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II

(Avakowmoeic)

ANAKOINQZEIZ AIIO TA OEEMIKA OPTANA, TA AOIIIA OPTANA KAI TOYZ
OPTANIZEMOYE THE EYPQITAIKHE ENQEHX

EYPQITAIKH EITITPOITH

Mn dratimoon avipprioeoy GXETIKA pE KOWVOTomdeion oUYKEVIpoO
(Ynodeon COMP/M.5785 — Sun Capital DSM Special Products)
(Keipevo mou mapovoraler evdiagépov yia tov EOX)

(2011/C 34/01)

Sug 2 Askepfpiov 2010, 1 Emitpony anogdoioe va pn Siatun@oel aviipprioes OXETIKA LE TV AVOTEPG KOIVOTOI-
nUeloa ouykévtpwon kat va v yapaktpioer cupfifaoiun pe v kowr ayopd. H anogaon auty faciletar oto
apdpo 6 mapaypagog 1 otoryeio f) Tou kavoviopou (EK) apw. 139/2004 tou Tupfouliou. To mApeg Keipevo TG
anogaons Swrtidetar povov ota ayyhikr kar da dnpoctomoudel YwPIG TA EMIKEPNHATIKA anOppNTa OTOLYEl Ta
onola evdéxetal va mepiéxel. Ga diatidetar:

— amd T] OXETKY HE TIG CUYKEVIPMOEIG €VOTNTA TOU OIKTUAKOU TOMOU Yo TOV avtaywviopo g Emttpomng
(http:/[ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/cases/). O Siktuakdg autdg ToOmog mapéyel ddpopa péoa mou fon-
JoUv OTOV €VIOMIGHO HEHOVOHEVOY OMOQPACEMY VI OCUYKEVIPMOEIG OTWG EUPETIPICL EMIKEPNOEWY, APIIHOV
UNODEGEMY, KAl MHEPOUNVIOV KOl TOHENKA EUPETHPL,

— o¢ n\ektpovikn) poper otov diktuakd tono EUR-Lex (http:/[eur-lex.curopa.eufen/index.htm) pe apwpo
eyypagou 32010M5785. O diktuakog tonog EUR-Lex anotehel v entypappikn npocfacn oty eupomnaikn
vopoveoia.

Mn Swatdnoon avtpproeov oxetikd pe kowonoudeioa ouykEvipoon
(Ynodeon COMP/M.6033 — Johnson & Johnson/Crucell)
(Keipevo mou mapoveraler evdiagipov yia tov EOX)

(2011/C 34/02)

St 28 lavovapiou 2011, 1 Emtpom amo@doioe va pr) dlatumdoel avripprioels OYETIKA PE TV QVOTEP®
Kowornowmdeloa GUYKEVTPWOT Kkat va TV Yapaktpioer cupPipactn pe v kown ayopd. H amdgacn auti
Paoiletor oto apdpo 6 mapaypagog 1 otoryeio f) tou kavoviopov (EK) apw. 139/2004 tou Zupfouliou. To
mAnpeg kelpevo TG andgaong datidetar povov ota ayyAikr kat da dnpooctonomdel YOI TG EMELPTHATIKG
andppnta otoiyeia ta onola evdéxetal va mepiexel. Oa diatidetat:

— anmd T] OXETKN HE TIG OUYKEVIPOOEIS €VOTNTA TOU OIKTUAKOU TOMOU yid TOV avtayoviopo g Emttponng
(http://ec.europa.eu/competition/mergers/cases[). O diktuakog autog TOMOG mapExel diapopa pEca mou forn-
JoUV OTOV EVIOTIONO HEUOVOUEVGY ATOQACEGY YIOl CUYKEVIPOOEG OMOG EUPETNPLO EMINELPTOEWY, APWHOY
UNODECEWY, KAl MHEPOUVIOV KAL TOHENKA EUPETHPIL,

— o¢ nhextpovikr poper otov diktuakd tomo EUR-Lex (http:/[eur-lex.europa.eufen/index.htm) pe apdpo
eyypagou 32011M6033. O Sictuakog tonog EUR-Lex anotehel v emypappikt] npdofacn oty euponaixr
vopodeoia.
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IV

(TM\npogopieg)

[TAHPO®OPIEX TTPOEPXOMENEZ AITO TA OEEMIKA OPT'ANA, TA AOIIIA
OPTANA KAI TOYE OPTANIEMOYZ THE EYPQITAIKHYE ENQXHY

EYPQITAIKH EITITPOITH

Iootipieg tou eupd ()
2 ®eBpovapiov 2011
(2011/C 34/03)

1 evpd =
Nopopatikr povada lootipia Noptopatikr) povada lootipia
usD dohapio HITA 1,3803 AUD  avotpahiavo dolapio 1,3676
JPY LOTTOVIKO yiev 112,35 CAD Kavadiko 80)\(‘1{)[0 1,3649
DKK davikn kopova 7,4549 HKD  8okapio Xovyk Kovyk 10,7490
GBP Nipa otephiva 0.85190 | NZD  veolnhavdiko dohapio 1,7657
SEK Goundict] kopova 8,8615 SGD dohapto Ziykamoupng 1,7560
CHF ENBETIO PpayKo 12922 KRW  voTiokopeatiko youov 1521,85
ZAR ‘ 9,8704
ISK ohavdik) kopova VOTIOUPPIKIVIKG pave
) . CNY KIveCiko ylouav 9,0890
NOK vopPryir kopova 7,8840
HRK KpoaTikod Kouva 7,4207
BGN Boukyapikd Aef 1,9558 . .
IDR wdovnotakr pouria 12 462,41
CZK ' ) 24,124 C
TOEKIKR) Kopova MYR  polaioiavo piykic 4,1945
HUF OUYYPIKO @ropivt 269,59 PHP néoo dmmvov 60,583
LTL Mouavikd Nitag 3,4528 RUB puoikd polfhi 40,6500
LVL Aetroviko Aat 07015 | THB  tailavdico pmat 42,589
PLN ToAwVIkO CAOTL 3,9128 BRL pet\ BpaliMag 2,2984
RON pouHavikd Aét 4,2580 MXN  pefikavikd méoo 16,5974
TRY ToupKIKr) Mpat 2,1824 INR wdikn pounia 62,8865

(") InyR: lootpies avagopag mou dnpootevoviar and v Euponaiky Kevepuay Tpamela.
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[TAHPOOOPIEX TTPOEPXOMENEX AITO TA KPATH MEAH

Avakoivoon e Emrpomc Suvaper me Sadikasiac tou apdpov 17 napaypagog 5 tou kavoviepot (EK)
apd. 1008/2008 tou Eupomaikod Kowofouliou kar tou TupPouliov oxeTika pe KOWVOUG KAVOVES
ekpetdN\evong Tov agponopikev ypappov oty Kowomra

Néa npookAnon unofoMc TPOGYPOPOV Y1 THY EKTEAEOT] TAKTIKOV GEPOTIOPIKOV YPAUIAOV CURPOVA RE TIG
unoxpedoeic mapoxnc dnpociac vmnpeoiag mov mepAapPaAvoval GTIV EVIHEPOTIKI] AVAKOIVOOT 1] ool
Snuooieddnke oy EE C 34 mc¢ 3.2.2011

(Keipevo mou mapoveraler evdiagépov yia tov EOX)

(2011/C 34/04)

Kpérog pélog

[taha

Opdada agpoOTOPIKGY YPARHOV

Elba Marina di Campo—Firenze kat avriotpoQug
Elba Marina di Campo—Pisa kat avriotpo@ug

Tepiodog oyvog g oUpfacns

1 €to¢ and v 271 Maptiou 2011

Tpodeopia umofols Twv TpoopopHv

2 prveg anod ) dnpooieuocn) TG mapoUoag avakoivworg

Awvduvon and v omoia Swrtidetar atehag To
Kelpevo G mpookAnong umoPoAig mpooopav,
kadog ka kdde oxeukr mAnpogopia 1)fkat
gyypago oxetikd pe v mpookAnon unofolig
TPOGPOPGY Kai TV Unoxpéwor mapoxns Snpo-
olag ummpeoiag

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
E-mail: osp@enac.gov.it
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Avakoivoon ¢ Enrtpontic Suvaper tou apdpouv 16 mapaypagog 4 onueio 1 tou kavoviouov (EK) apid.
1008/2008 tou Eupondaikod Kowoffouliov kai tou Zupfouliou oxeTik( pe TOUC KOVOUC KAVOVEG
eKpPETANAEUOTIG TOV agpontopikev ypappov oty Kowotnta

Ynoxpenoeig dnuoociac ummpeciag GXETIKA HE TIC TAKTIKEG AEPOTOPIKEG YPaES
(Keipevo mou mapouveoraler evliagépov yia tov EOX)

(2011/C 34/05)

Kpdarog pélog

ItaNia

SETIKEG YPALHES

ypappn Reggio Calabria-Venezia Tessera kat aviiotpogog
Reggio Calabria-Torino Caselle kat avtiotpogwg

Reggio Calabria-Milano Malpensa kat avtiotpoQeg
Reggio Calabria—Bologna Borgo Panigale kat avtiotpo@eg
Reggio Calabria—Pisa San Giusto kot avuiotpOQg

Hpepopmvia Katapynong Tev UTOXPERCEGY Yl TV TapoyT
dnpociag unnpeoiag oTiG OXETIKE YPARHES

1816 Noepfpiou 2010

Awevduvon ano v omoia dwatideviar dwpeav mAnpogopieg
n/kat £yypaga oxeTka pe TV unoypéwor dnupoctag umnpeoiag

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
E-mail: osp@enac.gov.it
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TTAHPO®OPIEX IXETIKA ME TON EYPQITAIKO OIKONOMIKO XQPO

EITOITTEYOYXA APXH THX EZEX

H Enomtevouca Apxr e EZES deopel 0t to akolovdo pétpo dev ouvietd kpatiki) evicxuon katd Tty
¢vvora Tou apdpov 61 napaypagog 1 ™ cupgoviag EOX

(2011/C 34/06)

Hpepopnvia £kdoene e andgaonc: 29n¢ Zemtepfpiov 2010
Ap1dpog e vnodeong: 67278

Ap1dpog andgaong: 378/10/COL

Kpatog EZEX: [ohavdia

Tithog (kaif] ovopacia Tou Sikatovxou): Ewalopevn evioyuon and pépous tou Atpéva tou Reykjavik mpog
v Stéltak hf.

Nopki} Baon: To apdpo 61 map. 1 ™mg Tupgoviag EOX

Eidog pétpou: Ayopl HEToXOV

To MPWTOTUNO KEfLEVO TG AmOPAcNG, and TO Onolo €X0UV apaipedel ONA TA EUMIOTEVTIKA OTOLXE, djpocteletal
otov diktuakd tomo ¢ Enomtevousag Apyng g EZES:

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


http://www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/state-aid-register/
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Mn vg@ieTauev) kpatikr] evioxuon katd v £vvoia tou apdpou 61 ¢ oupgoviag EOX

(2011/C 34/07)

H Enomtevouoa Apyr ¢ EZET dev eyeiper avtipprioeis yia to akOhoudo HETPO KPATIKNG EvioYuoTnG:

Hpepopnvia £kdoong g anogaong:
Apnog e unodeong:

Apiindg anodgaong:

Kpatog EZEX:

Meprpépera:

Tithog (kaif] ovopacia Tou Sikarovyov):

Nopkr] faon:

Eidog pétpou:
Z10)06:

Mopei) ¢ evioyuong:

[poimoloyiopoc:

'Evtaon:

Ardpkera:

O1KOVORIKOG TOpENG:

Ovopacia kat dievduven e xopnyovoas apxic:

AN\eg mAnpogopieg:

13n¢ Oxtwppiov 2010
68560

390/10/COL

IoAavdia

Noma ekhoyikr meplpépela, fopeloduTiki eKAOYIKT MEPLPE-
pewa kot fopetoavatohiki) ekAoyikr TepLEpea

Kivijtpa yia apyikég enevdoeig oty Iohavdia

Nopog apd. 99/2010 mepi kviTpV Yo apyikég emnevdu-
oelg oty Iohavdia

Kadeotog evioyuong
Tleppeperaxr avamtuén

Apeon entyoprynon, eNagpuveels and @Opous Kai TEN
kat moAnon/picdwon yne oe T yapnhotepn ™ ayo-
paiag atlag

Etijoteg dNOCLOVOLIKEG AMOPATELS Yia (LIECEG EMIYOPTYT|-
oeig. Ta daguyovta éooda and gopoloyikd pétpa ekti-
povrar oe 17 exat. EUR emotog

15 % (25 % yuu peoaieg emyelproeis kat 35 % yia HKpES
EMIYELPT|OELC)

Ano T dnuooievon tou TENKOU KeEEVOU TOU KAWEGTWOTOG
peta mv £kdoor e andgaons e Apxns fwg Tig 31ng
AexepPpiov 2013

'ONot ot Topeic MANV TOU XPHATOMIOTWTIKOU

Ministry of Industry
Arnarhvoli

150 Reykjavik
ICELAND

To Ttehikd keipievo Tou kadeotdtog o drpooteutel ot
dievduvon http://www.idnadarraduneyti.is

To MPOTOTUTIO KEIPEVO TNG AMOPAOTIC, AMO TO OMOLO £XOUV apaipedel ONA TA EPMOTEVTIKG OTOLKEl, djpooteveTal
otov diktuakod tomo ¢ Enomtevousag Apync g EZES:

http:/[www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/state-aid-register/
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Mn vgietapev) kpatiki) evioxuor katd v évvoia tou dpdpou 61 ¢ cupgoviag EOX
(2011/C 34/08)

H Enontevouoa Apyr tg EZES Dewpel 0Tt to akOAoudo HETpo dev ouVIoTA KPATIKY evioyuoTr KT TV éwold Tou
apdpou 61 mapaypagog 1 g oupgeviag EOX:

Hpuepopnvia €kdoong ¢ anogaonc: 9 Noeufpiou 2010

Ap1pog g vnodeong: 62275

Ap1uog anogaong: 438/10/COL

Kpatog EZEX: NopfBnyia

Eidog pétpou: Atemdomon xar e1lo@op kepalaiou

To TPWTOTUNO KEfLEVO TG andPacns, and To onolo £Xouv agaipedel ONA Ta EUMIOTEUTIKG oTOtyEla, drjpootevetal
otov Siktuakod tono e Enontevousag Apxig e EZES:

http:/[www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/state-aid-register/
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[poekAnen yia v unofoln mapatnprocoy kat” epappoyi Tou apdpouv 1 mapaypagoc 2 tov pepoug I

ToU TPOTOKOANOU 3 T¢ oupgoviag petatd tov kpatov EZET yia v idpuen Enomtedoucag Apyre kat

AKaoTNPiov avagopikd pE T XOPTYNON KPATIKAG EVIOXUONG Yia THV MOANGN Tou aypotepayiov apid.
gbnr 271/8 and to Afjpo tou Oppdal

(2011/C 34/09)

Me mv anogaon apw. 417/10/COL, ¢ 3nc Noepfpiou 2010, mou avadnuocievetal 6T yAOOGA TOU TPWTO-
Thmou oTig oeMdeg mou akohoudolv v mapovca mepidyn, 1 Emomtebousa Apxn g EZET kivnoe T Sadikaoia
nou mpof\énetar oto apdpo 1 mapaypagog 2 tou pépoug I Tou mpwTokOANOU 3 TG ouppeviag PETAEy Twv
kpatov e EZES, yia ) ovotaon Emomteloucag Apxnic kar Awaotnpiou. Ot vopPnyikés apyés evnpephonkay
OYETIKA [E0W AVTLYPAPOU TIG AMOPAOT]S.

H Enomtebouoa Apxn e EZES kalei ta kpdt e EZEZ, ta kpatn peln g Eupenaikis Eveongs ka ta
evOlaQepopeva pépn va UmoPANOUV TIG TAPATIPTIOES TOUG OXETIKA HE TO €V NOY® LETPO, EVIOG EVOG PNVOG amod
™ dnpocieuon e mapoloag avakoivmong oty akoloudn dievduvon:

EFTA Surveillance Authority
Registry

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

Ot mapatnprjoeic da kowvomoudolv otig vopPnyikes apyés. To amdppnto G TautdTTag Tou evilagepopevou
pepoug mou unoPalAel Tig mapatnprioels pmopel va {yudel ypantac, pe pvela Twv oXeTKGY AOyv.

[EPIAHYH

Sug 7 ®efpouvapiov 2007, n Strand Drift Oppdal AS mpotewe oto Afpo tou Oppdal v avéyepon eykata-
OTACEOY EEUTINPETNONG TIENATOV YIOVOOPOLIKOU KEVIPOU aTo aypotepdyto 271/8. T va xpnotponoudel 1 ev Aoyw
¢Ktaon ug dnuooiog yopog otadpevong da anarmdel 1) Tpomonoinor Twv dUoTKGOV Kavoviopdy. Me emotol] mou
anéoteike oto Afjpo otig 19 defpouvapiou 2007, 1) Strand Drift Oppdal AS e&égpace evdiagépov yia v ayopd
TOU &v \oyw akwitou. Me emotohr e 30n¢ Noepfpiou 2007, o Afuog anavinoe ot pgxpt va Aafer andgaor
OXETIKG [LE TNV TPOTIOTIOING TV SNHOTIKGY Kavoviopay, 1 mpotacn e Strand Drift Oppdal AS yia ayopa g
éktaong Ja Mapapeivel o8 eKKPEROTITAL

Y16 30 Touviou 2008, o Anpog tou Oppdal anogdacioe va {ntrcel dU0 XWPLOTEG ERTIUNOELS TG EKTAONG KAl OTN)
ouvéyela mpoywpnoe oe dtanpaypatevoels pe v Strand Drift Oppdal AS oyetikd pe v noAnon. | cuvéyela,
unofAidnkav oto Afuo Vo ywpiotés exdéoeis. H afia g éxtaong exturdnke avtiotoiyws oe 850 000 kat
800 000 NOK.

Sug 15 louhiou 2008, o dnpog kdheoe v Strand Drift Oppdal AS e cuvavton mpokepévou va dieEaydel wa
npwt oulimon ent evog oyediou oUpfacnc mdAneng e ev Aoy éktaons. O dfpog evipépwoe v Strand Drift
Oppdal AS oyeuka pe ¢ exupnoeig kat v mAnpo@opnoe Ot 1) Tipr ndAnong da avepyotav oe 850 000 NOK.

Ot extipnoeg aneotdhnoav oty Oppdal Booking AS katomwv artipatog g, oug 21 IToukiou 2008. Me
emotoh] g 23ng louhiou, n Oppdal Booking AS Swapaptuprdnke yia Ti¢ ektiproels, toxuptopevn ot dev
avrikatontpilav Ty opdn ayopaia afic. H OB engpewve, petafy dMwv, 0T ftav mpodupn va katafalet moAv
vyn\otepn ). Trv ida npépa, n Oppdal Booking AS anéoteihe oto dfpo emotol] pe mpoo@opd UYoug
3,1 Swekat. NOK. H mpoogopd Xapaktnpiotike oG «apyikr mpoo@oply» kai umofAndnke umd tov opo ot Ja
xopnynvouv ot oxetikég (deteg yia v avamtuén tou akwrtou kat ot 1) Oppdal Booking AS da ditdete emapkr
XPOVO yia TN HEAET TOV KTIPLAKGY EYKATAGTAGEOY TOU EMPOKEITO VA KATAGKEUAOTOUV.

Y16 31 Iouhiou 2008, o dnpog unéypaye ) obppaocn pe v Strand Drift Oppdal AS. Baocet tou tpomou pe tov
omolo 1 Apyn avtilapfavetar ta yeyovota, and autiv akpifag T otypr Jewpeital 0T ouvigin OeopeUTIKN
oupgovia duvapet g voppryikic vopovesiag.

H Apxi} da extipnioel v mOANGN ToU aypotepayiou and Ti¢ dnpoctes apxés cURQOVA (e TG YeVIKEG KAaTeUdUVOEIS
Yo TIG KPATIKEG EVIOYUOELS, OO0V apOPA Ta GTOLYELR KPATIKIG EVIOYUOTG TIOU TEPLEOVTAL OTIG MWANCELG OIKOTEOWV
Kkt Kuopdtev and to dnpocto. Ot yevikéc katevdivoeig avagépovtar o dUo maveg ekdoyéc: mpatov, otn
xprowornoinor e dadikaciag dnpompatnone: devtepov, oty afloloynon and avefaptto epmelpoyvopova.
Evtoutorg, dev avagepoviar oty MeEPIMTOON MOU id deopeuTikr] mpoo@opd mapakngdel petd v napalafr g
EKTI{NONG Tou epmelpoyvopova, al\a mpwv and T obvayn e deopevtikig oUpfaocnc. Sty mpokeipevr mepi-
TTOOT), 1] TPOGPOPA TEPIMOU TETPAMAACLL GO TNV T TV OTOl Ol EUTELPOYVOLOVEG Jempnoav ¢ TN TS
ayopag.



3.2.2011

Enionpn E@nuepida g Evponaikig Eveong

C 34/9

H Apyxn kpiver 0T oty mepintoon auti, 1 UTOPOA TPOcYOpag pmopel va eyelpel apgiolies katd mocov ot
EKTIINOEIG AVTIKATOTTPICOUV TNV MPaypatky ayopaia T g éKTaonG. e Yeviké Ypappés, pa afiomiotn Kot
deopevtik) mpoogopa Ya ftav kakutepr Paon yia Tov kadoplopod e ayopaiag Tirg, dedopévou OTL avtioToryel
07O TIHNHA TOU KAMOIOG €ival ouclaoTikd mpodupog va kataPaler yia to akivijro. H Apyr) emonpaiver ot ot
vopPnyikes apyes dev mapouciacav onotadnnoTe GTOLKEI TOU Va TEKUNPLOVOLV OTL 1] Tpoo@opd dev frav afiomi-
ot 1 o dev avuiotoryoloe enakpifos oty ayopaia afia Tou akwrjtou, petafy aMwv, Aoye Tou diaitepou
evOLaQEPOVTOG TO OO0 EIXE O TPOCPEPGY YIL VO AMOKTIOEL TO GKIVITO.

Ta pétpa ompiEng mou mpofAénoviar oto apdpo 61 mapaypagog 1 e cupgeviag EOX yevika dev oupfipalovrat
pe m Aertoupyla g oupuviag EOX, mapd povo av mapéyouv duvatotnta mapékkiong Pacet tou apdpou 61
napaypagog 2 1 3 e oupgoviag auts. Evtoutois, n Apxn apgipaller av 1 und egétaon cuvalhayn pmopet va
dkarohoyndel facer tov datdbewv e oupwviag EOX mept kpatikav evioyUoewy.

Svpnépacpa
Me Bdon Tig avetépe ekTipnoes, N Apxl) ano@doioe va Kivijoel TV enionpr diadikaocia Epeuvag GURQPVA HE TO
apdpo 1 mapaypagog 2 g ocupgoviag EOX. Ta evdiagepopeva pépn kalovvtal va unofdlouv TG mapatnproeig
TOUG €vtoG mpoveopiag evog uvog and T dnpooicuon e mapovcag andgaocne oty Emionun Eenuepida thg
Evpownaixi¢ Evworg.
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 instru-
ment 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
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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




C 34/16 Enionun E@nuepida g Eupwnaikie Eveong 3.2.2011

\%

(Tvwotomoioeig)

AIOIKHTIKEE AIAAIKAXIEX

EYPQITAIKH EITITPOITH

Empopgoon edvikdv Sikaotov oto eupomaikd Sikaio tou aviayoviopod kar Sikactikr ouvepyaocia
petafd edvikdv dikaotov

(2011/C 34/10)

Mia véa mpookhnon umoPoliic mpotdceny ot DEpata emuOp@uon edvikdv SIkaoTtev 0To eUpwnaikod dikaio Tou
AVTAYOVIOROU Kat dikaoTikl ouvepyaoia petatl edvikov dikaotdv €xel dnpootevdel ot dievduvon

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

Tpodeopia unofol¢ mpotdoewv: 4ng Ampihiou 2011.



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




Ty ouvdpourg 2011 (xwpig PMA, cupneplAauBavouévwy Twv 66wV Taxudpoueiov yia
KOVOVLKI] aTtOCTOAN)

Emnionun Ednuepida g EE, cepég L + C, povo €vrurmn ékdoon | 22 emionpeg yAwooeg g EE [ 1100 EUR emoiwg

Emntionun Ednuepida g EE, oepég L + C, évtummn €kdoon + etnoto | 22 emionueg YA\wooeg g EE | 1200 EUR etnoiwg
DVD

Emionun Ednuepida g EE, cepd L, pévo évturnn €kdoon 22 emionpeg yA\wooeg g EE 770 EUR etnoiwg

Emionun Ednuepida g EE, oepeq L + C, unviaio ouykevipwTiko | 22 emionueg yA\wooeg tg EE 400 EUR etnoiwg
DVD

2upnAnpwpa TG Emionung Ednuepidag, oeipd S — Anuodoleq TOAUYAWOCO: 23 eTtioNES 300 EUR emnoiwg

ouppacelg kat dtaywviopoi, DVD, pia €kdoon tnv epdouada yAwooeg g EE

Emtionun Ednuepida tng EE, oelpd C — Awaywviopol YAwooa(-eq) avaAoya pe TO 50 EUR etnoiwg
Slaywviopod

H ouvdpour) otnv Emionun E¢nuepida t¢ Evpwmaikrc Evwong, Tou ekdideTAl OTIG EMIONUEG YAWOOES TNG
Evpwnaikng Evwong, eivat duvatr) oe 22 yYAwoolkeg ekdooelg. Mephaupavel Tiq oepég L (Nopobeoia) kat C
(Avakowvwoelg kat MAnpodopieg).

MNa kadbe YAwoolkn €kdoon aratteital EEXwPLoT) GUVOPOWT).

20udwva e tov kavoviopo (EK) apB. 920/2005 tou ZupBouAiou, Tou dnuoctevtnke otnv Emnionun Ednuepida
L 156 ™q 18ng louviou 2005, Ta Beopikd épyava tng Evpwraikng 'Evwong dev umoxpeouvTal, Tipoowpvd, va
OUVTACOOUV Kal Va SNHOCLEVOUV 0Ta IPAAVOIKA OAeQ TIG TIPAgelg. M auto, n Emionun Ednuepida ota pAavdika
nwAeital Eexwplota.

H ouvdpoun ya 1o ZupmnAnpwua g Emionung Ednuepidag (oepd S — Anuooieg GuuBAacelq Kat Slaywviouoi)
nepthapBavel 23 emionueg YAWOOIKEG €KSOOEIG O €va eviaio TToOAUyAwooo DVD.

Me amAn} aitnon, ot cuvdpounteég NG Emionune Egnuepidag ¢ Evpwraikri¢ Evwong €xouv Sikaiwpa va
Aaupavouv diadopa mapaptiuata g Emionung Ednuepidag. EvnuepwvovTtal yia tnv €kdoon Twv mapaptn-
MATWV HE «ZNUeEiwpa TIPOG TOV avayvwoTn» Tou dnpoolevetal otnv Emionun Egnuepida e Evpwnaikrig
Evwong.

NMwAnoelg KatL GuvSPoOMES

2UVOPOUES o SLAPOPES TIOAOYNMEVEG TIEPLOSIKEG €kdOOELG, ONwg N Emionun Egnuepida ™¢ Eupwraikinic
‘Evwong, dlatibevtal 0Toug EUTIOPIKOUG HAG AVTITPOOWTIOUS. KatdAoyo TwV EPMOPIKWY HAG QVTTPOCWIIWYV
Ba Bpeite oto Awdiktuo, atn Sievbuvon:

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

To EUR-Lex (http://eur-lex.europa.eu) mapéxelr Aueon kat dwpeav mpocfacn oto Sikao NG

Evpwrnaikng ‘Evwong. O 1oToXWpog autog EMITPEMEL TNV NpocBacn otnv Emionun E¢pnuepidéa e

Evpwmnaikni¢ 'Evwon¢ kabwg kKal ot ouvOnkeg, oTn Vopobecia, otn VoOMoAoyia kal oOTIQ
TIPOTIAPACKEVACTIKEG TIPAEELG.

MNa nepioodtepeq MTANPOPOpieq GXETIKA pe TNV Evpwndikn ‘Evwon: http://europa.eu

Ynneeoia Ekdocewv TG Evpwmaikig Evwaong
2985 AougepBolpyo
AOYZEMBOYPTO




