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II

(Cobuyerus)

CbOBIIEHVA HA MHCTUTYUMUTE, OPTAHUTE, CITYXKBUTE M ATEHUMUTE HA
EBPOITEMCKNA CbIO3

EBPOIIEVICKA KOMUCUA

HenpoTusomnocrassine Ha KOHLEHTPALM, 32 KOSTO € MOCTBIINIO YBEeTOMIIEHIUE
(Demo COMP/M.5785 — Sun Capital[DSM Special Products)
(Tekct or 3Hauenme 3a EMII)

(2011/C 34/01)

Ha 2 pexemspu 2010 rogmua Kommcusta pewy ma He ce IPOTMBOIIOCTABSI Ha TOPENOCOYEHATa KOHLEHTpauus, 3a
KOSITO € TOCTBINIIO YBETOMIICHNE ¥ [1a s 00sBM 3a ChbBMeCTMMa ¢ o0uivst masap. PeleHneTo ce OCHOBaBa Ha uiieH 6,
naparpad 1, Gyksa 6) or Pernament (EO) Ne 139/2004 na CobBera. ITBIHMAT TEKCT HA PELICHMETO € TOCTBIICH
eIVMHCTBEHO Ha AHITIMIICKN €3UK 1 Lie ce MyONuKyBa, cilefl KaTo GbIaT IpeMaxHaTi BCUYKM NPOQEeCHOHAIHN TailHy,
KOMTO MOTaT fa ce ChIbpKar B Hero. Toil ie Oble MOCThIEH:

— B pasgena 3a CiMBaHMATAa Ha yeOcajita Ha Kowmmcmsra, cebpsan ¢ koHkypeHumsra (http://ec.europa.cuf
competition/mergers/cases/). Tosu yeGcailT NpeTOCTaBst pasiMUHM CPENCTBA 34 NOANOMATaHe HA JOCTHIA [0
pelleHys 33 OTHENHY CIMBAHMS, BKIIOUMTENHO [OKA3aTeNy 33 ThPCEHe 10 IPYKECTBO, 10 HOMep Ha MeNoTo, 10
[laTa ¥ IO OTPACHI,

— B enekTpoHeH gopmar Ha yebOcaitta EUR-Lex (http://eur-lex.europa.eu/en/index.htm) non Homep Ha noKymenTa
32010M5785. EUR-Lex mpegocrass OHIaiH JOCTBII 10 €BPONECKOTO HpPaBo.

HenpoTuBomocrassine Ha KOHLEHTPALM, 32 KOSATO € MOCTBIIIO YBeTOMIIEHUE
(lemo COMP/M.6033 — Johnson & Johnson/Crucell)
(Texcr or 3Hauenme 3a EWII)

(2011/C 34/02)

Ha 28 snyapu 2011 rogmua Kommcusta pemm ga He ce NPOTMBOIIOCTABSl HA TOPENOCOYEHATa KOHLEHTpauys, 3a
KOSITO € MOCTBIINNIO YBEJOMITEHME I MIa st 00siBY 3a ChbBMecTMMa ¢ o6umst Mazap. PeleHnero ce ocHOBaBa Ha wiieH 6,
naparpad 1, Gyksa 6) or Pernament (EO) Ne 139/2004 na CobBera. ITBIHMAT TEKCT Ha PELICHMETO € HOCTBIIEH
IVHCTBCHO Ha AHITIMIICKY €3UK U Lie ce IyOmnuKyBa, el KaTo GbIAT MPeMaxXHAaTH BCUYKM IPOPECHOHATHI TallHM,
KOMTO MOTaT 1a ce ChIbpKar B Hero. Toii ime 6bue IOCTbIEH:

— B pasmena 3a CiuMBaHMsATa Ha yeOcaiita Ha Kowmmcmsra, cepsan ¢ koHkypenumsra (http:/[/ec.curopa.cuf
competition/mergers/cases/). Tosu yeGcaiiT mpenocTaBst pasnyuuHM CPELCTBA 33 MOANOMArdHe Ha JOCTBIA [0
pelleHys 33 OTHENHY CIMBAHMS, BKIIOUMTENHO [OKA3aTeNy 33 ThPCEHe 10 IPYKECTBO, 10 HOMep Ha MeNoTo, 10
[laTa ¥ IO OTPACHI,

— B enekTporeH dopmar Ha yebeaitra EUR-Lex (http://eur-lex.europa.eu/en/index.htm) nog Homep Ha OKymeHTa
32011M6033. EUR-Lex npemocrassi OHNAiH JOCTBII IO €BPOIENCKOTO MPaBo.



http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/cases/
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IV

(Unpopmayusa)

VHQOPMALINA OT MHCTUTYLIVINTE, OPTAHUTE, CITYXBUTE M ATEHLIVIATE
HA EBPOITEMCKMS CBIO3

EBPOIIEVICKA KOMUCKA

O0MeHeH Kypc Ha eBpoTo (')
2 ¢espyapn 2011 romuza
(2011/C 34/03)

1 eBpo =
Barnyta OGMeHeH Kypc Basyta OGMeHeH Kype

USD 1IATCKM [0NIap 1,3803 AUD aBCTPANMIACKN [10TIap 1,3676
JPY STMIOHCKA JieHa 112,35 CAD KaHafiCKu 1011ap 1,3649
DKK [IaTCKa KpOHa 7,4549 HKD XOHKOHICKM T1071ap 10,7490
GBP nMpa CTepIuHT 0,85190 NZD HOBO3EITaHICKM [0Nap 1,7657
SEK WIBEIICKa KpOHa 8.8615 SGD CUHTaIypCKM [o1ap 1,7560
CHF umefiapcky pank 12922 KRW 102KHOKOPEVICKY BOH 1521,85
ISK - ZAR I0KHOAQPVKAHCKY PaHIL 9,8704
NOK HopRexKa Kpona 78840 CNY  KuTaiicKu 10aH peH-MUH-O1 9,0890

HRK XbpBATCKa KyHa 7,4207
BGN Obirapcky Jies 1,9558 .

IDR VIHIIOHE3MIICKa pyIusl 12 462,41
CZK - eurka Kpowa 212s MYR  manaiisuiicku punruT 41945
HUF YHIApCKM QOpUHT 269,59 PHP umnmHcKo meco 60,583
LTL JIUTOBCKM JIAT 3,4528 RUB pycka py6ra 40,6500
LVL TATRUSACKM JIaT 07015 | THB  raiiasncku Gar 42,589
PLN TofcKa. 3710Ta 3,9128 BRL  Gpasuncku pean 2,2984
RON PYMbHCKa T1es 4,2580 MXN  MEKCMKAaHCKO IIeco 16,5974
TRY TypcKa Jmpa 2,1824 INR MHOMICKA pymus 62,8865

(") Msmounuk: pedepenteH oOMeHeH Kypc, myOnukysan or EBpomeiickara ueHTpaiHa GaHka.
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OdnimaneH BecTHNK Ha EBponeiickns cpo3

C 343

MHOOPMALIMA OT IbPXXABUTE-YITEHKN

Cpobmene Ha Komucusra cbriacHo mpouenypara, npensumeHa B wien 17, maparpad 5 or Permament
(EO) Ne 1008/2008 na Espomnerickusi napnament u Ha CbBeTa OTHOCHO OOLIMTE NMPaBWIA 32 U3BBHPILBAHE
Ha Bb3[yXOIUIaBaTelnHu yciyru B OGuHocTTa

HoBa nokaHa 3a yuacrie B Thpr 3a 00CiTyKBaHe Ha PeOBHM BB3IYIUHU JIMHUM CHITIACHO 3ab/KEHUSATA
3a NpeIoCTaBsiHe Ha OOLIeCTBEHa yCIIyra B ChOTBeTCTBHMe ¢ MH(popMaumsra, myOnukysaHa 8 OB C 34,

3.22011 r.

(Tekcr ot 3HaueHme 3a EWII)

(2011/C 34/04)

HbpkaBa-uneHKa

Uranns

I'pyna or cboTBETHUTE MapuIpyTy

Elba Marina di Campo—TFirenze, B npere nocoku,
Elba Marina di Campo—Pisa, B aBere mocoku

Cpox Ha lieficTBue Ha J0TOBOpa

1 romuna, cumrano or 27 mapr 2011 r.

KpaeH cpok 3a mpeucraBsHe Ha TPbXHU odepTn

2 Mecena cref Hy6HI/IKyBaH€TO Ha HACTOANIOTO M3BECTUE

Anpec, Ha KoilTo Moxe pga Oble MONIyuYeH
Oe3MIIaTHO TEKCTHT HA IOKAHATA 33 ydactue B
TBPra M ChOTBETHATA MHQOPMAlMs M[WIM MOKY-
MEHTalMs, CBbP3AHA C IyONMYHMS TBHPr M ChC
3aIb/KCHMETO 33 IPEIOCTaBsHE Ha OOlleCTBeHA
yciyra

ENAC (Ente nazionale per l'aviazione civile)
Direzione centrale sviluppo economico
Direzione sviluppo trasporto aereo

Viale del Castro Pretorio 118

00185 Roma RM

ITALIA

http:/[www.enac.gov.it
EnekTpoHHa noua: osp@enac.gov.it



http://www.enac.gov.it
mailto:osp@enac.gov.it
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3.2.2011r.

Cnobuienne Ha Komucusra cbrinacHo npouenypara, npensuueHa B wien 16, maparpad 4, Oyksa a) or
Pernament (EO) Ne 1008/2008 na EBpomeiickusi napnameHT u Ha CbBera OTHOCHO OOuIMTe MpaBuia 3a

U3BbpUIBAaHE HAa Bb3OYyXOIUIaBaTEeIIHU YCIIYTU B O6umocn‘a

3agbiKeHUs 3a o6mecmeﬂa yciayra BbB Bpb3Ka C OCUTYPsIBAHETO Ha PEIOBHM Bb3OYIIHU JIMHUN

(TekcT ot 3HaueHme 3a ENII)

(2011/C 34/05)

Ibp:kaBa-urieHKa

Uranus

Mapupyr

Mapupyr Reggio Calabria—Venezia Tessera u obpatHo
Reggio Calabria—Torino Caselle n oGparso

Reggio Calabria—Milano Malpensa u oGparHo

Reggio Calabria—Bologna Borgo Panigale u oGparso
Reggio Calabria—Bologna Borgo Panigale u oGparso

Iata Ha OTMSIHA HA 3aIbIKCHMETO 33 OOWIECTBEHA YCIIyra IO
CBOTBETHMS MapIIPyT

or 18 Hoemspu 2010 rogmxa

Azipec, Ha KOiiTO Moxe [l Obje MOIy4eH Oe3IIaTHO TEKCTHT Ha
TOKAHATA 33 YYacTye B ThPra M CbOTBETHATA MHPOPMALIMS 1[N
JIOKYMEHTAIINs, CBbP3aHA ChC 3aIBIKEHMETO 3a OOlIECTBEHA
yciyra

ENAC (Ente nazionale per l'aviazione civile)
Direzione centrale sviluppo economico
Direzione sviluppo trasporto aereo

Viale del Castro Pretorio 118

00185 Roma RM

ITALIA

http:/[www.enac.gov.it
EnekTpoHHa moa: osp@enac.gov.it



http://www.enac.gov.it
mailto:osp@enac.gov.it
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C 34/5

MHOOPMALIMSA OTHOCHO EBPOIEVICKOTO MKOHOMMYECKO ITPOCTPAHCTBO

HAIIBOPEH OPTAH HA EACT

Hapzopnusr opran Ha EACT cuuTa, e cinegHaTa MApKa He NpPeNCTaBlIABA TbpPXKaBHa MOMOIL IO CMUCHIA
Ha wieH 61, maparpad 1 or Cmopasymenuero 3a EUII

(2011/C 34/06)

Hara Ha nmpueMaHe Ha pellleHNeTo: 29 cenrrempu 2010 T.
Hemno HoMep: 67278

Homep Ha pemenue: 378/10/COL
Obpxasa or EACT: Ucnanousa

HaumeHoBanue (u/wm ume Ha GeHeuipepa): IpemrnonaraeMa [IbpXaBHA [OMOLI, OTIIYCHATA OT IPUCTa-
HULeTo Ha rpag Peiikssyk Ha mpemnpusitiero Stdltak hf.

IIpaBHO ocHOBaHMe: uted 61, maparpad 1 or Cropasymernero 3a EMIT

Bun Ha mspkara: TMOKYTIKA Ha aKIMu/IsoBe

ABTEHTUYHMAT TEKCT HA PELICHNMETO, OT KOITO € OTCTpaHeHa MOBepuTeNHATA MHOpMauus, e myOnMKyBaH Ha
yeGcaitta Ha Hamsoprus opran Ha EACT:

http:/[www.eftasurv.int/state-aid state-aid-register/


http://www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/state-aid-register/

C 34/6

Odurimanen BecTHuK Ha EBpomeiickus cpro3

3.2.2011r.

He e mbpxaBHa momomn 1mo cMuchia Ha 4ieH 61 or Cnopasymenmero 3a EMII

(2011/C 34/07)

Hamzopunar opran Ha EACT He noppmra Bb3paXeHMS MO CIEAHATa MsAPKa 3a JbpXKaBHA MOMOIL:

Hara Ha mpmeMaHe Ha pelIeHUETO:
Heno Homep:

Pemenne Ne:

Obpxasa-unienka Ha EACT:

Pernon:

HaumenoBanue (u/win ume Ha Geneduumepa):

IlpaBHO ocHOBaHue:

Bup Ha mApkara:

Hen:

(I)opMa Ha mnoMoiuura:

bromxer:

WnTeH3urer:

Cpok:

MxoHoMMYeCKM CeKTOp:

HaumenoBaHMe 1 axpec Ha OpraHa, MPexOCTABSIL

NMOMOIITa:

Hpyra undopmauusi:

13 okromspu 2010 r.
68560

390/10/COL
Vcnannms

fOxeH m3buparenen paiton, CeBeposamameH 130mpareneH
paiton 1 CeBepousToueH u30upaTeNieH paitoH

CTI/IMYHI/I 3a ITbpBOHAYAIIHM VHBECTNLMN B Ucnanms

3akox Ne 99/2010 OTHOCHO CTMMyTNTE 38 ITHPBOHAYATIHN
vHBECTMIMM B McnmaHmms

Cxema 3a MOMOII
Pernonanuo passutue

lpsika  Ge3Bb3Me3MHA TOMOLL, [AHBYHM ¥  TAKCOBH
OTCTBIIKM 3a Mpofax0a/HacMaHe Ha 3eMs TOI Ma3apHaTa
CTOVHOCT

Tomuuiay  GIOIKETHM — pelieHust 3a TPeKM  [OMOLIM
OuakBaHy HepeaM3MpaHy HPUXOMM OT HTAHBUHM/TAKCOBH
mepku — 17 mia. EUR ropmimzo

15% (25 % 3a cpemnyu npegmpuatist u 35 % 3aManKu
NpEeAnpyUATHS)

Or nyOnyKyBaHETO HAa OKOHYATENHMS TEKCT HAa CXeMaTa
crenl  mpueMaHeTo Ha - pemenuero Ha Oprama  go
31 pekemspyu 2013 1.

BCHUKM  MKOHOMMYECKM —CEKTOpM C U3KIIIOUEHME Ha
duHaHCOBMS CeKTOP

Ministry of Industry
Arnarhvoli

150 Reykjavik
ICELAND

OKOHYATENHVAT TEKCT Ha CXeMara we Gbae myOnuKyBaH Ha
anpec: http:/[www.idnadarraduneyti.is

ABTEHTUYHUAT TEKCT Ha pemennero, ot KOITO ¢ OTCTpaHEHA IIOBEPUTEITHATA I/IH(l)OpMaLII/IH, € Hy6J'II/IKyBaH Ha

yebcaitta Ha Hamzopuust opran Ha EACT:

http:/[www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/state-aid-register/


http://www.idnadarraduneyti.is
http://www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/state-aid-register/
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C 34/7

JInmca Ha IbpXKaBHAa MOMOLI MO CMMCBIIA Ha wieH 61 or Cnopasymenmero 3a EMII

(2011/C 34/08)

HamzopHusr opran Ha EACT cunra, ye crefgHata MspKa He IMpeICTaBNABa Ibp>KaBHA IOMOLI 1O CMIUCHIIA HA UIeH
61, naparpad 1 or Cmopasymenuero 3a EUIT:

Hara Ha nmpueMaHe Ha pewmeHuero: 9 Hoemspu 2010 rommua

Hemo HOMeEp: 62275

Homep Ha pemeHuero: 438/10/COL

Obpxasa or EACT: Hopserus

Bup Ha Mspkara: KpbcrocaHo cybcummpaHe ¥ BIMBAHE Ha KaITal

ABTEHTUUHIMAT TEKCT HA PELICHNMETO, OT KOTO € OTCTpaHeHa MOBepUTENHATA MHQOpMauus, e myOnMKyBaH Ha
yeOcaitta Ha Hamsoprust opran Ha EACT:

http:/[www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/state-aid-register/


http://www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/state-aid-register/

C 34[8

Oduumarnen BectHyk Ha EBponerickus chro3

3.2.2011r.

IlokaHa 3a npencraBsiHe Ha MHeHMs cbImacHO wien 1, maparpa¢ 2 or wacr I na Ilporokonm 3 KbM
Cnopasymenuero Mexny mbpxasute or EACT 3a cb3gaBaHe Ha HaJ30peH OpraH M Cb[l OTHOCHO
[’bPKaBHATA NOMOL BbB BPb3Ka C mpomax6ara or o6ummua Oppdal Ha mapuen gbnr 271/8

(2011/C 34/09)

C Pewerne Ne 417/10/COL or 3 noemBpu 2010 T., Bb3IPOM3BENCHO HA aBTCHTUYHNS €3MK HA CTPAHMLMTE CIIEf
ToBa pestome, Hamzopuusrt opran Ha EACT otkpu mpouenypa cbInacHo wieH 1, naparpad 2 or yacT 1 Ha IpOTOKON
3 kpM Cnopasymennero mexny nbpxasute oT EACT 3a cbh3naBaHe Ha Hafg30peH oprad u cbil. Hopsexkure Bnacty ca
MHQOPMMPAHN OCPEICTBOM KOIME OT PEIICHNETO.

C nacrosmoro Hapsopuuar opran Ha EACT ysenomsisa abpxkasute ot EACT, mbpxkasute-uenkn Ha EC u 3am-
TePeCcOBAHMUTE CTPAHM [a M3MPATST CBOMTE MHEHMsI OTHOCHO BBIPOCHATA MspKa B CPOK OT eIMH Mecell OT ImyOmu-
KYBAHETO HA HACTOSLIOTO YBENOMIIEHME Ha CIIEIHMS allpec:

EFTA Surveillance Authority
Registry

Rue Belliard/Belliardstraat 35
1040 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE

MHueHusTa 1€ 6’[)]]3.T MPenoCTaBeHN Ha HOPBEXKKNUTE BIIACTH. 3ama3BaHeTo B TallHA Ha CaMOJIMYHOCTTa Ha 3anHTEpe-
COBaHaTa CTpaHd, KOSATO IIpEACTaBsd MHCHMATA, MOXKE [a 61:]16 IOVICKaHO NMCMEHO, KaTO Ce IocoYaT IPUUYMHUTE 3a
UCKAHETO.

PE3IOME

Ha 7 ¢espyapu 2007 r. Strand Drift Oppdal AS npemnoxu Ha obumua Oppdal ma mocrpon chopbkeHue 3a
obcrTy>kBaHe Ha KITMEHTHTE Ha CKY KyPOPT BbpXy MMOT 271/8. 3a ma Moxe MapuersT [Ja ce M3MOJI3Ba 3a 00LIeCTBeH
NAPKMHT, 1e € HeoOXOMMMO [ia ce M3MeHAT oGWMHCKMTE pasnopenom. B mmemo mo obumaata ot 19 despyapu
2007 1. Strand Drift Oppdal AS m3pasu cBost muTepec ma 3akymu uMora. OOLIMHATA OTTOBOPM B IMCMO OT
30 HoemBpy 2007 T., ue JTOKAaTO He B3eMe pELICHME 3a M3MCHEHNE Ha OOLIMHCKUTE pasnopenodn, MPEmoKeHNeTo
Ha Strand Drift Oppdal AS 3a 3akymnysane Ha uMoTa 1e Obge 3aIbPKaHO.

Ha 30 ronn 2008 r. o6umua Oppdal pewyt ma momyunm mpe OTHETHM OLEHKM Ha MMOTA, CIIell KOETO [id 3arOyHe
nperoBopu 3a mpopax0a cbe Strand Drift Oppdal AS. O6uwmnara momyun msa otmenHy moknama. CTOMHOCTTa Ha
uMota Ge oueHeHa cporsetHo Ha 850 000 m 800 000 NOK.

Ha 15 romm 2008 r. obumHara mokann Strand Drift Oppdal AS Ha cpema 3a mbpBo 00ChXHaHEe Ha MPOEKTO-
moroBop 3a npogax6a 3a umora. O6muuara ysegomu Strand Drift Oppdal AS 3a ouenkure 1 ye npopaxHara LeHa
we 6pue 850 000 NOK.

Ouenkure Gsixa msnparern Ha Oppdal Booking AS no Heroo nckare Ha 21 tomm 2008 r. C muemo or 23 1o
Oppdal Booking AS Bb3pasy cpelly OLEHKNTe, TBHPHCHKM, 4e Te He OTPa3sABaT TOYHATA [A3apHA CTOVHOCT.
Tpennpusiruero OB 3astBu inter alia, ve e rotoBo ma miatm MHOTO mo-ucoka uexa. Crpumst men Oppdal
Booking AS wmsnmpatm Ha ofOmmuata mucMo ¢ odepra 3a 3,1 mummona NOK. Odeprata Oe ommcaHa Kato
,HauanmHa odepra“ m Oe OTmpaBeHa, NpY YCIOBUE ue lle OBIAT MPENOCTABEHM HEOOXOMMMMUTE Pa3pelIMTeNIHM 3a
paspabotka Ha umora 1 uye Ha Oppdal Booking AS me Oble NMpenocTaBeHO NOCTATHYHO BpeMe 3a MPOEKTMPAHE
Ha Crpamarta, KOSTO NPENcTou fa Obie MOCTPOeHa.

Ha 31 romn 2008 r. obmmuata mommica gorosopa cbe Strand Drift Oppdal AS. [Jokonkoto Oprausr pasdupa
dakTuTe, €Ba B TO3M MOMEHT € CKIIIOUEHO OOBBP3BALIO CIOPA3YMEHME N0 HOPBEXKKOTO NPABO.

OpransT Iie OueHN Mpomaxk0ara Ha 3eMs OT NMyONMMYHM OpraHM CbOOPA3HO HACOKMTE 3 IIbPXKABHMTE IOMOLIN
OTHOCHO €JIeMEHTMTe Ha [IbpKaBHA IOMOLI IIpM NponaxOM Ha 3eMs M crpamyt oT myOnmmuHy opraHu. B Hacokute
ce pasIiexpnar [Ba Bb3MOXHM CLEHAPMs: IbPBO, M3ION3BAHE HA IIPOLEAypa C HalfaBaHe; BTOPO, M3IOJ3BAHE Ha
OLICHKA Ha HE3aBICVM eKCIepT. B Ts1x obaue He ce pasriexia CUTyalus, B KOSTO € IONTydyeHa 0OBbp3Bamia odepra
CIIel TIOTYYaBaHETO Ha eKCIePTHATA OLICHKA, HO MpEMHM CKINOYBAHETO HA OOBBP3BALI OTOBOP. B HacTosmms cryuait
odeprara Oe OMM30 UETMPH ITBTU MO-BIMCOKA OT LIEHATA, CYMTAHA OT EKCIEPTUTE 33 Ma3apHATA LeHa.
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OpraHbT CumTa, Ye B TAKABA CUTYALMsl IPENCTABSHETO HA odepTa MOXKe [a MOPOIM ChbMHEHMS OTHOCHO TOBA Jaiy
OLIEHKMTE OTPA3sBAT PealHATa [A3apHA lLieHa Ha uMoTa. [1o MPUHLMI e[Ha paBononoOHa 1 oOBbp3Bala Oepra
M3IJIEKNIA € To-o0pa 6aza 3a OMpererisHe HA MA3apHATA LEHA, Thil KATO OTPa3sBa LIEHATA, KOATO HSKOI € PeaHo
TOTOB [1a IIATH 33 MMoTa. OpraHbT OTOEIIA3Ba, Ye HOPBEXKKMTE BIIACTY He Ca IPeNOCTaBIiA MHPOpPMALIs, JOKa3Balla
HEIPABIONOIOOHOCTTA HA odepTaTa WM Ye TS He OTpasABa TOUHO [A3apHATA CTOMHOCT Ha UMOTa, inter alia, mopamm
CIeLMaNHNUSL MHTepeC Ha OepeHTa KbM MpUIOOMBAHETO HA MMOTA.

Mepkute 3a mopkpena mo wiex 61, maparpadp 1 or Cropasymenyero 3a EMII mo mpuHUMI ca HeChBMECTUMU C
dyHkimonmnpanero Ha Criopasymerero 3a EWII, ocseH ako 3a TSIX He MOXKe [ Ce NMPWIOXKM NEporamyis o Cuiata
Ha wieH 61, maparpa¢p 2 wm 3 or Crnopasymennero 3a EWIL. Opransr obaue ce CbMHSBA, ue OLEHSBAHATA
TpaHCAKILMsi MOXe [ Oble OMpaBIaHa CHINIACHO pasnopendute 3a abpxasHa momoul Ha Criopasymenuero 3a EMIL

3aKkiIroueHmne

C orne Ha ropenocoveHute chobpaxeHyst OpraHsT pely fa 3amouHe OpMIMANHA MPOLEIypa MO pascrefBaHe B
choTBeTCTBME ¢ uneH 1, maparpag 2 or Cropasymenmero 3a EVII. 3amHTepecoBaHuTe CTpaHM ce MPUKAHBAT Ma
TPETIOCTABAT CBOMTE MHEHMSI B CPOK OT €IMH Mecell OT IyONMKYBAHETO Ha HACTOAIIOTO pemieHye B Oduyuanen
secmnur na Eeponelicrus ce103.

EFTA SURVEILLANCE AUTHORITY DECISION
No 417/10/COL
of 3 November 2010

to initiate the formal investigation procedure provided for in Article 1(2) in Part I of Protocol 3 to
the Surveillance and Court Agreement with regard to the sale by Oppdal municipality of the plot of
land gbnr 271/8

(Norway)

THE EFTA SURVEILLANCE AUTHORITY (the Authority),

Having regard to the Agreement on the European Economic Area (the EEA Agreement), in particular to
Article 61 and Protocol 26,

Having regard to the Agreement between the EFTA States on the Establishment of a Surveillance Authority
and a Court of Justice (the Surveillance and Court Agreement), in particular to Article 24,

Having regard to Protocol 3 to the Surveillance and Court Agreement (Protocol 3), in particular to Article
1(3) of Part I and Articles 4(4) and 6 of Part II,

Having regard to the consolidated version of the Authority’s Decision No 195/04/COL of 14 July 2004 on
the implementing provisions referred to under Article 27 of Part II of Protocol 3 (the Implementing
Provisions Decision) (1),

Having regard to the State Aid Guidelines on State aid elements in sales of land and buildings by public
authorities (2),

Whereas:

I. FACTS
1. Procedure

By letter dated 3 July 2008 (Event No 484519), Oppdal Booking AS (OB) filed a complaint against Oppdal
municipality’s intended sale of the property 271/8 in Oppdal to Strand Drift Oppdal AS (SDO).

By letter dated 9 July 2008 (Event No 485146), the Authority requested additional information from the
Norwegian authorities. The Norwegian authorities replied in a letter dated 9 August 2008 (Event No
490114).

(1) Available at: http:/[www.eftasurv.int/media/decisions/195-04-COL.pdf

(®) This chapter of the Guidelines corresponds to the Commission communication on State aid elements in sales of land
and buildings by public authorities (O] C 209, 10.7.1997, p. 3) also available at: http:/[www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/
legal-framework|state-aid-guidelines/


http://www.eftasurv.int/media/decisions/195-04-COL.pdf
http://www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/legal-framework/state-aid-guidelines/
http://www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/legal-framework/state-aid-guidelines/
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By letter dated 8 September 2008, the buyer, SDO, submitted comments to the Authority (Event No
491369).

On 1 October 2008, OB provided supplementing information in a letter to the Authority (Event No
493593).

2. Chronology of events

On 7 February 2007, SDO had, through an application, proposed to the municipality the building of a
service facility for ski resort customers on property 271/8. An amendment of the municipal regulations
would be necessary to use the area as a public parking facility. In a letter to the municipality dated
19 February 2007, SDO expressed their interest in buying the property. The municipality replied in a
letter dated 30 November 2007, that until it had decided on the amendment of the municipal regulations,
SDO’s proposal to buy the property would be put on hold.

On 31 March 2008, the municipality approved the application. OB then filed a complaint on the muni-
cipality’s decision. By letter dated 5 May 2008, the municipality informed SDO of the complaint, and that
the request to buy the property could not be considered before a decision on the complaint was taken. On
26 May 2008, the municipality referred OBs’ complaint to the regional regulations authority (Fylkesmannen)
for processing.

By letter dated 30 May 2008, OB expressed its interest in buying the property to the municipality, in case
their complaint was not sustained by the regional authority. By letter dated 6 June 2008, the municipality
informed SDO that the municipality would not consider the request to buy the property until the complaint
on the municipality’s decision had been dealt with by the regional authority. The municipality also explicitly
denied that SDO had any option on buying the property.

On 30 June 2008, Oppdal municipality decided to obtain two separate evaluations of the property, and
thereafter proceed with sale negotiations with SDO (1).

Oppdal municipality obtained two separate reports which assessed the value of the property. The first report
dated 7 July 2008, was made by Ragnar Lian, and the second report, dated 9 July 2008, was made by Geir
Husebg. The property’s value was assessed respectively as NOK 850 000 and 800 000. Both experts had
estimated a ‘normal sales value’, defined as the price the property could be sold for on the day of appraisal,
meaning a price that more than one buyer would be willing to pay. One of the experts, Geir Husebg, also
added to this definition in his report, that the assessment disregarded potential buyers who due to
exceptional circumstances were willing to pay a particularly high price.

On 15 July 2008, the municipality invited SDO to a meeting to discuss a draft sales contract for the
property for the first time. The municipality informed SDO of the appraisals, and that the sales price would
be NOK 850 000. According to the municipality’s minutes from the meeting, the municipality planned to
decide on the result of the negotiations on 24 July 2008. SDO signed the contract on 18 July.

The appraisals were sent to OB at their request on 21 July 2008. By letter dated 23 July, OB complained
about the appraisals, alleging that they did not reflect the proper market value. OB maintained, inter alia,
that they were willing to pay a far higher price, based solely on a calculation of the profit they could derive
from the property. The same day OB, forwarded a letter to the municipality with an offer of NOK
3,1 million. The offer was described as a ‘starting offer’ and was made on conditions that the necessary
permits for developing the property would be granted, and that OB would be given sufficient time to design
the building that was to be erected.

On 31 July 2008, the Municipality signed the contract with SDO. As the Authority understands the facts, it
was only at this moment that a binding agreement under Norwegian law was entered into.

3. The complaint
In July 2008, OB complained to the Authority alleging that Oppdal municipality was going to sell property

271/8, which served as a parking area for customers of a nearby ski resort, without notifying the sale.

OB owns and operates a number of ski resorts in the Norwegian municipality Oppdal. The buyer of the plot
in question, SDO, is a competitor who had previously leased an area from OB for use in its business related
to ski equipment and ski instructor services. After OB increased the lease, SDO was looking for new
premises.

(") Minutes from meeting 30 June 2008 in Oppdal Municipality (Formannskapet).
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In its complaint, OB alleged that the property would be sold without conducting an unconditional bidding
procedure, as described in the Authority’s guidelines for sales of land and public buildings, paragraph 2.1 (1).
OB also argued that the municipality had not acted in accordance with the alternative procedure described
in paragraph 2.2 in the Authority’s guidelines, since it had started sale negotiations with the potential buyer
prior to obtaining an independent evaluation of the property. Moreover, OB maintained that it was unclear
on which principles the evaluation reports are based. OB alleged that its own NOK 3,1 million offer, based
on the same exploitation of the property as the buyer, showed that the market price was not reflected in the
sales price, and that OB could not be considered to be a buyer with a particular interest in the property.

4. Comments by the Norwegian authorities

The Norwegian authorities consider that the procedure described in paragraph 2.2 in the Authority’s
guidelines for sales of land and public buildings had been followed, and that no State aid was involved
in the transaction. The Norwegian authorities argue that the expert evaluations were obtained prior to any
sale negotiations with SDO and reflected the market price. Oppdal municipality has in addition produced an
overview dated 29 August 2008, of prices on sales of land in Oppdal, which shows that the price obtained
for the property involved is the highest price per square meter known to the municipality.

The authorities further maintain that when assessing the market price the expert should consider which
price regular buyers would pay for the property by voluntary sale. Speculative buyers, and buyers with
particular needs should be disregarded. Thus, the experts in this case have assessed the market price
correctly.

The offer of NOK 3,1 million from OB must in any case be regarded as coming from a party with a
particular need, since OB has a dominant position in the local ski service market, and is willing to go far in
eliminating it’s competitors.

II. ASSESSMENT
1. The presence of State aid within the meaning of Article 61(1) EEA Agreement
Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement reads as follows:

‘Save as otherwise provided in this Agreement, any aid granted by EC Member States, EFTA States or
through State resources in any form whatsoever which distorts or threatens to distort competition by
favouring certain undertakings or the production of certain goods shall, in so far as it affects trade
between Contracting Parties, be incompatible with the functioning of this Agreement’.

In the following, the Authority will assess whether the municipality of Oppdal has granted State aid to SDO
in connection with the sale of the plot of land gbnr 271/8. If the transaction was carried out in accordance
with the market economy investor principle, i.e. if the municipality sold the land for its market value and
the conditions of the transaction would have been acceptable for a private seller, the transaction would not
have involved the grant of State aid. On the contrary, State aid could be involved if the sale was not carried
out at market price.

1.1. Market investor principle

As a point of departure, the assessment of whether a property has been sold at market value should be
assessed at the time of the conclusion of the contract.

The State Aid Guidelines on State aid elements in sales of land and buildings by public authorities give
further information on how the Authority interprets and applies the provisions of the EEA Agreement
governing State aid when it comes to assessing sales of public land and buildings. Section 2.1 describes a
sale through an unconditional bidding procedure, while Section 2.2 describes a sale without an
unconditional procedure (by way of an independent expert valuation).

In this case, the municipality did not organise an unconditional bidding procedure but the sale took place
on the basis of two value assessments carried out by independent experts. The assessments were obtained by
the municipality on 7 and 9 July 2008, respectively.

(") State aid elements in sales of land and building by public authorities, published on the Authority's website: http:/
www.eftasurv.int/?1=1&showLinkID=15142&1=1


http://www.eftasurv.int/?1=1&showLinkID=15142&1=1
http://www.eftasurv.int/?1=1&showLinkID=15142&1=1
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Section 2.2 of the State Aid Guidelines on State aid elements in sales of land and buildings by public
authorities, regarding sale without an unconditional bidding procedure, provides that ‘if public authorities
intend not to use the procedure described under Section 2.1, an independent evaluation should be carried
out by one or more independent asset values prior to the sale negotiations in order to establish the market
value on the basis of generally accepted market indicators and valuation standards. The market price thus
established is the minimum purchase price that can be agreed without granting State aid.’ (Emphasis added)

Although SDO had already contacted the municipality in February 2007 and applied for an amendment of
the use of property 271/8, and later the same month, signalled its interest in purchasing the property, the
correspondence submitted by the Norwegian authorities indicates that the municipality refused to discuss a
sale until the regulatory issues regarding the property were decided upon. This is the reason why it was not
until 30 June 2008 that Oppdal municipality decided to obtain two value assessments, and then to proceed
with the sale negotiations. According to the information provided by the Norwegian authorities, no
discussions on the price or other conditions of the sale had taken place between the municipality and
SDO prior to the value assessments.

Both reports estimated a very similar market value for the property: NOK 800 000 and 850 000. The price
paid by the purchaser was determined by reference to the valuation report which indicated the highest price,
i.e. NOK 850 000.

However, as the information has been presented to the Authority, before a binding contract was concluded
on the basis of these value assessment, Oppdal municipality received a substantially higher offer of
NOK 3,1 million from OB. Nevertheless, the municipality sold the land to SDO for NOK 850 000 on
the basis of the price determined by the independent experts.

It would appear that a situation such as the one in the present case is not explicitly foreseen by the
Guidelines. The Guidelines refer to two possible scenarios: first, the use of a bidding procedure; second, the
use of independent expert valuation. However, they do not deal with the situation that a binding offer is
received after the receipt of the expert evaluation but prior to the conclusion of a binding contract. In the
case at hand, the offer was close to four times higher than the price considered to be market price by the
experts.

The Authority considers that in a situation such as this, the submission of an offer is liable to cast doubts
on whether the evaluations reflect the actual market price of the property. Generally, a credible and binding
offer would seem to be a better basis for the determination of market price as it reflects what someone is
actually prepared to pay for the property. The Authority notes that the Norwegian authorities have not
presented any information substantiating that the offer was not credible or that it did not accurately reflect
the market value of the property, inter alia, due to the special interest of the bidder in acquiring the

property.

The Commission has in a decision of 30 January 2008, in Case C 35/06, dealt with a similar issue, i.e. the
situation that an offer is made after the receipt of the expert evaluation. In its decision, the Commission
stated:

‘Even if the expert evaluation had been carried out in accordance with the communication (1), i.e. an
evaluation of the actual plot of land that was to be sold carried out just before the sale and on the
basis of generally accepted evaluation standards, this evaluation would only be a second best
instrument to determine the market price of the land, in the absence of real price offers. From the
moment that a credible and binding bid is submitted and provided that this bid is directly comparable
to and higher than the price estimate according to the evaluation, the former must be preferred. The
bid establishes a real market price and should be considered as a better proxy for the foregone State
resources than an expert evaluation (?).

(") Section 2.2 of the State Aid Guidelines on State aid elements in sales of land and buildings by
public authorities corresponds to the Commission communication on State aid elements in sales of
land and buildings by public authorities (O] C 209, 10.7.1997, p. 3).

() Commission Decision of 30 January 2008 in Case C 35/06, O] 2008, 14.5.2008, L 126/3,
paragraph 59.
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On the basis of the above, the Authority cannot exclude that the sale of the concerned plot of land gbnr.
271/8 to Strand Drift Oppdal AS for the sales price of NOK 850 000 involved State aid within the meaning
of Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement, provided that the other conditions of the Article are fulfilled.

1.2. The presence of State aid
1.2.1. State resources

In order to qualify as State aid, the measure must be granted by the State or through state resources. The
concept of the State does not only refer to the central government but embraces all levels of the state
administration (including municipalities) as well as public undertakings.

If the municipality sold the land below its market price, it would have foregone income. In such circum-
stances, SDO should have paid more for the land and therefore there is a transfer of resources from the
municipality.

For these reasons, the Authority considers that if the sale did not take place in accordance with market
conditions, state resources within the meaning of Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement would be involved.

1.2.2. Favouring certain undertakings or the production of certain goods

First, the measure must confer on SDO advantages that relieve the undertaking of charges that are normally
borne from its budget. If the transaction was carried out under favourable terms, in the sense that SDO
would most likely have had to pay a higher price for the property if the sale of land had been conducted
according to the market investor principle, the company would have received an advantage within the
meaning of the State aid rules.

Second, the measure must be selective in that it favours ‘certain undertakings or the production of certain
goods’. There is only one possible beneficiary of the measure under assessment, i.e. SDO. The measure is
thus selective.

1.2.3. Distortion of competition and effect on trade between Contracting
Parties

The aid must threaten to distort competition and be liable to affect trade between the Contracting Parties of
the EEA Agreement.

A support measure granted by the State would strengthen the position of SDO vis-a-vis other undertakings
that are competitors active in the same business areas. Any grant of aid strengthens the position of the
beneficiary vis-a-vis its competitors and accordingly distorts competition within the meaning of Article
61(1) of the EEA Agreement. It appears that SDO operates in the market for ski rental and related services,
economic activities which are subject to competition from other undertakings.

To the extent that the company is active in areas subject to intra-EEA trade, the requirements of Article
61(1) of the EEA Agreement for a measure to constitute State aid appear to be fulfilled (!). It appears from
the complaint that the ski resort in Oppdal competes for its customers particularly with ski resorts in
Sweden. Also, the Swedish company, Skistar, is a large operator in the Norwegian market. Therefore, any
state support granted in this case seems likely to affect trade between member states within the meaning of
Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement.

1.3. Conclusion

For the above mentioned reasons, the Authority has doubts as to whether or not the transaction concerning
the sale by Oppdal Municipality of the plot of land gbnr 271/8 to SDO as laid down in the agreement
between the parties signed 31 July 2008 entails the grant of State aid.

2. Procedural requirements

Pursuant to Article 1(3) of Part I of Protocol 3, ‘the EFTA Surveillance Authority shall be informed, in
sufficient time to enable it to submit its comments, of any plans to grant or alter aid. [...] The State
concerned shall not put its proposed measures into effect until the procedure has resulted in a final
decision’.

(1) Cf. Commission Decision 2003/521/EC ‘Bolzano’ paragraph 32, where it is stated that ‘... cableways used to support
an activity capable of attracting non-local users will generally be regarded as having an effect on trade between
Member States.’ In this case, the intended use of the land was to erect a service center in support of the ski-sport
activities in Oppdal. OB’s web pages seem to indicate that its activities in Oppdal are capable of attracting customers
from Sweden, cf. http:/[www.oppdalbooking.no/Index.aspx?PagelD=276 and its rating among international ski resorts
http:/[www.oppdalbooking.no/Index.aspx?PagelD=248


http://www.oppdalbooking.no/Index.aspx?PageID=276
http://www.eftasurv.int/?1=1&showLinkID=10177&1=1

C 34/14

Oduumarnen BectHyk Ha EBponerickus chro3

3.2.2011r.

The Norwegian authorities have not submitted a notification of the sale of land and the measure has been
enacted. Therefore, the Authority concludes that if the measure constitutes State aid, the Norwegian
authorities have not respected their obligations pursuant to Article 1(3) of Part I of Protocol 3.

3. Compatibility of the aid

Support measures caught by Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement are generally incompatible with the
functioning of the EEA Agreement, unless they qualify for a derogation in Article 61(2) or (3) of the
EEA Agreement.

The derogation of Article 61(2) is not applicable to the aid in question, which is not designed to achieve
any of the aims listed in this provision. Neither Article 61(3)(a) nor Article 61(3)(b) of the EEA Agreement
applies to the case at hand. The area where the property is located can benefit from regional aid within the
meaning of Article 61(3)(c) of the EEA Agreement, according to the Authority’s Decision No 227/06 ().
However, the Authority’s guidelines on National Regional Aid 2007-2013 at paragraph 30 require that the
beneficiary has applied for aid and the authority responsible for administering the aid scheme has confirmed
in writing that, subject to detailed verification, the project in principle meets the conditions of eligibility laid
down by the scheme before the start of work on the project (?). Thus, the Authority has doubts regarding
whether aid could be granted according to the above mentioned guidelines.

The Authority therefore doubts that the transaction under assessment can be justified under the State aid
provisions of the EEA Agreement.

4. Conclusion

Based on the information submitted by the Norwegian authorities, the Authority has doubts as to whether
or not SDO has received unlawful State aid within the meaning of Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement in
the context of the transaction regarding the sale of a plot of land.

The Authority has moreover doubts that this State aid can be regarded as complying with Article 61(3)(c) of
the EEA Agreement.

Consequently, and in accordance Article 4(4) of Part II of Protocol 3, the Authority is obliged to open the
procedure provided for in Article 1(2) of Part I of Protocol 3. The decision to open proceedings is without
prejudice to the final decision of the Authority, which may conclude that the measures in question do not
constitute State aid or are compatible with the functioning of the EEA Agreement.

In light of the foregoing considerations, the Authority, acting under the procedure laid down in Article 1(2)
of Part I of Protocol 3, invites the Norwegian authorities to submit their comments within one month of
the date of receipt of this Decision.

Within one month of receipt of this Decision, the Authority request the Norwegian authorities to provide all
documents, information and data needed for assessment of the compatibility of the said transaction.

It invites the Norwegian authorities to forward a copy of this Decision to SDO immediately.

The Authority would like to remind the Norwegian authorities that, according to the provisions of Protocol
3, any incompatible aid unlawfully put at the disposal of the beneficiaries will have to be recovered, unless
this recovery would be contrary to the general principles of law,

HAS ADOPTED THIS DECISION:

Atticle 1
The formal investigation procedure provided for in Article 1(2) of Part I of Protocol 3 is opened into the
sale of the plot of land gbnr 271/8 in Oppdal, by Oppdal municipality.

Atrticle 2

The Norwegian authorities are invited, pursuant to Article 6(1) of Part Il of Protocol 3, to submit their
comments on the opening of the formal investigation procedure within one month from the notification of
this Decision.

(") The Decision is available at http://www.eftasurv.int/?1=1&showLinkID=10177&1=1
() The Guidelines are available at http://fwww.eftasurv.int/?1=1&showLinkID=15125&1=1


http://www.eftasurv.int/?1=1&showLinkID=10177&1=1
http://www.eftasurv.int/?1=1&showLinkID=15125&1=1
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Article 3

The Norwegian authorities are requested to provide within one month from notification of this Decision, all
documents, information and data needed for assessment of the compatibility of the aid measure.

Article 4

This Decision is addressed to the Kingdom of Norway.

Article 5

Only the English version is authentic.
Done at Brussels, 3 November 2010.

For the EFTA Surveillance Authority

Per SANDERUD Sverrir Haukur GUNNLAUGSSON
President College Member
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(Cmanoeuwa)

AIMUHUCTPATUBHU TIPOLENYPU

EBPOITEMCKA KOMUCHUS

06)"[6]-1"6 3a HAUMOHAJIHM CbIMM MO 3aKoHomaterncrBoTo Ha EC B obmacrra Ha KOHKYypeHIusATa M
C'b]Ie6HOT0 CbTPYOTHUUECTBO MEXKIY HALUMOHAIIHM CHAMN

(2011/C 34/10)

HoBa nokaHa 3a TpeMIo:KeHNs: OTHOCHO 00yueHNMe Ha HALMOHAIHM CHIMK MO 3aKOHOHaTencTsoro Ha EC B obnacrra
Ha KOHKYPEHIISITa M CHIEOHOTO CHTPYIHMUECTBO MEXKIIy HALVMOHATHM ChIMM € MyONuMKyBaHa Ha ajpec:

http://ec.europa.eu/competition/calls/index.html

Kpaen cpox 3a mopasane Ha sassnenns: 4 anpun 2011 r.



http://ec.europa.eu/competition/calls/index.html




LEHU 3A ABOHAMEHT 3A 2011 r. (6e3 AAC, c BKAOYEHU pa3xoau 3a CTaHAApPTHaA A0CTaBKa)

OduumnaneH BecTHuK Ha EC, cepun L + C, eAMHCTBEHO Ha XxapTueH
Hocuten

Ha 22 oduuManHN e3nKa Ha
EC

1100 EUR 3a roguweH
aboHaMeHT

OduumaneH BecTHUK Ha EC, cepum L + C, Ha xapTveH Hocuten +
roguwHo c6opHO nagaHre Ha DVD

Ha 22 oduunasHK e3nKa Ha
EC

1200 EUR 3a roguweH
aboHaMeHT

OduumaneH BecTHUK Ha EC, cepua L, eanHCTBEHO Ha xapTueH
HocuTen

Ha 22 oduunasHN e3nKa Ha
EC

770 EUR 3a roguweH
aboHaMeHT

OdmumaneH BecTHMK Ha EC, cepumn L + C, meceuyHO u3paHue Ha
DVD (c6opHO nsgaHue)

Ha 22 oduuManHn e3rKa Ha
EC

400 EUR 3a roguweH
aboHameHT

MputypKa kKbm OduunaneH BecTHUK (cepmua S — [orosopu 3a
06LLECTBEHN NOPBYKM M npoueaypu no Bb3naraHe), DVD, egHo
u3gaHve Ha cegmuua

MHOroesuyeH: Ha 23
obuuManHn e3nka Ha EC

300 EUR 3a roguweH
aboHameHT

OduumnaneH BecTHuK Ha EC, cepua C — HoHKypcu

Ha e3unK(eanun) B
3aBMCMMOCT OT KOHKypca

50 EUR 3a roguweH
aboHamMeHT

A6oHameHT 3a OguymaneH BeCTHMK Ha EBponercKuA Ccbio3, u3gaBaH Ha oduuManHUTE e3uum Ha EBponenckua cbuios,
MOX¥e fAa Ce HanpaBu 3a 22 e3uKoBM Bepcun. EamH aboHameHT BKauBa cepumte L (3axkoHopatencTtso) um C
(MHdopmauma 1 nssecTus).

3a BCAKA e31KoBa Bepcusi Ce NnpaBu OTAe/leH aBoHaMEHT.

CwrnacHo PernameHt (EO) Ne 920/2005 Ha CbBeTa, ny6auKkyBaH B OdwuumaneH BecTHMK L 156 ot 18 toHmn 2005 r.,
crnopef, KOWTO MHCTUTYyUMUTE Ha EBpPOMNENCKMA Cblo3 BPEMEHHO He ca 3afb/MKEHW fa CbCTaBAT BCUMYKM aKTOBE Ha
MPNaAHACKM €3MK M Aa ' nybinKyBaT Ha TO3WM e3uK, udgaHuaTa Ha OduumaneH BECTHUMK Ha WPNaHACKW e3uK ce
pasnpocTpaHABaT OTAEJHO.

A6oHameHTHT 3a nNputypKata KbM OduumaneH BeCTHUK (cepusa S — [oroBopu 3a 06LeCTBEHU NMOPBYKM U MpoLedypu
Nno Bb3naraHe) BHK/IKOYBA BCUYKKM 23 obMLMAIHU €3MKOBU BEPCUMM B €HO 060 MHoroeavkoo DVD.

A6oHaTtuTe Ha OgpuumaneH BeCTHUK Ha EBPOneyiCKMA Cbio3 UMaT NpaBo, clef 3asBKa, Aa NosyyaT pasiMyHUTE NpUoKeHUs
KbM OduumaneH BeCTHMK 6e3 AOMbAHMTENHO 3anfawaHe. MHbopmauua 3a ny6iMKyBaHETO Ha MPUIOKEHWsATa ce
npefocTaBs Ypes CHOOLEHUS 3a YuTaTenuTe, BKIoYeHU B OguimaneH BeCTHUK Ha EBponelickus cbios.

Mpoaax6u u aboHaMeHTH
ABOHaMeHTbT 3a pasnnyHnTe nnateHn nepuoguyHU U3aaHuA, KaTto Hanpumep Od)ML{MaﬂeH BECTHUK Ha
EBponierickua cblo3, MOXe Aa 6bAe HanpaBeH Ype3 BCUYKM Halluu TbProBCKU NPEACTaBUTENN.
CnMCcBbKBT Ha TbProBCKUTE npeacrtaBuUTesin € AOCTbMNEeH Ha ajpec:

http://publications.europa.eu/others/agents/index_bg.htm

EUR-Lex (http://eur-lex.europa.eu) npeanara gUpeKTeH 6e3nsaTteH AOCTbMN A0 3aKOHOAATENICTBOTO Ha
EBponeiickua cblo3. To3n UHTEPHET calT AaBa Bb3MOMHOCT 3a cnpaBka ¢ OgumumnaseH BEeCTHUK Ha
EBponetickna cbio3 U BRAIOYBa J0roBOpUTe, 3aKOHOAATE/ICTBOTO, IOPUCTIPYAEHLMATA U NOATOTBUTESN-
HUTE 3aKoHOAaTe/IHU aKToBe.

3a nogpo6Ha uHdpopmauua 3a EBponelcKUA cblo3 noceteTe UHTEpHeT caiTa: http://europa.eu

Cnyx6a 3a ny6avkaumm Ha EBponeickua cbios
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