership by Iceland and the future of the future of the EEA.

*

*      *

The Chair of the European Parliament Delegation, Ms RAEVA thanked the 

participants for a fruitful discussion. The Norwegian Chair, Mr AKSELSEN, thanked 

the European Parliament for receiving the Norwegian Delegation. 


