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Draft Minutes

Opening of the meeting

1. The President of the EEA JPC, Mr Svein Roald Hansen, and the Vice-
President, Mr Pat the Cope Gallagher, opened the meeting and welcomed participants 
in Svalbard.

Adoption of the Draft Agenda (Ref.1105251)

2. The Agenda was adopted.

Approval of the minutes of the 35th meeting of the EEA JPC (Ref. 1105736)

3. The Minutes from the latest meeting in Strasbourg were adopted.

Development of the EEA Agreement and follow up to resolutions adopted at the 
35th meeting of the EEA Joint Parliamentary Committee

4. Mr Lajos Bozi, representing the President-in-Office of the EEA Council, gave 
a statement and started by saying that the EU and the EEA Council would take careful 
note of the outcome of the EEA JPC discussions on its resolution on the High North. 
The EU followed attentively developments with regard to the Arctic region and had
stated repeatedly its interest in an even closer cooperation with EEA-EFTA States on 
Arctic issues. He then moved to specific topics in EU-EFTA relations and welcomed 
the accession of Liechtenstein to the Schengen aquis which had been concluded in 
March and in April. He said that the inclusion into the Schengen Area of two other 
EU Member States was high on the priority list of the Hungarian EU Presidency.



With regard to EU-Norway relations and the liberalisation of trade in agricultural 
products he said thata signature of a new Agreement was scheduled for April. He then 
turned to the possible review of the EEA Agreement by the EU, as recommended in 
the EU Council's Conclusions on EU relations with EFTA countries of December 
2010. He said that work on the EU side was still at a very preliminary stage, with the 
EEAS holding an open, incremental and inclusive dialogue with all actors concerned. 
It was without doubt that the EU was generally satisfied with the functioning of the 
EEA Agreement. However, there might be scope for improvements by taking into 
account developments since the entry into force of the Agreement, in particular 
following the entry into force of the Lisbon Treaty. The EU Council was looking 
forward to examine this issue in due time on the basis of any proposal which the 
European Commission and the EEAS might submit to the Council. Mr Bozi also said 
that under the Hungarian Presidency, the EFTA Working Party was currently holding 
orientation debates on three Non-EU Western European States of small territorial 
dimension, Andorra, Monaco and San Marino. Current EU relations with these States 
were extended but fragmented, with large parts of the acquis related to the internal 
market not introduced in their legislation and therefore not applicable. Against this 
background, the Council recommended in December 2010 that EU relations with 
these three countries be assessed, in order to analyse the possibilities and modalities 
of their possible progressive integration into the internal market. Discussions in the 
EU were ongoing in contact with representatives of the three States concerned to 
identify ways of how to best develop current relations and ensure homogeneity with 
regard to the implementation of internal market acquis. The Hungarian Presidency 
intended to present to the EU Council, before the end of June, a report on the outcome 
of these orientation debates, including recommendations on future work on the 
subject.

5. Mr Bozi then turned to the upcoming EEA Council meeting of 23 May. The 
EEA Council was expected to welcome the adoption of the seven Flagship Initiatives” 
of the Europe 2020 Strategy by the Commission, as well as progress made on the 
Single Market Act. He said that with both, the Strategy and the Single Market Act, 
being in large measure EEA relevant, the EEA-EFTA States had contributed actively 
to the preparation work. A dynamic re-launch of the Single Market, in which the 
EEA-EFTA States fully participated, would be of key importance to deliver growth 
and employment and promote competiveness throughout the EEA. He said that 
Ministers were expected to welcome the launch of the European semester of 
economic policy coordination in January 2011 and also welcome the start of the 
operation of the new European Financial Supervision system, comprising three 
supervisory authorities in the areas of banking, insurance and securities on 1 January 
2011. Mr Borzi said that the EEA Council might underline the importance of the 
participation of the EEA-EFTA States in these authorities and express its hope that a 
formal agreement on the modalities of their participation be concluded in the near 
future. The speaker then turned to energy and climate issues and said that the EEA 
Council was expected to welcome the entry into force on 3 March 2011 of the Third 
Package for the Internal Energy Market of the EU, in which the EEA-EFTA States are 
fully integrated. Furthermore, the EEA Council will take note of the Energy 
Efficiency Plan 2011, published March 2011, along with a Roadmap for moving to a 
competitive low carbon economy in 2050. This Plan should contribute significantly to 
reaching the EUs 20% energy saving target and help to realise the EU's long term 
energy and climate goals. Finally, the EEA Council might reiterate the importance of 



maintaining close cooperation between the EU and the EEA-EFTA States in energy 
and climate change polices, in particular in the areas of emission trading, the 
promotion of competitive low carbon economy, energy efficiency and renewable 
energy resources, as well as on carbon capture and storage (CCS). 

6. Mr Knut Hermansen, who represented the EFTA President of the EEA Joint 
Committee and the EFTA President of the EEA Council, said in his statement that
there had been many developments of importance to the EEA since the latest meeting.
The EU has unveiled numerous important policy initiatives of relevance to the EEA, 
notably under the Europe 2020 Strategy; the Union had made further progress in 
implementing the Lisbon Treaty, including the establishment of the European 
External Action Service (EEAS) in December last year, and the EU Council also 
concluded its assessment of relations with the EFTA countries at the end of last year, 
which included a call for a review of the EEA. 

7. The speaker started with an update on the response to the economic crisis. In 
recent months the EU had developed additional measures to improve economic 
governance and strengthen economic cooperation in Europe. Most of these proposals
were not EEA relevant from a strictly legal perspective. However, they were crucial 
for the future of the European economy and as such of obvious importance to the 
EEA EFTA States. He said that all of the seven flagship initiatives had now been 
adopted. The EEA EFTA States were currently analysing these proposals to ascertain 
their relevance to the EEA. Mr Hermansen referred to the recent EEA JPC resolution 
on Innovation and the EEA under Europe 2020 and said that the comprehensive 
nature of the strategy did pose new challenges for the EEA EFTA States. Determining 
the EEA relevance of specific proposals was one such challenge. While the States had
not yet concluded our exercise, it was clear that a large number of actions and 
measures proposed in the seven flagship initiatives were EEA relevant, most likely 
more than half, and possibly as many as two-thirds. He then said that another 
important part of the Europe 2020 Strategy was the Single Market Act. Almost all of 
the 50 proposals in the Act seemed EEA relevant and the EEA EFTA States had of 
course been actively following and participating in its development, most recently by 
submitting a comment on the Single Market Act. 

8. The speaker then turned to the EEA JPC agenda and said that the Committee 
had a very forward looking agenda focussing its efforts on the High North and the 
Review of the EEA. As for the EEA Review, efforts by the EU side were welcomed 
by the EEA EFTA States, inspired as they were from similar reviews launched in both 
Liechtenstein and Norway. A number of questions were raised in the EEA JPC paper 
on the EEA Review. The first impression from the Council Conclusions was that the 
EU was ambitious and the EEAS, which would be responsible for the review, would
not only look at the EEA itself, but at the development of the entire relationship 
between each of the three EEA EFTA States and the EU. He said the review would in 
this context also examine whether a more comprehensive approach encompassing all 
fields of cooperation would suit the EU better, and also consider possible 
developments in the membership of the EEA. Mr Hermansen said that this could 
mean a lot of different things, including the effects of possible future EU 
enlargements. Towards the end, the speaker referred to the Parliamentary 
Committee’s request that EEA relevant legislative proposals be transmitted to EEA 
EFTA national parliaments as soon as they are adopted by the Commission. The 



Commission was of the opinion that this task should be undertaken by the EFTA 
Secretariat towards the EEA EFTA national parliaments. Following a request from 
Norway, the Secretariat had offered to send such EEA relevant legislative proposals 
to the national parliaments of the EEA EFTA States at the same time as they were
sent to relevant ministries and bodies in EEA EFTA States. We look forward to 
working out the practical details of this new arrangement with the Secretariat in the 
coming weeks.

9. Mr Gianluca Grippa, representing the President-in-Office of the EEA Joint 
Committee, gave a statement referred to the latest EEA Joint Committee’s Progress 
Report and concluded that the EEA machine kept running smoothly. Since the 
previous meeting of the EEA Council in November 2010, the Joint Committee had 
adopted 71 decisions, incorporating 134 new legal acts into the EEA Agreement. 
Among the specific issues of importance where progress had been made, Mr. Grippa 
mentioned the approval of the incorporation of the Data Retention Directive by the 
Norwegian Parliament and the continued dialogue on the Bank Deposit Guarantee 
Scheme. He stressed that any solution on the latter directive had to guarantee financial 
stability, the protection of consumers and that no distortion of competition occurs. 
Furthermore, Mr. Grippa called for an intensified dialogue on the modalities for the 
EEA EFTA States’ participation in the European Financial Supervision bodies 
through the EEA Agreement. He also expressed satisfaction with the progress made in 
the implementation of the EEA and Norwegian financial mechanisms 2009-2014. 
However, Mr. Grippa also mentioned cases where EEA relevant acquis had still to be 
incorporated into the Agreement.

10. The most prominent and urgent ones are the regulation on common rules 
concerning aviation safety and establishing the European Aviation Safety Agency as 
well as the audio-visual media services directive, which had been outstanding far too 
long. With regard to the directive on renewable energy, Mr. Grippa pointed out that 
the EEA EFTA states should agree to targets commensurate with the ambitions of the 
Directive. Lastly, he expressed satisfaction with the finalisation of the negotiations on 
liberalisation of trade in agricultural products between the European Commission and 
Norway and encouraged the initiation in 2011 of negotiations regarding EEA Protocol 
3 products with the aim of agreeing to new mutual trade concessions in processed 
agricultural products. On the issue of the EU EEA Review, which was first referred to 
in December 2010 Council conclusions on the EU’s relations with the EFTA States, 
Mr. Grippa explained how the EEAS intended to approach the project. The point of 
departure was that the European Economic Area had been a success story over the 
past 17 years and the time might have come to explore if various developments over 
that period should be examined with a view to ensure that the EEA success story 
would be sustain also in the future. The main challenges the EEA faces could for 
example relate to the grey-zones emerging between what is internal market legislation 
stricto sensu and what would fall under other categories, especially since the EU more 
and more frequently adopts complex packages of legislation with many dimensions 
instead of individual acts neatly fitting into the 1994 internal market structure. The 
question should be asked whether the EEA Agreement could still embrace such 
developments allowing for the homogeneity of the internal market to be maintained. 
The EEA review would also touch upon bureaucratic/procedural issues, looking into 
possibly introducing new IT instruments, digitalization and simplification and the 



possibility of “legalizing” dispute-settlements could be examined. The EU EEA 
review was expected to be completed in 2012.

11. Finally, Mr Per Sanderud, President of the EFTA Surveillance Authority, 
briefed the Committee on the latest developments in the framework of ESA’s
activities. In the last Scoreboard, published in March 2011, the three EFTA States 
managed to decrease their implementation deficit to the lowest ever rate of 0.6%. All 
three States achieved the deficit target of 1%. He also said that together with the 
EFTA Secretariat, ESA was in a counting project with the aim to establish the exact 
figure of EEA Acts actually in force. Concerning the implementation of Regulations, 
ESA had seen substantial improvements by both Iceland and Norway since last year. 
However with 33 Regulations outstanding for Iceland and 17 for Norway there was
still room for improvement. Currently, around 500 cases were pending before the 
Authority, 400 in the area of Internal Market and about 100 in the field of State 
Aid/Competition. Out of the 500 pending cases 120 are based on private complaints. 
ESA had also experienced that litigation in court required more and more resources as 
there seemed to be a trend that ESA´s decisions were challenged in court to a greater 
extent than before. 

12. As for Iceland and the financial crisis, the Authority had taken note of the 
outcome of the Icelandic referendum concerning the Icesave issue. Mr Sanderud said 
that on 10 June 2011 ESA adopted a Reasoned Opinion which elaborated why the 
Authority disagreed with the arguments brought forward by Iceland. ESA essentially 
maintains its position that under the Deposit-Guarantee Scheme Directive Iceland was
under an obligation to ensure that depositors receive a minimum payment of EUR
20.000 in the event of deposits being unavailable. In this context, he also mentioned
that just before Christmas ESA decided to close seven complaints concerning the 
Icelandic Emergency Act introduced in October 2008. The Act granted depositors 
priority ranking before other unsecured creditors (like bondholders) in bankruptcy 
proceedings. The Authority had concluded that depositors were in a different situation 
than general creditors and in a greater need of protection in the event of insolvency of 
a bank. Beside this ESA was currently in the process of investigating state aid granted 
to a number of Icelandic financial institutions. The Authority was also assessing 
restructuring plans for most of the financial institutions in Iceland. In each case the 
Authority’s rules, like those of the European Commission, require that the aid paid is 
the minimum necessary to ensure the long term viability of the institutions. Difficult 
decisions may have to be taken in order for the sector to be able to once again stand 
on its feet, unaided without the need of subsidy from public money. 

13. Mr Sanderud said that apart from these financial crisis cases, ESA had seen an 
increasing number of cases related to the posting of workers. At the heart of these 
cases was the complicated task of balancing the right of foreign companies to provide 
services with the national policies and traditions of the labour market. Relevant cases 
in this respect concerned, for instance, rules on sick leave in Iceland now pending 
before the EFTA Court and ESA had also opened infringement proceedings on labour 
clauses in public procurement in Norway. Mr Sanderud further elaborated on cases 
such as the Norwegian Public Service Pension Act; ownership restrictions for stock 
exchanges in Norway; Norwegian ownership rules for fish farms; tax exemptions 
applicable to investment companies in Liechtenstein; new Liechtenstein Tax Act;



windmill parks in Norway; and state aid measures for the Norwegian shipping 
company Hurtigruta.

14. In conclusion Mr Sanderud mentioned that over the last years ESA had seen a 
number of new agencies established under the umbrella of the European Commission. 
New ones were coming up within telecom, energy and not at least financial services. 
There seemed to be a continuous challenge to secure the EFTA countries participation 
in these new organisations. He reminded that in preparation for the incorporation of 
these agencies into the EEA Agreement, it was of importance, with regard to the two 
pillar structure, to carefully consider the allocation of administrative tasks and 
surveillance competences. This included a clarification through a Joint Committee 
Decision of how the role of ESA should be defined in respect of the agencies 
themselves, the Commission, and the EFTA States. 

15. In the ensuing debate Mr Hansen enquired about Croatia’s accession process 
and shaping of legislative proposals; Mr Trzaskowski asked for an elaboration on the 
general criterias for EEA relevance and enquired about the Norwegian position to the 
EU postal directive; Ms Dåvøy asked about alcohol advertisements in EU member 
states; Ms Stihler commented on the EEAS and the EEA; Ms Johansen and Mr 
Gullvåg commented on the EU postal directive; Mr Rübig discussed also the postal 
directive and cited examples from EU member states; Mr Sanner discussed the 
renewable energy directive; Mr Hansen enquired about the status of relations between 
the EU and the small European states; Mr Rübig elaborated on the Icesave issue; Ms 
Bjarnadóttir explained the situation as concerned capital controls in Iceland; and Mr 
Quaderer enquired about ESA’s activities as concerned the Liechtenstein tax act.

Consideration of the working paper on the Review of the EEA (Ref. 1105425)

16. In his statement, Mr Hansen elaborated on the challenges that the EEA was 
confronted with and the profound institutional changes that had occurred since the 
EEA had entered into force. He welcomed the ongoing EEA review processes and 
raised a few issues that needed to be dealt with in the near future, issues such as the 
fact that the EEA EFTA States wished to participate without being members of the 
EU which raised questions of constitutional nature. Solutions needed to be found to 
issues such as the financial supervisory authorities, air safety and EASA as well as the 
EU patent court. Sovereignty was another key issue. Should this be solved by an 
expanding role of ESA and would the EU accept a role for the EEA EFTA States 
national institutions in matters like this. And then there were the lingering questions 
on a deeper integration of Andorra, San Marino and Monaco into the internal market.
In his statement Mr Gallagher focussed on the increased role and powers of the 
European Parliament and other rapid developments since the entering into force of the 
Lisbon Treaty. He also discussed the EEA EFTA States’ contributions to the 
economies of the new member states through the EEA Grants and finally he discussed 
the importance of efficient cooperation between the European Parliament and the 
EEA EFTA national parliaments. In the debate Mr Trzaskowski discussed how 
legislative co-decision worked and effects of that the major share of work was done 
during the first reading. In his intervention Mr Grippa underlined that the review of 
the EEA was not supposed to be a major review. Mr David questioned whether a 
more comprehensive framework for Swiss-EU relations was necessary since it would 
go against the pragmatic approach that had been developed throughout the years. Ms 



Stihler also discussed the fast pace legislative proposals were dealt with under co-
decision and Ms Johansen enquired about ways for the EEA EFTA States to enter 
discussions at an earlier stage. Mr Cassis commented on the volume of individual 
agreements between the EEA EFTA States and the EU and Mr Rübig expressed the 
wish for the European Parliament to be less dependent on information from the 
Commission. Mr Quaderer commented on the ongoing review processes and the 
experience from Liechtenstein, Mr Sanner commented on recent comments by the EU 
Enlargement Commissioner on the possible expansion of the EEA, and Mr David
asked whether the Norwegian arguments against the Postal directive were really a 
cause for concern for the EEA institutions. In summing up the debate, the co-
rapporteurs Mr Hansen and Mr Gallagher, said that the working document would 
continue to occupy the Committee in the next meetings and called on interested 
parties to provide the Secretariat with substance input if they would like to add issues. 

Consideration of the draft report on the Annual Report of the JPC on the 
functioning of the EEA in 2010 (Ref. 1105720)

17. Mr Nesvik introduced the report and focussed his statement on the future of 
the EEA and that the EEA EFTA States increased their proactive approach to 
influencing EEA relevant legislation. Mr Rübig explained the evolvement of co-
decision and its impact on internal market legislation. In the general debate on the 
Annual report Mr Trzaskowski discussed the overall effects of the Lisbon Treaty on 
the EEA and the need to increase cooperation with the EEA EFTA States, also at 
parliamentary level. Ms Stihler and Mr Hansen discussed the ongoing and parallel 
EEA review processes and the involvement of national parliaments. And Mr Nesvik 
stated the need for the EEA JPC to discuss more the EEA EFTA States’ substantial 
financial contribution to the economic and social cohesion in Europe through the EEA 
Grants. Following the discussions the resolution was adopted unanimously with one 
minor amendment to the text.

Consideration of the draft report on The High North: Opportunities and policy 
Challenges (Ref. 1105470)

18. Mr Tarand focussed his intervention on the involvement of all relevant 
stakeholders and governmental organisations when it came to issues of the High 
North. In Mr Sigurdsson’s absence, Ms Bjarnadóttir focussed her statement on that 
the environment and its protection should always take precedence in questions related 
to the Arctic and that the Artcic Council was the first and foremost venue to deal with 
those issues. In the ensuing debate Mr Nesvik stated the Norwegian position and 
Norwegian efforts to protect the High North, Mr Hansen elaborated on cooperation 
with Russia and other stakeholders, Mr Trzaskoswki discussed the EU position on the 
High North, and Ms Stihler discussed issues under UNCLOS. After the debate the 
resolution was adopted unanimously with 4 amendments to the text.

European Contract Law and the Digital Agenda

19. Ms Stihler briefed the Committee on recent developments with regard to 
European contract law and the EU Digital Agenda.



Future work of the EEA JPC

20. The President said that the EEA JPC Bureau had decided that the next EEA 
JPC meeting would be held in Strasbourg during the October Plenary session. As for 
topics to be discussed at the meeting he recited discussions in the Bureau which had 
agreed that the agenda would have three substance topics: Review of the EEA; EEA 
Grants; and the Digital Agenda. There was however still scope for more issues to be 
covered if members had pressing issues.

Any other business

21. No other business was raised.

Date of next meeting

22. In closing the meeting the President announced that the next meeting would 
take place in Strasbourg on 26-27 October.

_____________________________
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AGENDA

1. Opening of the meeting

2. Adoption of the Draft Agenda (Ref.1105251)

3. Approval of the minutes of the 35th meeting of the EEA JPC (Ref. 1105736)

4. Development of the EEA Agreement and follow up to resolutions adopted at the 
35th meeting of the EEA Joint Parliamentary Committee

Statements by

 Mr Lajos BOZI, representing the President-in-Office of the EEA Council
 Mr Knut HERMANSEN, representing the EFTA President of the EEA Joint 

Committee and the EFTA President of the EEA Council
 Mr Gianluca GRIPPA, representing the President-in-Office of the EEA Joint 

Committee
 Mr Per SANDERUD, President of the EFTA Surveillance Authority

Followed by an exchange of views

5. Consideration of the working paper on the Review of the EEA (Ref. 1105425)

Co-rapporteurs: Mr Svein Roald HANSEN (Labour Party, Norway)
Mr Pat the Cope GALLAGHER (ALDE, Ireland)



Followed by an exchange of views

6. Consideration of the draft report on the Annual Report of the JPC on the 
functioning of the EEA in 2010 (Ref. 1105720)

Co-rapporteurs: Mr Harald T. NESVIK (Progress Party, Norway)
Mr Paul RÜBIG (EPP, Austria)

Followed by an exchange of views

7. Consideration of the draft report on The High North: Opportunities and policy 
Challenges (Ref. 1105470)

Co-rapporteurs: Mr Árni Thór SIGURDSSON (Left-Green Movement, 
Iceland)
Mr Indrek TARAND (Greens/EFA, Estonia)

Followed by an exchange of views

8. European Contract Law and the Digital Agenda

Presentation by Ms Catherine STIHLER (S&D, United Kingdom)
Followed by an exchange of views

9. Vote on the draft resolutions

10. Future work of the EEA JPC

11. Any other business

12. Date of next meeting
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Adopted pursuant to Rules 11 and 13 of the Rules of Procedure, 
at the 36th  meeting of the Joint Parliamentary Committee

in Longyearbyen

 on 13 April 2011

Annual Report of the JPC on the functioning of the EEA in 2010
Co-rapporteurs: Mr Harald T. NESVIK (MP, Progress Party, Norway)

Mr Paul RÜBIG (MEP, EPP, Austria)
adopted unanimously

and

The High North: Opportunities and Policy Challenges
Co-rapporteurs: Mr Árni Thór SIGURDSSON (MP, Left Green 

Movement, Iceland)
Mr Indrek TARAND (MEP, Greens/EFA, Estonia)

adopted unanimously
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on 

the Annual Report of the JPC on the functioning of the EEA in 2010

The Joint Parliamentary Committee of the European Economic Area:

A. in accordance with its task laid out by the EEA Agreement (Article 95, 
paragraph 4),

B. emphasising that the EEA EFTA States are not third countries in matters 
concerning the Internal Market, but full participants,

C. mindful of the importance of maintaining homogeneity within the EEA,

D. noting that the information and consultation process provided for in the EEA 
Agreement is an essential tool for the EFTA States to participate in the 
shaping of common rules,

E. acknowledging the importance of implementation of EEA legislation in order 
to establish a dynamic and homogenous European Economic Area,

F. recalling its resolutions on the functioning of the EEA in 1994 (adopted 29 
May 1995), in 1995 (adopted 3 June 1996), in 1996 (adopted 14 April 1997) in 
1997 (adopted 25 May 1998), in 1999 (adopted 16 March 2000), in 2000 
(adopted 24 May 2001), in 2001 (adopted 20 June 2002), in 2002 (adopted 20 
May 2003), in 2003 (adopted 27 April 2004), in 2004 (adopted 25 April 2005), 
in 2005 (adopted 22 May 2006), in 2006 (adopted 27 June 2007), in 2008 
(adopted 25 March 2009), and in 2009 (adopted 29 March 2010),

G. recalling its resolution on Implementation of EEA legislation (adopted on 10 
October 2006),its resolution on Enlarging the EEA: Experiences and 
Perspectives (adopted on 10 October 2006), and its resolution on Future 
Perspectives for the EEA (adopted on 4 November 2008),

1. emphasises that the EEA Agreement needs to be taken seriously by all stakeholders 
in the EEA and needs to be the focus of constant efforts so that outstanding 
differences are solved promptly and that the good functioning of the EEA is not put 
at risk;

2. takes note of the Annual Report of the EEA Joint Committee for 2010; and agrees 
with the general assessment that the EEA functioned well in the reporting period; 

3. welcomes the reinvigorated political interest in the EEA by its stakeholders, 
illustrated in particular by the launch of separate studies on the functioning of the 
EEA and a possible EEA review process, initiated by the EU Council, the 
Norwegian Foreign Ministry and the Government of Liechtenstein, respectively;

4. notes with particular interest that the EU Council in December 2010 has called for a 
review of the functioning of the EEA Agreement, taking account that EU-EEA 
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EFTA relations have developed over the past 15 years in depth and in scope both 
within the framework of the EEA Agreement and beyond;

5. seeks clarifications as to the EU Council’s request that it should be examined 
whether the EU interest is properly served by the existing framework of relations or 
alternatively by a more comprehensive approach, encompassing all fields of 
cooperation and ensuring a horizontal coherence; and calls on the EU Council to 
clarify how the EU review will take into account possible developments in the 
membership of the EEA;

6. calls on the EEA Joint Committee to continue to pay specific attention to the 
extraordinary circumstances created by the financial crisis and that continue to 
challenge the good functioning of the EEA Agreement;

7. notes the discussions between the EEA EFTA States and the EU on the 
incorporation of European Aviation Security Authority regulation, especially with 
respect to whether the competence to impose fines on persons and undertakings on 
the basis of that regulation should be given to national authorities or rest with ESA; 
and supports the EEA EFTA States’ position that the competence to impose fines 
rests with the national authorities;

8. takes note of the ongoing discussions between the EEA EFTA States and the 
Commission on the incorporation of the Audiovisual Media Services Directive into 
the EEA Agreement, in particular the subject of advertising alcoholic beverages; 
emphasises that this is a matter of great political importance to some of the EEA 
EFTA States and is linked to vital health and social concerns; and urges the EEA 
EFTA States and the Commission to seek a mutually acceptable compromise;

9. takes note of the institutional changes within the European Union following the 
implementation of the Lisbon Treaty and how these affect the relations with the 
EEA especially with the EEA-EFTA file being transferred from DG RELEX to the 
newly established EEAS; urges the relevant authorities to raise awareness of the 
EEA in the European Commission structures; and calls on the EEAS to allocate the 
necessary resources in order for its Secretariat to be able to maintain a successful 
functioning of the EEA;

10. reiterates the importance of comitology committees in safeguarding the EEA-EFTA 
States’ right to decision-shaping at an early stage; takes note of that with the entry 
into force of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union the rules on 
comitology were changed, splitting comitology into two different legal regimes 
resulting in that the Commission is now autonomously competent to adopt delegated 
acts which are designed to supplement or amend certain non-essential elements of a 
legislative act; and urges the relevant authorities to ensure the maintenance of 
continued involvement of EEA-EFTA experts under the new regimes; welcomes the 
foreseen adoption by the EU institutions of a Common Understanding on delegated 
acts;

11. echoes the EEA Joint Committee’s emphasis on the significance of Europe 2020; 
welcomes the EEA EFTA States’ contribution to the Strategy in the preceding 
public consultation process; underlines that the EEA EFTA States have been 
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involved in the Lisbon Strategy through the Internal Market, selective OMC 
processes, and inclusion in Eurostat, and that it will be important to explore the 
EEA relevance of new Europe 2020 proposals, and therein ensure closer 
cooperation between the EEA EFTA States and the EU in key policy areas as well 
as take into account each other’s policies; 

12. reiterates its calls on the EEA EFTA States to increase their internal coordination 
and joint actions vis-à-vis the EU in order to more effectively influence EEA 
relevant processes, policies, and legislation under Europe 2020;

13. urges the EEA EFTA States to increase their involvement in aspects of Europe 
2020 that are EEA relevant such as the Single Market as key instrument in Europe 
2020; underlines the importance of for the EEA EFTA States to effectively 
influence EEA relevant processes under the new strategy at both expert based and 
political level;

14. supports the EU Climate and Energy package know as the 20-20-20 targets; 
underlines the EEA EFTA States’ support and involvement in making these 
demanding climate and energy targets materialise; and emphasises that the 
implementation of these targets may, in varying degrees, effect the EEA EFTA 
States’ national legislation; and emphasises the importance of the social dimension; 

15. welcomes the EEA-EFTA States’ active participation in most of the EEA-relevant 
agencies and programmes, which remain a vital part of the overall good functioning 
of the EEA Agreement;

16. welcomes the 8 EEA-EFTA Comments in 2010, in particular those on Europe 2020 
and Consumer Rights, and encourages the EEA-EFTA States to continue to involve 
themselves in the decision-shaping from an early stage to have a genuine impact on 
the shape of legislative proposals;

17. reiterates its calls for a regular evaluation of the EEA EFTA States’ participation in 
committees, working groups and expert groups, especially now after the entry into 
force of the Lisbon Treaty and subsequent changes in the work processes in the 
European Commission;

18. highlights the democratic role invested by the EEA JPC; emphasises that its role 
should not be neglected; calls for a more detailed discussion on the contribution of 
the EEA JPC; and recommends the EEA EFTA States to explore an increased role 
for national parliaments in the EEA EFTA States to mirror the new role of national 
Parliaments in the EU and of the European Parliament; welcomes the inclusion of 
Members of EFTA countries’ parliaments in several public debates in European 
Parliament’s committees on EEA-relevant subjects and recommends to extend this 
practice;    

19. welcomes the long-overdue entry into force of the Food Law Package due to 
constitutional requirements in Iceland; regrets that as a result of these delays, which 
lasted for nearly 3 years, a significant backlog in matters regarding veterinary 
legislation was produced; appreciates the particular difficulties experienced in 
Iceland; and stresses that the relevant authorities must avoid lengthy delays in 
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implementation in the future in order to ensure the smooth functioning of the EEA 
Agreement; 

20. welcomes the sharp reduction in the EEA EFTA States’ transposition deficit
whereas they have, in line with the EEA JPC recommendations of March 2010, 
reduced their transposition deficit from 0.7% to 0.6% in 2010, the lowest rate ever 
and well below the target of 1.0%;

21. emphasises the importance of the EEA Financial Mechanism and the substantial 
contribution of the EEA EFTA States to reduction of economic and social 
disparities in Europe; welcomes in this regard the signing of agreements by
Iceland, Liechtenstein and Norway with the EU in June 2010 on financial 
contributions of € 988.5 million through the EEA Grants in the period 2009-14, and 
a Norwegian contribution of  additional € 800 million through the Norway Grants;

22. instructs its President to forward this resolution to the EEA institutions, to the 
European Parliament and the EEA EFTA Parliaments and to the European 
Ombudsman.
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on 

The High North: Opportunities and Policy Challenges

The Joint Parliamentary Committee of the European Economic Area:

1. underlines that sustainability is the key to utilize the opportunities and meet the 
challenges that are represented in the High North;

2. stresses that the unique environment in the Arctic is extremely fragile and that 
protection of the vulnerable ecosystems must be a top priority with regard to 
increased activity in the region;

3. emphasises that climate change has stronger impact in the Arctic than most 
other regions and  calls on relevant authorities to combat climate changes and its 
sources with all necessary means;  

4. recognises existing international, multilateral and bilateral legal frameworks, 
most prominently the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea, which 
represent well developed tools for governance in the Arctic, and regulate, inter 
alia, provisions on navigation, fisheries, exploitation of oil, gas and other natural 
resources on the continental shelf, maritime delimitation, ocean pollution 
prevention, marine scientific research and dispute settlement applicable to all 
sea areas, including the Arctic region;

5. calls for enhanced efforts to strengthen the Arctic Council, whereby it is given a 
more assertive role; and recognises the Arctic Council as the single most 
important venue for international cooperation and decision-making on the High 
North and on common Arctic issues; 

6. stresses that the Arctic environment is a vital source of renewable and non-
renewable natural resources which are of utmost importance not only for the 
nations in the area, but for Europe as a whole, including the European Economic 
Area, and beyond;

7. calls on relevant authorities to use all necessary means to ensure that the 
exploitation of resources and the management of the marine environment in the 
High North is done in an environmentally sound and sustainable manner with 
regard to the sensitive nature of the Arctic;

8. recognises that the effects of the melting ice and milder temperatures are 
creating opportunities for economic development in the Arctic region; and 
acknowledges the wish of the governments of the Arctic region with sovereign 
rights and responsibilities to continue to pursue sustainable economic 
development, taking into account their experience in using and developing the 
resources of the region in a sustainable way;
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9. emphasises the understanding that the Arctic region extends to both the North 
Pole area proper and the part of the North Atlantic Ocean which is closely 
connected to it; and underlines that the Arctic should not be limited to a narrow 
geographical definition but rather viewed as an extensive area when it comes to 
ecological, economic, political and security matters;

10. stresses the importance of the European Union in Arctic Region as part of EU 
territory lies within in the Arctic; welcomes the European Parliament’s 
resolution on a Sustainable EU Policy for the High North; acknowledges EU’s 
role as a major contributor to Arctic research and supports the European 
Union’s request for an observer status in the Arctic Council;

11. emphasises the importance of relevant EU legislation relating to certain 
activities in the Arctic region, implemented by the EU Member States and the 
EEA EFTA States Iceland and Norway through the EEA Agreement; also 
calling on all states to ratify and implement all relevant international legislation 
applying to the Arctic:

12. emphasises that the economies of the indigenous peoples rely to a high extent 
on sustainable use of natural resources and supports the rights of indigenous 
peoples in the Arctic for direct involvement in all policy-making that concerns 
their political, socio-economic, cultural and environmental interests;

13. underlines the importance of interacting with Arctic communities and 
supporting capacity-building programmes in order to improve the quality of life 
of indigenous and local communities in the region and gain more understanding 
of the living conditions and cultures of these communities; calls on the EU to 
promote a stronger dialogue with the indigenous peoples and the Arctic local 
inhabitants;

14. underlines the importance of overall stability and peace in the Arctic region; 
calls for safeguarding broadly defined security interests in the region through 
civilian means; and strongly opposes any kind of militarisation of the Polar Sea; 

15. stresses that climatic changes and increased access to the Arctic will put new 
responsibilities on the shoulders of the nations of the Arctic Council, with 
respect to civilian security and environmental surveillance; and calls for 
increased efforts to monitor the environmental changes in the Arctic, and to 
increase surveillance to assist search and rescue to ensure civilian security;

16. takes note of the increased access to the Arctic and welcomes initiatives on 
secure and safe shipping and underlines that this concerns not only freight 
traffic but also a large and increasing volume of tourist shipping; and calls for 
more research on the effect that climate change has on Arctic navigation and 
shipping routes and of the impact that increased shipping activities will have on 
the Arctic environment and its inhabitants;

17. acknowledges that the best protection for the Arctic is a long-term and 
ambitious global climate agreement, but realises that the rapid warming of the 
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Arctic makes it necessary, in addition, to work on possible further short-term 
measures to limit Arctic warming;

18. underlines the importance of research, dialogue and information-sharing on 
Arctic issues;

19. emphasises that, although the Arctic States play a key role in governance in the 
Arctic, they should maintain a constructive dialogue with other relevant 
stakeholders – such as international organisations, indigenous and local people 
and sub-state authorities as a way of developing a shared vision for the High 
North.


