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[

(Resolutsioonid, soovitused ja arvamused)

SOOVITUSED

EUROOPA KESKPANK

EUROOPA KESKPANGA SOOVITUS,
1. juuli 2010,
Euroopa Liidu Noukogule, Nirodnd banka Slovenska vilisaudiitorite kohta
(EKP/2010/6)
(2010/C 184/01)

EUROOPA KESKPANGA NOUKOGU, (3)  Majandusaastateks 2010 kuni 2014 on Slovakkia kesk-
pank valinud oma vilisaudiitoriks Ernst & Young

vottes arvesse Euroopa Keskpankade Siisteemi ja Euroopa Sovakia, spol. s r.0.

Keskpanga pohikirja, eelkdige selle artiklit 27.1,
ON VASTU VOTNUD KAESOLEVA SOOVITUSE:
ning arvestades jargmist:
Slovakkia keskpanga vilisaudiitoriks soovitatakse majandusaas-
(1) Euroopa Keskpanga (EKP) ja riikide keskpankade raama- tateks 2010 kuni 2014 Ernst & Young Slovakia, spol. s r.0.
tupidamist auditeerivad sdltumatud vilisaudiitorid, keda

soovitab EKP ndukogu ja kiidab heaks Euroopa Liidu

Noukogu. Frankfurt Maini ddres, 1. juuli 2010

(2)  Seniste Ndrodnd banka Slovenska (Slovakkia keskpanga)
vilisaudiitorite volitused 16ppesid pérast 2009. majandus- )
aasta auditeerimist. Seetdttu tuleb valisaudiitorid ametisse EKP president
maédrata alates 2010. majandusaastast. Jean-Claude TRICHET
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IV

(Teave)

TEAVE EUROOPA LIIDU INSTITUTSIOONIDELT, ORGANITELT JA
ASUTUSTELT

EUROOPA KOMISJON

Euro vahetuskurss (1)
7. juuli 2010
(2010/C 184/02)

1 euro =

Valuuta Kurss Valuuta Kurss
usD USA dollar 1,2567 AUD Austraalia dollar 1,4821
JPY Jaapani jeen 109,56 CAD  Kanada dollar 1,3311
DKK Taani kroon 7,4532 HKD  Hongkongi dollar 9,7913
GBP Inglise nael 0,83190 | NZD  Uus-Meremaa dollar 1,8160
SEK Rootsi kroon 9,6160 SGD Singapuri dollar 1,7480
CHF Sveitsi frank 1,3312 KRW Korea won 1536,73
ISK Islandi kroon ZAR Louna-Aafrika rand 9,6505
NOK Norra kroon 8,1010 CNY Hiina jtiaan 8,5169
BGN Bulgaaria lev 1,9558 HRK Horvaatia kuna 7,1913
CZK Tsehhi kroon 25,548 IDR Indoneesia ruupia 11 408,78
EEK Eesti kroon 15,6466 MYR Malaisia ringit 4,0459
HUF Ungari forint 284,47 PHP Filipiini peeso 58,512
LTL Leedu litt 3,4528 RUB Vene rubla 39,1503
LVL Lati latt 0,7095 THB Tai baht 40,818
PLN Poola zlott 4,1220 BRL Brasiilia reaal 2,2422
RON Rumeenia leu 4,2318 MXN Mehhiko peeso 16,3773
TRY Tirgi liir 1,9632 INR India ruupia 59,1290

(') Allikas: EKP avaldatud viitekurss.
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TEAVE LIIKMESRIIKIDELT

Komisjoni teatis vastavalt Euroopa Parlamendi ja néukogu mairuse (EU) nr 1008/2008 (ithenduses
lennuteenuste osutamist kisitlevate iihiseeskirjade kohta) artikli 16 1dikele 4

Avaliku teenindamise kohustused regulaarlennuliinidel

(EMPs kohaldatav tekst)
(2010/C 184/03)

Liikmesriik Uhendkuningriik

Lennuliin Oban-Coll
Oban-Colonsay
Oban-Tiree
Coll-Tiree

Avaliku teenindamise kohustuste joustumise
kuupidev

2. marts 2007

Aadress, millelt on vdimalik saada muudetud
avaliku teenindamise kohustuste teksti ning
mis tahes asjakohast teavet ja/vdi dokumente

Argyll and Bute Council
Council Offices

Kilmory

Lochgilphead

Argyll

PA31 8RT

Scotland

UNITED KINGDOM

Tel +44 1546604141

Faks +44 1546606443

(Kontaktisik: Sandy Mactaggart, Development and Infrastructure Services)
E-mail: sandy.mactaggart@argyll-bute.gov.uk



mailto:sandy.mactaggart@argyll-bute.gov.uk
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Komisjoni teatis vastavalt Euroopa Parlamendi ja néukogu miiruse (EU) nr 1008/2008 (iihenduses
lennuteenuste osutamist kisitlevate iihiseeskirjade kohta) artikli 17 15ikele 5

Pakkumismenetlus seoses regulaarlennuteenuste osutamisega avaliku teenindamise kohustuste alusel
(EMPs kohaldatav tekst)
(2010/C 184/04)

Litkmesriik Uhendkuningriik
Lennuliin Oban—Coll
Oban-Colonsay
Oban-Tiree
Coll-Tiree
Lepingu kehtivusaeg 1. oktoobrist 2010-31. martsini 2014
Pakkumiste esitamise 16pptihtaeg Kaks kuud parast kdesoleva teatise avaldamist

Aadress, millelt on voimalik saada pakkumiskutse teksti | Argyll and Bute Council
ning pakkumismenetluse ja avaliku teenindamise kohustu- | Council Offices

sega seotud mis tahes asjakohast teavet ja/voi dokumente | Kilmory

Lochgilphead

Argyll

PA31 8RT

Scotland

UNITED KINGDOM

Tel +44 1546604141

Faks +44 1546606443

(Kontaktisik: Sandy Mactaggart, Development and Infras-
tructure Services)

E-mail: sandy.mactaggart@argyll-bute.gov.uk
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EUROOPA MAJANDUSPIIRKONDA KASITLEV TEAVE

EFTA JARELEVALVEAMET

Kutse mirkuste esitamiseks vastavalt jirelevalveameti ja kohtu asutamise kohta sdlmitud EFTA
riikide lepingu protokolli nr 31 osa artikli 1 1oikele 2 riigiabi andmise kohta seoses
spordikeskuse rahastamisega Kippermoeni vabaajakeskuses

(2010/C 184/05)

Vastavalt jdrelevalveameti ja kohtu asutamise kohta solmitud EFTA riikide lepingu protokolli nr 31 osa
artikli 1 16ikele 2 algatas EFTA jirelevalveamet menetluse 16. detsembri 2009. aasta otsusega 537/09/COL,
mis on esitatud kdesolevale kokkuvdttele jargnevatel lehekiilgedel autentses keeles. Norra ametiasutustele on
sellest teatamiseks saadetud otsuse koopia.

EFTA jdrelevalveamet palub EFTA riikidel, ELi liikmesriikidel ja huvitatud isikutel saata markused kdnealuse
meetme kohta ithe kuu jooksul alates kiesoleva teatise avaldamisest aadressil:

EFTA Surveillance Authority
Registry

Rue Belliard 35

1040 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE

Mirkused edastatakse Norra ametiasutustele. Markusi esitavad huvitatud isikud voivad kirjalikult taotleda
neid kisitlevate andmete konfidentsiaalsust, tdpsustades taotluse pdhjused.

KOKKUVOTE

27. jaanuaril 2009 teatasid Norra ametiasutused iguskindluse huvides Kippermoeni vabaajakeskuses (edas-
pidi ,vabaajakeskus”) asuva spordikeskuse rahastamisest kui meetmest, mis ei kujuta endast abi andmist.
Jarelevalveamet saatis kaks teabenduet, millele Norra ametiasutused on vastanud.

Vabaajakeskus loodi 1970ndatel. See asub Norra teise kdige péhjapoolsema maakonna, Nordlandi omava-
litsuse haldusalasse kuuluva Vefsni omavalitsuse haldusalas asuvas Mosjeeni linnas. Vabaajakeskuse omanik
on Vefsni omavalitsus ja see ei ole eraldi juriidiline isik.

Algselt koosnes vabaajakeskus siseruumides asuvast ujumisbasseinist, solaariumist, spordisaalist ja spordi-
keskusest. 1997. aastal vabaajakeskust (sealhulgas spordikeskust) ajakohastati ja laiendati. Spordikeskust
laiendati taas 2006. ja 2007. aastal.

Uus voi olemasolev abi

Kuna vabaajakeskuses asuva spordikeskuse rahastamise puhul on tegemist riigiabiga, siis tekib kiisimus, kas
meede kujutab endast uut vdi olemasolevat abi.

Vabaajakeskust on alates selle loomisest 1970ndatel rahastanud otse Vefsni omavalitsus. Lisaks sellele on
vabaajakeskust tema loomisest alates rahastatud omavalitsuse poolt kindlaksmairatud erinevatest kasutusta-
sudest saadud tulude kaudu. Sellist rahastamisemeetodit kohaldati enne EMP lepingu jdustumist 1. jaanuaril
1994 ja nimetatud pohjusel voiks see kujutada endast olemasolevat abi protokolli nr 3 II osa artikli 1 punkti
b alapunkti i kohaselt.
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Kuigi edastatud teabe kohaselt oleks 2006. ja 2007. aastal toimunud laiendamist pidanud rahastatama
samasuguse rahastamismehhanismi kohaselt, mis kehtis talituskulude suhtes, ei ole jirelevalveamet saanud
piisavalt tdpset teavet selle kohta, kuidas rahastati 1997. aastal toimunud laiendamist.

Lisaks on alates EMP lepingu joustumisest muudetud piletisiisteemi. Muudatused tunduvad olevat avaldanud
mdju hinnale, pakutavate piletite liikidele ja piletitulu kasutamise siisteemile. Jrelevalveametile ei ole nende
muudatuste kohta tdpset teavet esitatud ja ta ei ole seetdttu saanud vilistada, et kdnealused muudatused
sisaldavad teatavat liiki uut abi.

Jarelevalveametile kittesaadava teabe pdhjal olid abisaaja ruumid algselt tagasihoidlikult sisustatud. Kiisimus
on selles, kas 1970ndail olemas olnud spordirajatisi vaid ajakohastati uutest ndudmistest lahtuvalt voi tuleks
praegust spordikeskust pidada uueks rajatiseks. Jirelevalveameti arvates ei ole praegune spordikeskus mitte
ainult markimisvaarselt suurem, vaid pakub ka hulga suuremat valikut sportimisvoimalusi kui vana, taga-
sihoidliku sisustusega spordikeskus. Seepdrast kahtlustab jirelevalveamet, et 1997. ning/vdi 2006. ja 2007.
aasta laiendamised, mis toimusid pdrast EMP lepingu jdustumist, muutsid spordikeskuse tegevuse laadi.
Kohtupraktikast lahtudes ei tdhenda tegevusvaldkondade laienemine tavaliselt seda, et meede on uus
abimeede. Ometi, vdttes arvesse markimisvairseid muudatusi ja tegevusvaldkondade laienemist spordikes-
kuses, (!) ei ole jarelevalveametil olnud vdimalik vilistada abiliigi muutumist.

Riigiabi olemasolu
Ettevdtjale antud riigi vahenditega seotud eelised

Vefsni omavalitsus katab kogu vabaajakeskuse aastase puudujddgi. Omavalitsuse vahendid on riigi vahendid
EMP lepingu artikli 61 tdhenduses (?). Spordikeskust on rahastatud kasutustasude abil, mille suuruse ja
kasutuse maédras kindlaks omavalitsus sellisel viisil, et tekkis iilejadk, samas kui iilejdinud vabaajakeskus
on kahjumis. Kuna arveldusarved ei ole selgelt eraldatud, ei saa jarelevalveamet vilistada, et kahe keskuse
vahel ei ole toimunud ristsubsideerimist.

Spordikeskus on saanud rahalisi vahendeid ka hasartméngukorraldajalt Norsk Tipping AS, mis kuulub tdie-
likult Norra riigile ning kultuuri- ja kirikuasjade ministeeriumi haldusalasse (%). Hasartméangudest saadava tulu
kogumine, haldamine ja jaotamine toimub riigi kontrolli all ja selle tulemusena on see riigi vahend EMP
lepingu artikli 61 16ike 1 tdhenduses.

Lisaks on vdimalik, et spordikeskust on rahastatud Nordlandi omavalitsuse vahenditest.

Vabaajakeskuse osaks olev spordikeskus tegutseb peamiselt tavapirase spordikeskusena ja niib endast
seetdttu kujutavat ettevotjat. Kuigi Norra ametiasutused on viitnud, et spordikeskusele ei ole antud riigiabi
Altmarki kohtupraktika tdhenduses, ei saa jirelevalveamet praeguses jargus vilistada, et vabaajakeskuses
asuva spordikeskuse rahastamine annab sellele eelisseisundi.

Konkurentsi kahjustamine ja lepinguosaliste vahelise kaubanduse madjutamine

Vabaajakeskuses asuvale spordikeskusele antud eelisseisund nidib moonutavat konkurentsi spordikeskuste
turusegmendis. Ometi kahtleb jarelevalveamet selles, kas voetud meetmed mojutavad EMP-sisest kaubandust
EMP lepingu artikli 61 1dike 1 tihenduses. Uldiselt tunduvad spordikeskused pakkuvat teenust, mis juba
oma laadilt on suunatud piiratud tarbijatehulgale. Vabaajakeskuses asuv spordikeskus ei nii olevat nii
ainukordne, et meelitaks kliente ka kaugemalt. Spordikeskus asub Norra teises kdige pdhjapoolsemas
maakonnas, maanteed mooda ligikaudu 60 km kaugusel Rootsi piirist. Norra spordikeskuste turusegmendis
on siiski moned ettevdtjad, kes on seotud EMP-sisese kaubandusega. Samas aga niib, et need ettevdtjad
tegutsevad Norra tihedama asustusega piirkondades.

(") Vt ,Komisjoni teatis riigiabi eeskirjade kohaldamise kohta avalik-6igusliku ringhaalingu suhtes”, ELT C 257,
27.10.2009, Ik 1, loigud 25-31ja 80 jj.

() Vt EFTA jirelevalveameti otsus nr 55/05/COL, osa 1.3, lk 19 koos tiiendavate viidetega, ELT L 324, 23.11.2006.
lk 11 ja EMP kaasanne nr 56, 23.11.2006, lk 1.

(%) Vt ettevdtja Norsk Tipping AS majandus- ja sotsiaalaruannet 2008. aasta kohta, lk 3. Kittesaadav veebilehel: https:/|
www.norsk-tipping.no/page?id=207
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Abi kokkusobivus iihisturuga

Jarelevalveamet kahtleb, kas suurelt osalt tavaparase spordikeskusena tegutseva ettevotja tegevus voib endast
kujutada iildist majandushuvi pakkuvat teenust EMP lepingu artikli 59 16ike 2 tihenduses.

Lisaks kahtleb jarelevalveamet, kas spordikeskuse rahastamine saab olla kooskdlas EMP lepinguga EMP
lepingu artikli 61 16ike 3 punktis ¢ sdtestatud kultuurilise erandina, nagu viidavad Norra ametiasutused.

Jarelevalveamet kahtleb ka selles, kas 1997. ning 2006. ja 2007. aastal tehtud laiendamised on osaliselt voi
tdielikult kooskdlas EMP lepingu toimimisega selle artikli 61 16ike 3 punkti ¢ kohaselt ja jirelevalveameti
riigiabisuuniste teatavate peatiikkide kohaselt.

Jareldus

Eelnevast lihtudes on jirelevalveamet otsustanud algatada jdrelevalveameti ja kohtu asutamise kohta
solmitud EFTA riikide lepingu protokolli nr 31 osa artikli 1 1dikele 2 vastava ametliku uurimismenetluse
seoses vabaajakeskuses asuva spordikeskuse rahastamisega Vefsni omavalitsuse vahenditest. Huvitatud isikuid
kutsutakse iiles esitama oma markused ithe kuu jooksul kiesoleva otsuse avaldamisest Euroopa Liidu Teatajas.

EFTA SURVEILLANCE AUTHORITY DECISION
No 537/09/COL
of 16 December 2009

to initiate the procedure provided for in Article 1(2) in Part I of Protocol 3 to the Surveillance and
Court Agreement with regard to the financing of the fitness centre at the Kippermoen Leisure
Centre

(Norway)

THE EFTA SURVEILLANCE AUTHORITY (!),

Having regard to the Agreement on the European Economic Area (%), in particular to Articles 61 to 63 and
Protocol 26 thereof,

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

Having regard to Article 1(2) of Part I and Articles 4(4) and 6 of Part II of Protocol 3 to the Surveillance
and Court Agreement (%),

(1) Hereinafter referred to as the Authority.

(%) Hereinafter referred to as the EEA Agreement.

(}) Hereinafter referred to as the Surveillance and Court Agreement.
()

ereinafter referred to as Protocol 3.

3
4

jangangiangian
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Having regard to the Authority’s Guidelines on the application and interpretation of Articles 61 and 62 of
the EEA Agreement ('), and in particular the Chapters on Public service compensation (?) and National
Regional Aid (%) thereof,

Having regard to the Authority’s Decision of 14 July 2004 on the implementing provisions referred to
under Article 27 of Part II of Protocol 3 (%),

Whereas:

I. FACTS
1. Procedure

By letter dated 27 January 2009, the Norwegian authorities notified a measure financing the publicly owned
fitness centre at the Kippermoen Leisure Centre (KLC) (Kippermoen Idrettssenter), pursuant to Article 1(3) of
Part I of Protocol 3. The letter was registered by the Authority the 28 January 2009 (Event No 506341).

By email dated 3 March 2009 (Event No 511153), the Norwegian Association for Fitness Centres (NAFC)
(Norsk Treningssenterforbund) submitted comments to the notification.

By letter dated 27 March 2009 (Event No 511172), the Authority forwarded the comments from NAFC to
the Norwegian authorities and requested additional information. By letter dated 29 May 2009 (Event No
520013), the Norwegian authorities replied to the information request. By letter dated 29 July 2009 (Event
No 525457), the Authority requested additional information from the Norwegian authorities. By letter dated
9 September 2009 (Event No 529846), the Norwegian authorities replied to the information request.

The Authority and the Norwegian authorities discussed the notification in a meeting in Oslo on
16 September 2009. By email dated 28 September 2009, the Authority requested further information
and clarifications, to which the Norwegian authorities replied by email dated 29 September 2009 (the
two emails are archived as Event No 531832).

2. The KLC
2.1.  Overview of the development of the KLC

The KLC was established in the 1970s. It is located in the city of Mosjeen which is part of the municipality
of Vefsn, in the county of Nordland. The centre is owned by the municipality and is not organised as a
separate legal entity.

Initially, the centre consisted of two separate buildings, one hall encompassing an indoor swimming pool
with a solarium and a sports hall. Furthermore, the KLC housed a modestly equipped fitness centre.

The two halls of the KLC were managed separately until 1992, when the department of culture at Vefsn
municipality started coordinating the management of the two halls. In the same year, the municipality of
Vefsn initiated a project in cooperation with the county municipality of Nordland aiming to increase the
physical activity of the general population in the county.

(") Guidelines on the application and interpretation of Articles 61 and 62 of the EEA Agreement and Article 1 of
Protocol 3 to the Surveillance and Court Agreement, adopted and issued by the Authority on 19.1.1994, published in
the Official Journal of the European Union (hereinafter referred to as OJ) L 231, 3.9.1994, p. 1 and EEA Supplement No
32, 3.9.1994, p. 1 as amended. Hereinafter referred to as the State Aid Guidelines. The updated version of the State
Aid  Guidelines is published on the Authority's website (http:/[www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/legal-framework/
state-aid-guidelines).

Adopted by the Authority by Decision No 328/05/COL of 20.12.2005, published in O] L 109, 26.4.2007, p. 44 and
EEA Supplement No 20, 26.4.2007, p. 1.

() The Chapter on National Regional Aid 2007-13 was adopted by the Authority by Decision No 85/06/COL of
6.4.2006, published in OJ L 54, 28.2.2008, p. 1 and EEA Supplement No 11, 28.2.2008, p. 1 and is applicable
from 1 January 2007 onwards. Prior to that date, reference must be made to the provisions of the Chapter on
National regional aid adopted by Decision No 316/98/COL of 4.11.1998, published in OJ L 111, 29.4.1999, p. 46
and EEA Supplement No 18, 29.4.1999, p. 1.

Decision No 195/04/COL of 14 July 2004 (published in OJ L 139, 25.5.2006, p. 37 and EEA Supplement No 26,
25.5.2006, p. 1), as amended. A consolidated version of the Decision can be found online (http://www.eftasurv.int).

—
-

—_
=


http://www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/legal-framework/state-aid-guidelines
http://www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/legal-framework/state-aid-guidelines
http://www.eftasurv.int

8.7.2010

Euroopa Liidu Teataja

C 184/9

In 1997, as a consequence of a broadening of the cooperation with the county municipality under the so-
called FYSAK programme, Vefsn municipality arranged for an expansion and renovation of the entire KLC,
including the fitness centre.

In 2006 and 2007, the fitness centre was expanded with an annexe (Mellombygningen) linking together the
existing buildings of the KLC. Furthermore, squash courts were established at the KLC. Nowadays, the KLC
comprises a combined football and multi-purpose hall (Mosjohallen) and outdoors facilities such as a
toboggan run and a shooting range, in addition to the sports hall and the hall with indoor swimming
pool established in the early 1970s and the fitness centre. However, the notification submitted by the
Norwegian authorities only concerns the fitness centre.

2.2. The financing of the KLC and its fitness centre

Since its foundation in 1970s, the municipality of Vefsn has financed the KLC over the municipal budget.
Moreover, since its foundation, the KLC has been financed by the revenues generated from fees levied on
users. The prices are set by decisions of the municipal council of Vefsn. At the present time, individual users
are charged a fee for the use of the fitness centre, squash courts, swimming pool and the solarium, and can
choose among different types of season tickets and single tickets granting access to the various facilities. The
Norwegian authorities have explained that the current system of allocation of ticket revenue entails that all
revenue generated from the sale of all-access season tickets is allocated to the fitness centre. The revenue
stemming from the various single tickets, including those granting access to the fitness centre, is allocated to
the other facilities at the KLC. Groups of users, like local schools, seem to be charged for the use of the
facilities at the KLC on a cost basis, where the compensation paid seems to be allocated to the relevant
facility. In the years 2006-08, the total annual revenue generated by user fees represented between NOK 3,6
and 3,7 million. The Norwegian authorities state that approximately NOK 2,6 million (approximately 70 %)
of this revenue has been allocated to the fitness centre (1).

From 2000, the municipality of Vefsn intended that the fitness centre part of the KLC was to be self-
financed in the sense that the revenue generated from the fees levied on users of the fitness centre should
cover all its costs. In order to ensure that the fitness centre part of the KLC is self-financed, the municipality
has attempted to keep separate accounts for the fitness centre and the other activities of the KLC, where the
fitness centre carries a proportionate share of common costs. However, a complete separation of accounts
does not yet seem to be fully implemented (?).

According to the annual accounts of 2006-08, the fitness centre at the KLC has operated with an annual
profit of between NOK 700 000 and 900 000 on account of the revenue generated by the user fees. In
contrast to the fitness centre, the KLC as a whole, operates with an annual deficit. This annual deficit is
covered by the operating budget of the municipality of Vefsn.

According to the NAFC, the KLC has received grants from the county municipality of Nordland. Despite the
request made by the Authority, the Norwegian authorities have not provided any information regarding
whether, and in that case how, these funds have been allocated to KLC and whether they were spent for the
fitness centre or for other premises within the KLC.

The two expansions of the whole KLC in 1997 and 2006/07 have been financed through various sources.
Regarding the 1997 expansion, it was mainly financed by a NOK 10 million loan. The Authority received
no information on the identity of the lender, the terms of the loan or how it was serviced (?). Additionally,
the expansion seems to have been financed by gaming funds granted by Norsk Tipping AS (*).

The 2006/07 expansion was partly financed through a NOK 10 million bank loan with an interest based on
three year government bonds plus 1 % (%), a proportionate part of which was intended to be serviced by the
fitness centre. The expansion was further financed by NOK 4 million of gaming funds from

(") See letter from Norwegian authorities dated 29.5.2009 (Event No 520013) p. 11.

() Ibid p. 12.

() See letter from the municipality of Vefsn to the Norwegian competition authorities dated 3.11.1998, p. 3 (added as
sub-Appendix 2 to Appendix 2 of the letter from the Norwegian authorities dated 27.1.2009 (Event No 506341)).
The expansion was apparently also financed through other sources, but these funds were seemingly earmarked for
areas of the KLC that were not connected to the fitness centre.

(* L.

(°) For 2007 the interest rate on three year government bonds was 3,74 %, consequently the interest rate for 2007 was
(3.74% + 1%) 4,74 %.
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Norsk Tipping AS, which were mainly, but apparently not exclusively, used to finance the expansion of other
parts of the KLC (1.

2.3. Legal basis for the financing of the KLC

The legal basis for the financing of the KLC including the fitness centre, seems to be decisions made by the
municipal council of Vefsn. According to the budgetary decisions made by Vefsn municipality, ever since
the KLC was established in 1970s the operating costs of the KLC have been partly covered by the
municipality’s operating budget. The two expansions of 1997 and 2006/07 also seem to have been
undertaken in accordance with decisions made by the municipality of Vefsn.

3. Comments by the Norwegian authorities

The Norwegian authorities argue that the fitness centre is run as a part of the municipal healthcare service
and provides a service of general economic interest. Since 1997, the municipality of Vefsn has operated the
KLC under the FYSAK programme — a programme managed by the county municipality of Nordland in
order to aid the municipalities of Nordland in fulfilling their obligations to promote health in accordance
with the Municipal Health Service Act (). According to its Article 2(1) the municipality has a legal
obligation to provide ‘necessary healthcare’ to anyone residing or temporarily staying within the area of
the municipality. According to Articles 1(2) and 1(4), the Norwegian municipalities shall prevent and treat
diseases, injuries and other health problems, and when providing such services, the municipalities shall
promote public health, public well-being and the quality of the general social environment.

The Norwegian authorities hold that the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC merely represents
compensation for services rendered by the fitness centre which is provided in line with the Altmark
criteria (}). Consequently, it does not constitute aid within the meaning of Article 61(1) of the EEA
Agreement.

In any event, the Norwegian authorities argue that the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC, as far as it
could be held to constitute State aid within the meaning of Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement, must be
considered compatible either as a public service compensation on the basis of Article 59(2) of the EEA
Agreement, or alternatively as a cultural measure on the basis of Article 61(3)(c) of the EEA Agreement.

4. Comments from the NAFC

The NAFC has submitted comments to the notification. The association holds that the fitness centre at the
KLC has received State aid within the meaning of Article 61 of the EEA Agreement. As to the sources of
such aid, the NAFC claims that the fitness centre has been allocated State resources from the municipality of
Vefsn, Norsk Tipping AS and the county municipality of Nordland.

The NAFC argues that the aid can neither be held to be compatible with the functioning of the EEA on the
basis of Article 61(3)(c), nor constitute a service of general economic interest within the meaning of Article
59(2). Finally, the NAFC holds that the aid exceeds the de minimis threshold.

II. ASSESSMENT
1. Scope of the State aid assessment in this Decision

As mentioned above under Section 1.2.2, the fitness centre at the KLC has received financing from different
sources. It has been financed by the municipality of Vefsn on a regular basis since its establishment.
Furthermore, the KLC has received funds from Norsk Tipping AS whereby the Norwegian authorities have
not excluded that some of these funds were allocated to the fitness centre. Finally, the fitness centre has
allegedly received funds stemming from the county municipality of Nordland.

(") See letter from the Norwegian authorities dated 29.5.2009 (Event No 520013) p. 12.

(%) Lov om helsetjenesten i kommunene of 19 November 1982 No 66. Hereinafter referred to as the MHS Act.

(}) Case C-280/00 Altmark Trans and Regierungsprasidium Magdeburg (2003) ECR 1-7747. See also case T-289/03 BUPA
(2008) ECR 1-81.
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1.1. Funds stemming from the county municipality of Nordland

The Authority received no information or documentation regarding the funds potentially received from the
county municipality of Nordland. The Norwegian authorities are invited either to confirm that the fitness
centre at the KLC did not receive any funds from the county municipality of Nordland or to provide the
necessary information for the assessment of the State aid character of those funds and of the compatibility
with the rules of the EEA Agreement.

1.2. Funds stemming from Norsk Tipping AS

The funds stemming from Norsk Tipping AS are gaming funds collected, administered and distributed on the
basis of the Gaming Act from 1992 that entered into force on 1 January 1993 (), before the entry into
force of the EEA Agreement. The Ministry of Culture and Church Affairs has the general responsibility for
the operation of Norsk Tipping AS, the company entrusted with the administration of the gaming funds.

The profit generated by the activities of Norsk Tipping AS was originally distributed by thirds: a third for
sporting purposes, a third for cultural purposes and a third for scientific purposes (3). By Act No 37 of
21 June 2002, the distribution formula was amended to the effect that the profits were to be distributed
equally between sports and cultural objectives.

In 2003, a bill was passed that gave Norsk Tipping AS an exclusive right to operate slot machines. In that
connection, a new distribution formula set at 18 % the allocation to non-sports related NGOs, 45,5 % for
sports and 36,5 % for culture.

With reference to the case law cited in Section II,1.3 below, the Authority considers that the introduction of
a new group of recipients does not affect the classification of aid granted to culture and sports (3).

Accordingly, the Authority considers the activities of Norsk Tipping AS to constitute an existing system of
State aid within the meaning of the provisions of the EEA Agreement.

Although Norsk Tipping AS only granted financing to the fitness centre at the KLC in 1997 and 2006/07,
the Authority considers that it benefited from the application of an existing system of State aid. Individual
grants under an existing system do not qualify as new aid within the meaning of Article 1(c) of Part II of
Protocol 3.

Thus, based on the above, the Authority considers that any gaming funds potentially allocated to the fitness
centre at the KLC in connection with the 1997 or 2006/07 expansions are grants stemming from a system
of existing aid within the meaning of Article 62 of the EEA Agreement. For that reason, the compatibility
with the functioning of the EEA Agreement of the grant of gaming funds from Norsk Tipping AS to the
fitness centre at the KLC is not assessed in this Decision.

1.3.  Funds stemming from the municipality of Vefsn

Insofar as the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC with resources from the municipality of Vefsn
involves the grant of State aid, the question is whether this measure represents new or existing aid.

The KLC has been financed by the municipality of Vefsn since it was established in the early seventies. The
annual deficit of the KLC has been covered by the municipal operating budget. In addition to this, the KLC
has, ever since it was established, been financed by the revenue generated from various user fees, determined
by the municipality. This method of financing was in place before the entry into force of the EEA
Agreement on 1 January 1994, and would for these reasons as such seem to constitute existing aid
within the meaning of Article 1(b)(i) of Part I of Protocol 3.

It follows from Article 1(c) to the same Protocol that alterations to existing aid constitute new aid.
Moreover, it follows from the case law that where such alterations affect the actual substance of the
original scheme the latter may be transformed into a new scheme. There can be no question of such a

(") The Gaming Act replaced Law No 92 of 20.12.1985 on Lotto.

(%) The funds for sporting purposes are distributed by the King (i.e. the Government), whereas the funds for other
purposes are partly distributed by the Norwegian Parliament (Stortinget), in accordance with Article 10 of the Gaming
Act and Regulation No 1056 adopted on 11.12.1992, which entered into force on 1.1.1993, i.e. before the entry into
force of the EEA Agreement in Norway.

(}) The system is explained in the Preparatory Works to the amendment, Ot.prp. No 44 (2002-2003) Chapter 4.6.2.



C 184/12

Euroopa Liidu Teataja

8.7.2010

substantive alteration where the new element is clearly severable from the initial scheme (!). In this regard, it
is worth noting that the emergence of new aid or the alteration of existing aid cannot be assessed according
to the scale of the aid or, in particular, its amount in financial terms at any moment in the life of the
undertaking if the aid is provided under earlier statutory provisions which remain unaltered. Whether aid
may be classified as new aid or as alteration of existing aid must be determined by reference to the
provisions providing for it (3).

Thus, the qualification of the financing mechanism as existing aid does not mean that the financing of an
expansion or alteration of the KLC necessarily would be considered as existing aid. On the contrary,
alterations that are not severable from the existing scheme and that affect its substance could entail that
the scheme in its entirety is considered as new aid.

Regarding the financing of the fitness centre, the KLC was established in the 1970s, and has primarily been
financed by the operating budget of the municipality of Vefsn and allocation of revenue generated by user
fees. The method of financing the KLC seems to have been established by decisions of the municipal council
of Vefsn in the early 1970s before it was constructed, and has essentially remained unchanged since then.
The debts incurred by the 2006/07 expansion were supposed to be serviced in line with this established
method of financing, and accordingly the method of financing as such does not seem to have changed
within the meaning of the above referenced case law. However, the Authority has not received sufficiently
specific information on how the expansion of 1997 was financed. The Authority notes that the specific
circumstances relating to the legal basis for the expansion and how the expansion was financed could
represent changes entailing that it should be considered as alterations of existing aid.

Furthermore, the ticketing system has been changed since the entry into force of the EEA Agreement. The
changes seem to have affected the price, the types of tickets offered and the system of allocation of ticket
revenue. The Authority has not been provided with specific information concerning these developments,
and has accordingly not been able to exclude that these changes involve a form of new aid.

Regarding the beneficiary, as far as the premises are concerned, according to the information made available
to the Authority, the fitness centre was initially modestly equipped. The question is whether the sports
facilities existing in the 1970s have been merely upgraded in accordance with new demands or whether the
current fitness centre must be considered as a new facility. It is the Authority’s understanding that the
current fitness centre is not only significantly bigger but it also offers a much broader range of fitness
activities than the old modestly equipped fitness centre. In this respect, the Authority has doubts as to
whether the expansions of 1997 andfor 2006/07, which took place after the entry into force of the EEA
Agreement, changed the character of the operations of the fitness centre. According to case law, the
enlargement of the scope of activities does generally not imply that the measure involves new aid. Never-
theless, given the apparently significant changes and expansion in the activities of the fitness centre (3) the
Authority has not been able to exclude that the classification of the aid could have changed.

1.4.  Conclusion — scope of the State aid assessment in this Decision

Based on the lack of information regarding the funds that have allegedly been granted by the county
municipality of Nordland to the fitness centre at the KLC, and the existing aid nature of the grants from
Norsk Tipping AS, the following State aid assessment is confined to the financing of the fitness centre at the
KLC with resources stemming from the municipality of Vefsn.

2. State aid within the meaning of Article 61(1) of the 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.’

It follows from this provision that, for State aid within the meaning of the EEA Agreement to be present,
the following conditions must be met:

(") See Case T-195/01 Government of Gibraltar v Commission (2002) ECR 1I-2309 paragraph 111.

(%) See Case C-44/93 Namur-Les Assurances du Crédit SA v Office Nationale du Ducroire (1994) ECR 1-3829 paragraph 28.

(*) See Communication from the Commission on the application of State aid rules to public service broadcasting, O] C
257 of 27.10.2009, p. 1, paragraphs 25-31 and 80 ff.
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— the aid must be granted through State resources,

— the aid must favour certain undertakings or the production of certain goods, i.e. the measure must
confer a selective economic advantage upon the recipient,

— the recipient must constitute an undertaking within the meaning of the EEA Agreement,
— the aid must threaten to distort competition and affect trade between the Contracting Parties.

2.1.  Presence of State resources

The measure must involve the consumption of State resources and/or be granted by the State. The State for
the purpose of Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement covers all bodies of the state administration, from the
central government to the municipality level or the lowest administrative level as well as public undertakings
and bodies.

The municipality of Vefsn covers the annual deficit of the KLC as a whole. Municipal resources are State
resources within the meaning of Article 61 of the EEA Agreement (}).

From 2006 to 2008, the fitness centre at the KLC has operated with an annual surplus, which stems from
the revenue generated by user fees (). On the other hand, the KLC as a whole, has run with an annual
deficit that has been covered by the operating budget of the municipality of Vefsn. The Authority notes that
the municipality of Vefsn controls the ticketing system at the KLC; the prices, the types of tickets offered
and the system of allocation of ticket revenue is determined by the municipal council. If the municipality
allocates ticket revenues to the fitness centre beyond those collected from the actual users of the premises of
the fitness centre, these ticket revenues will qualify as State resources within the meaning of Article 61(1) of
the EEA Agreement. A system of allocation of ticket revenue, under the complete control of public
authorities, can involve State aid where the principles of allocation do not correspond to the customers’
use of the different facilities.

The criteria applied for the allocation of revenue generated by the sale of tickets granting admission to the
KLC do not appear to be particularly exact. Under the current system, all revenues generated by the sale of
all-access season tickets are allocated to the fitness centre although these tickets enable the holder to access
other facilities of the KLC. All revenues stemming from the various single tickets, including single tickets
giving access to the fitness centre, are allocated to the other facilities at the KLC. As described in Section
1.2.2 of this Decision, this entails that the fitness centre of the KLC receives about 70 % of the total ticket
revenue. The Norwegian authorities state that this represents a correct allocation of revenue as an informal
examination carried out in 2006 indicated that about 70 % of the adult visitors mainly use the fitness
centre. However, in the absence of additional information and documentation, the Authority has doubts as
to whether the current method of allocation corresponds to the customers’ use of the different facilities
thereby ensuring that there is no cross-subsidisation involving State resources from other parts of the KLC
to the fitness centre.

As described under Section 1.2.2 of this Decision, the municipality has not maintained a clear and consistent
separation of the accounts for the different activities of the KLC. On the basis of this, the Authority cannot
exclude that a form of cross-subsidisation of the fitness centre occurs.

Furthermore, the 2006/07 expansion was partly financed through a NOK 10 million bank loan. The fitness
centre was intended to share the financing by servicing a proportionate part of the loan. However, its
annual accounts from 2008 show that the fitness centre has only partially serviced its part of the loan
according to the cost-allocation plan (?). In 2008, the fitness centre contributed NOK 185 000 in interest of
the budgeted NOK 684 000, and an instalment of NOK 200 000 of the budgeted NOK 405 000. Thus, the
fitness centre at the KLC only covered NOK 385 000 of the total NOK 1 089 000. The remaining part of
the 2008 cost of the loan seems to have been serviced by the municipality of Vefsn. In light of this the
Authority cannot to exclude that the 2006/07 expansion of the fitness centre at the KLC has been financed
with resources from the municipality.

(1) See the Authority’s Decision No 55/05/COL Section IL.3. p. 19 with further references, published in OJ L 324,
23.11.2006, p. 11 and EEA Supplement No 56, 23.11.2006, p. 1.

(®) The Authority has not been provided with figures for earlier years.

(}) This has been confirmed by Norwegian authorities in the letter dated 9.9.2009 (Event No 529846) p. 2-3.
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2.2.  Favouring certain undertakings or the production of certain goods

In order to constitute State aid within the meaning of Article 61 of the EEA Agreement the measure must
confer a selective economic advantage upon an undertaking.

2.2.1. The concept of undertaking

Firstly, it is necessary to establish whether the fitness centre constitutes an undertaking within the meaning
of Article 61 of the EEA Agreement. According to settled case law, an undertaking encompasses every entity
engaged in an economic activity, regardless of the legal status of the entity and the way it is financed (*).
Activities consisting in offering services on a given market qualify as economic activities (%), and entities
carrying out such activities must be classified as undertakings. The fitness centre at the KLC offers its
services to the general population in competition with other undertakings operating on the same market.
In light of this, the fitness centre at the KLC seems to constitute an undertaking within the meaning of
Article 61 of the EEA Agreement.

2.2.2. Compensation for providing services of general economic interest

As the fitness centre seems to constitute an undertaking, the Authority must assess whether it has received
an economic advantage within the meaning of Article 61 of the EEA Agreement.

The Norwegian authorities argue that the fitness centre is run as a part of the municipal healthcare service
and provides a service of general economic interest within this context, and that the financing of the fitness
centre at the KLC merely represents compensation for services rendered provided in accordance with the
Altmark criteria (%), and consequently does not constitute aid within the meaning of Article 61(1) of the EEA
Agreement.

Indeed, a measure is not caught by Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement where it ‘must be regarded as
compensation for the services provided by the recipient undertakings in order to discharge public service
obligations, so that those undertakings do not enjoy a real financial advantage and the measure thus does
not have the effect of putting them in a more favourable competitive position than the undertakings
competing with them’ (¥).

In the Altmark judgment the Court of Justice held that compensation for public service obligations does not
constitute State aid when four cumulative criteria are met:

— first, the recipient undertaking must actually have public service obligations to discharge and such
obligations must be clearly defined,

— second, the parameters on the basis of which the compensation is calculated must be established in
advance in an objective and transparent manner,

— third, the compensation cannot exceed what is necessary to cover all or part of the costs incurred in the
discharge of the public service obligations, taking into account the relevant receipts and a reasonable
profit,

— finally, where the undertaking which is to discharge public service obligations is not chosen pursuant to
a public procurement procedure which would allow for the selection of the tenderer capable of
providing those services at the least cost, the level of compensation needed must be determined on
the basis of an analysis of the costs which a typical undertaking, well run and adequately equipped,
would have incurred (°).

When these four criteria are met cumulatively, the State compensation does not confer an advantage upon
the undertaking. As to the present case, the Authority is in doubt as to whether the fitness centre at the KLC
is entrusted with a clearly defined public service obligation as required under the first Altmark criterion (°).
Furthermore, the Authority has doubts as to whether the method of calculating the compensation has been

Case C-41/90 Hofner and Elsner v Macrotron Gmbh (1991) ECR 1-1979 paragraph 21.
Case C-35/96 Commission v Italy (1998) ECR 1-3851 paragraph 36.
Case C-280/00 Altmark Trans and Regierungsprdasidium Magdeburg, cited above.
Case C-280/00, Altmark Trans and Regierungsprasidium Magdeburg, cited above, paragraph 87.
Case C-280/00 Altmark Trans and Regierungsprasidium Magdeburg, cited above, paragraphs 89-93.
With regard to the question of whether the fitness centre at the KLC is entrusted with a clearly defined service
obligation, see Section I1.4.1.
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established in advance in an objective and transparent manner (the 2nd Altmark criterion). Moreover it
cannot be determined at this stage on the basis of the information provided that it does not exceed what is
necessary (the 3rd Altmark criterion) (!). Finally, the Authority notes that the fitness centre at the KLC has
not been selected in a public procurement procedure and that the Norwegian authorities have not provided
the Authority with information enabling a verification of whether the costs incurred by the fitness centre at
the KLC correspond to the costs of a typical undertaking, well run and adequately equipped as required by
the fourth Altmark criterion. Thus, the Authority cannot exclude that the financing of the fitness centre at
the KLC gives it an advantage.

Should an advantage have been granted to the fitness centre at the KLC, it would be selective as it only
concerns this particular undertaking.

2.3. Distorting competition and affecting trade between Contracting Parties

The aid measure must distort competition and affect trade between the Contracting Parties. Under settled
case law, the mere fact that a measure strengthens the position of an undertaking compared with other
undertakings competing in intra-EEA trade, is enough to conclude that the measure is likely to affect trade
between Contracting Parties and distort competition between undertakings established in other EEA
States (2).

The State resources allocated to the fitness centre at the KLC seem to constitute an advantage that
strengthens the fitness centre’s position compared to that of other undertakings competing in the same
market. Therefore, the measure seems to threaten to distort competition between undertakings.

The question is whether the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC threatens to affect intra-EEA trade.

A privately owned fitness centre, Friskhuset Mosjoen (3), a franchisee under the Friskhuset franchisor, is
established in Mosjeen, the same city as the KLC. Based only on the available information, the Authority
has not been able to determine whether the franchisor or the franchisee are involved in intra-EEA trade.

Regardless of this, the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC might threaten to affect intra-EEA trade in
other ways. In the practice of the European Commission, the geographical attraction zone of a service has
been held to be an important benchmark when establishing a measure’s effect on intra-EEA trade (¥). In the
Authority’s view, fitness centres, in general, seem to provide a service which by its very nature has a limited
attraction zone. Based on the information made available to the Authority, the fitness centre at KLC does
not seem to be so unique as to attract visitors from afar. Furthermore, the KLC is situated approximately
60 km (by road) from the nearest Swedish border. A distance of about 50 km from the closest EEA State
was held to be sufficient to exclude impact on intra-EEA trade from the operation of a swimming pool in
Dorsten, Germany (°).

Further indications of lack of effect on intra-EEA trade, held to be relevant in Commission practice, seem to
be present. The fitness centre at the KLC does not belong to a wider group of undertakings (°). The
information provided to the Authority does not indicate that the fitness centre at the KLC attracts
investments to the region where it is established (7).

Moreover, the Authority has not been provided with sufficient information relating to the market share of
the fitness centre at the KLC to make a thorough assessment of the impact, or lack thereof, on intra-EEA
trade (3).

(") See Section II.4.1.

(%) Case 730/79 Philip Morris Holland (1980) ECR 2671 paragraphs 11-12.

(}) The ownership of the privately owned fitness centre has changed over the years. It has been owned by Centrum
Fysikalske Institutt AS which in the year 2000 merged with another undertaking and changed name to Helsehuset
Fysioterapi og Manuell Terapi Mosjeen AS. From 2007 the fitness centre operated as a franchisee under the Friskhuset
franchisor. The Authority has doubts as to whether any of the previous owners have been involved in intra-EEA trade.

(* See notice from the Commission on a simplified procedure for treatment of certain types of State aid, published in
O] C 136, 16.6.2009, p. 3 paragraph 5(b) viii, footnote 6 which references the following Commission Decisions in
Cases N 258/2000 (Germany, leisure pool Dorsten), N 486/02 (Sweden, Aid in favour of a congress hall in Visby),
N 610/01 (Germany, Tourism infrastructure program Baden-Wiirttemberg) and N 377/07 (the Netherlands, support to
Bataviawerf).

(’) See Commission Decision in Case N 258/2000. See also Commission Decision in Case N 610/01 Section 4.3.

(%) See the criteria listed in the notice from the Commission on a simplified procedure for treatment of certain types of
State aid, published in O] C 136, 16.6.2009, p. 3 paragraph 5(b) viii, footnote 6.L.c.

() Lec.

(®) L.
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It is worth noting that several of the undertakings active on the Norwegian fitness centre market are
involved in intra-EEA trade. However, it seems that these undertakings tend to establish fitness centres in
more densely populated areas than that of Vefsn municipality ().

In light of the above, the Authority is in doubt as to whether the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC
threatens to affect intra-EEA trade.

2.4.  Conclusion on the presence of State aid

The Authority consequently has doubts as to whether the measures under scrutiny involve State aid within
the meaning of Article 61 of the EEA Agreement.

3. Notification requirement and standstill obligation

The Norwegian authorities submitted a notification of the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC on
27 January 2009 (Event No 506341). Insofar as the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC may
constitute State aid within the meaning of Article 61 of the EEA Agreement, and that this aid constitutes
‘new aid’ within the meaning of Article 1(c) of Part II of Protocol 3, the Norwegian authorities should have
notified the aid before putting it into effect pursuant to Article 1(3) of Part I of Protocol 3.

It should be recalled that any new aid which is unlawfully implemented and which is finally not declared
compatible with the functioning of the EEA Agreement is subject to recovery in accordance with Article 14
of Part II of Protocol 3. However, the Authority notes that any State aid granted more than 10 years before
any action is taken by the Authority is deemed to be existing aid not subject to recovery pursuant to Article
15 of Part II of Protocol 3.

4. Compatibility of the aid

The Norwegian authorities have argued that the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC, as far as it is held
to constitute State aid within the meaning of Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement, must be considered to be
compatible either as compensation for providing a service of general economic interest on the basis of
Article 59(2) of the EEA Agreement, or alternatively as a cultural measure on the basis of Article 61(3)(c) of
the EEA Agreement.

4.1.  Service of general economic interest — Article 59(2) of the EEA Agreement
Article 59(2) of the EEA Agreement reads as follows:

‘Undertakings entrusted with the operation of services of general economic interest or having the character
of a revenue-producing monopoly shall be subject to the rules contained in this Agreement, in particular to
the rules on competition, in so far as the application of such rules do not obstruct the performance, in law
or in fact, of the particular tasks assigned to them. The development of trade must not be affected to such
an extent as would be contrary to the interests of the Contracting Parties.

The Norwegian authorities consider that operating the fitness centre at the KLC, as such, constitutes a
service of general economic interest (3). The Norwegian authorities argue that the purpose of operating the
fitness centre at the KLC is to stimulate all the residents of the municipality of Vefsn to be more physically
active and consequently improve the general health of the local population. However, there seems to be no
specific mechanisms in place ensuring that the fitness centre at the KLC is available to as many users as
possible. The so-called FYSAK pass seems to be available to everyone above the age of 15 at the same price,
there seems to be no specific means-tested discount available to those of lesser means, although some
discounts seem to be granted for young people below the age of 20 and senior citizens (?). The Norwegian
authorities seem to acknowledge this by stating that ‘(a) very small number of groups are excluded due to
price’ (*). In that sense, the fitness centre seems to function, at least partly, as a normal fitness centre.
Furthermore, the Authority questions whether there is a need to subsidise a fitness centre in the specific area
of Mosjgen since a privately owned fitness centre has been operating in the same city for more than a
decade.

(") Vefsn municipality is located in the second northernmost county of Norway. The KLC is located in a region eligible
for regional aid, see the Authority’s Decision No 226/06/COL of 19.7.2006, published in OJ L 54, 28.2.2008, p. 21
and EEA Supplement No 11, 28.2.2008, p. 19.

(?) See letter accompanying the notification of the measure dated 27.1.2009 (Event No 506341), p. 14-19, and letter
from Norwegian authorities dated 29.5.2009 (Event No 520013) p. 3-7.

() See http:/[www.kippermoen.com/index.asp?side=priser

(*) See letter from Norwegian authorities dated 29.5.2009 (Event No 520013) p. 13.
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The Authority acknowledges that the Norwegian authorities have a wide margin of discretion regarding the
nature of services that could be classified as constituting services of general economic interest (!). However,
in light of the above, the Authority has doubts as to whether the operation the fitness centre at the KLC can
constitute a service of general economic interest within the meaning of Article 59(2) of the EEA Agreement.

In this respect, reference is made to the Authority’s guidelines on State aid in the form of public service
compensation (%). The following cumulative criteria must be fulfilled in order for a State aid measure to be
considered compatible with the functioning of the EEA Agreement on the basis of Article 59(2) in
conjunction with the public service guidelines:

— the service must constitute a genuine service of general economic interest,
— the undertaking must be entrusted with the operation of the service by way of one or more official acts,

— the amount of compensation must not exceed what is necessary to cover the costs incurred in
discharging the service.

According to the information provided by the Norwegian authorities, the fitness centre seems to provide
certain special preventive and convalescent services to individuals with specific needs in accordance with the
municipality’s obligations under Article 1-2 of the MHS Act. Such services seem to be provided to indi-
viduals with a so-called FYSAK prescription (FYSAK Resept) which can be obtained from a doctor, physical
therapist or certain public bodies (}). However, the Authority has not received specific information
pertaining to how the fitness centre at the KLC is compensated for providing such services, and cannot
exclude that the compensation does not exceed what is necessary within the meaning of the public service
guidelines.

At this stage, the Authority has not been able to assess whether the financing of the fitness centre at the
KLC in part or in full can constitute compensation for a service of general economic interest that could be
compatible with the functioning of the EEA within the meaning of Article 59(2).

4.2.  Article 61(3)(c) of the EEA Agreement
Article 61(3) of the EEA Agreement reads as follows:

‘The following may be considered to be compatible with the functioning of this Agreement: [...] (c)
aid to facilitate the development of certain economic activities or of certain economic areas, where
such aid does not adversely affect trading conditions to an extent contrary to the common interest.

The Norwegian authorities hold that the aid granted to the fitness centre at the KLC should be considered
compatible with the functioning of the EEA Agreement on the basis of the exemption in Article 61(3)(c) of
the EEA Agreement, and more specifically that the operation of the fitness centre must be regarded as a
measure to promote culture within the meaning of the provision in Article 107(3)(d) of the Treaty on the
Functioning of the European Union.

The EEA Agreement does not include a corresponding provision. The Authority nevertheless acknowledges
that State aid measures may be approved on cultural grounds on the basis of Article 61(3)(c) of the EEA
Agreement (4).

In this respect, reference must be made to the European Commission’s White Paper on Sports (°), which
acknowledges that sport is crucial to the well-being of European society. The vast majority of sporting
activities take place in non-profit making structures, many of which depend on public support to provide
access to sporting activities to all citizens.

1) See the public service guidelines paragraph 8.

()

(%) Hereinafter referred to as the public service guidelines.

() See http:/[www.kippermoen.com/index.asp?side=akt_res

(*) See for example paragraph 7 (with further references) of the Chapter of the Authority’s guidelines on State aid to
cinematographic and other audiovisual work, adopted by the Authority by Decision No 774/08/COL of 17 December
2008, not yet published in the O] or the EEA Supplement, available at the Authority’s web page (http:/[www.eftasurv.
int/state-aid/legal-frameworkstate-aid-guidelinesy).

(°) White Paper on Sport, COM(2007) 391 final.
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However, based on the information available, the Authority has doubts as to whether the operation of the
fitness centre at the KLC constitutes a cultural activity.

The Authority notes that the KLC is located in a region eligible for regional aid () and points to the fact that
financing connected to the expansion of 2006/07 could under certain circumstances be considered
compatible with the functioning of the EEA Agreement (%). However, the information made available to
the Authority during its preliminary examination of the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC does not
enable it to make a definite assessment of this question.

5. Conclusion

Based on the information submitted by the Norwegian authorities, the Authority cannot exclude the
possibility that the funds received by the fitness centre at the KLC constitute State aid within the
meaning of Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement.

As explained under Section IL.1.2 above, the Authority considers that the funds stemming from Norsk
Tipping AS have been granted in accordance with an existing aid scheme, they are not covered by this
Decision to open the formal investigation procedure.

The Authority has doubts as to whether the financing of the fitness centre at the KLC with funds stemming
from the municipality of Vefsn, in particular concerning those funds allocated on the basis of the two
expansions in 1997 and 2006/07, constitute ‘new aid’, which pursuant to Article 1(3) of Part I of Protocol
3 should have been notified to the Authority prior to its implementation.

The Authority has doubts as to whether the aid granted is compatible with the functioning of the EEA
Agreement, in accordance with Article 59(2) or Article 61(3)(c) of the EEA Agreement.

In accordance with 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, are to be classified as existing 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.

In light of the foregoing considerations, 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 financing of the fitness centre at the KLC. In particular, the Authority invites the
Norwegian authorities to provide detailed information regarding any funding from the county municipality
of Nordland to the fitness centre at the KLC, as mentioned under Section IL1.1 of this Decision.

It invites the Norwegian authorities to forward a copy of this Decision to the potential aid recipient of the
aid 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 principle of law,

(") See the regional aid maps of assisted areas for Norway registered in the Authority’s Decision No 327/99/COL of
16.12.1999 and Decision No 226/06/COL of 19.7.2006.

(%) For any aid granted after 1 January 2007, Chapter of the Authority’s guidelines on National Regional Aid 2007-13.
For aid granted before that date, reference must be made to the provisions of the Chapter on National Regional Aid
adopted by Decision No 319/98/COL of 4.11.1998.
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HAS ADOPTED THIS DECISION:

Atrticle 1

The EFTA Surveillance Authority has decided to open the formal investigation procedure provided for in
Article 1(2) of Part I of Protocol 3 against Norway regarding the financing of the fitness centre at the
Kippermoen Leisure Centre.

Article 2

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

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, 16 December 2009.

For the EFTA Surveillance Authority

Per SANDERUD Kristjin Andri STEFANSSON
President College Member
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Kutse mirkuste esitamiseks vastavalt jirelevalveameti ja kohtu asutamise kohta sdlmitud EFTA
riikide lepingu protokolli nr 3 1 osa artikli 1 16ikele 2 riigiabi andmise kohta seoses maaga, mille
Askeri omavalitsus miiiis ettevotjale Asker Brygge AS

(2010/C 184/06)

Vastavalt jarelevalveameti ja kohtu asutamise kohta sdlmitud EFTA riikide lepingu protokolli nr 31 osa
artikli 1 1dikele 2 algatas EFTA jirelevalveamet menetluse 16. detsembri 2009. aasta otsusega 538/09/COL,
mis on esitatud kdesolevale kokkuvdttele jargnevatel lehekiilgedel autentses keeles. Norra ametiasutustele on
sellest teatamiseks saadetud otsuse koopia.

EFTA jdrelevalveamet palub EFTA riikidel, ELi litkmesriikidel ja huvitatud isikutel saata mirkused konealuse
meetme kohta tihe kuu jooksul alates kidesoleva teatise avaldamisest aadressil:

EFTA Surveillance Authority
Registry

Rue Belliard 35

1040 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE

Mirkused edastatakse Norra ametiasutustele. Markusi esitavad huvitatud isikud vdivad kirjalikult taotleda
neid kisitlevate andmete konfidentsiaalsust, tipsustades taotluse pdhjused.

KOKKUVOTE

13. veebruari 2009. aasta kirjas teavitasid Norra ametiasutused jirelevalveametit sellest, et Askeri omava-
litsus mudis ettevotjale Asker Brygge AS maatiiki.

Askeri omavalitsus ja ettevdtja Asker Brygge solmisid 2001. aastal lepingu, mille kohaselt ettevotjale Asker
Brygge anti optsioon maa ostuks kuni 31. detsembrini 2009 kindlaksmédaratud summas 8 miljonit Norra
krooni, mida kohandatakse vastavalt tarbijahinnaindeksile. 2005. aastal kasutas ettevotja Asker Brygge seda
optsiooni maa ostuks. Pdrast labirddkimisi leppisid lepinguosalised 21. miértsil 2007 sdlmitud miiiigilepingus
kokku 8 727 462 Norra krooni suuruses miiiigihinnas. Maa kanti ettevotja Asker Brygge omandisse samal
pdeval, kuigi ostusumma makstakse kahes osas, nagu oli ette ndhtud 2001. aasta optsioonilepingus. Teine
osamakse vastab 70 % miigisummast (6 109 223 Norra krooni) ja see tuleb tasuda hiljemalt 31. det-
sembriks 2011. Askeri omavalitsus teise osamakse eest intresse ei arvesta.

Jarelevalveametil on kahtlus, kas maatiiki miiiigitehing toimus kooskdlas turumajanduse investeerimispdhi-
mdttega. Hiljem toimunud miiiigi tingimused olid sdtestatud 2001. aastal allakirjutatud optsioonilepingus.
Seepérast on jarelevalveamet hinnanud, kas 2001. aasta optsioonileping sdlmiti turutingimustel. Jarelevalve-
amet kahtleb, kas ettevdtja Asker Brygge maksis optsiooni eest ja kas ostjale soodsaid tingimusi tasakaa-
lustasid ostja suhtes kehtestatud kohustused voi miitijale antud digused. Optsioonilepinguga ei antud ette-
votjale Asker Brygge mitte ainult digus omandada kinnisvara mis tahes ajal tulevaste aastate jooksul, vaid ka
digus teha seda kindlaksmadratud hinnaga. Seega sisaldas optsioon ettevotja Asker Brygge jaoks voimalust
jalgida mitme aasta jooksul kinnisvarahindade arengut ja secjarel seda kasutada kinnisvara ostmiseks
2001. aastal kokkulepitud hinnaga. Omavalitsusel oli aga keelatud kdnealust kinnisvara selles ajavahemikus
kellelegi teisele miitia. Lisaks andis optsioonileping ettevitjale Asker Brygge vdimaluse aktiivselt taotleda
omavalitsuselt kinnisvara suhtes kehtivate eeskirjade muutmist, et potentsiaalselt suurendada selle turuvaar-
tust. Lisaks sellele ei oleks omavalitsus hilisema miiiigi drajadmisel saanud mitte {thtegi makset.

Optsioonileping sisaldas ka muid elemente, mis optsiooni vaartust ndivad suurendavat, sealhulgas oli ette-
votjal Asker Brygge kinnisvarahindade markimisvaarse languse korral digus uuteks hinnaldbirddkimisteks,
samas kui omavalitsusel vastav digus puudus; hinda kohandati vastavalt tarbijahinnaindeksile, kuigi see
indeks kinnisvarahindasid ei holma; Askeri omavalitsus oli ilma intresse votmata ndus, et kokkulepitud
miitigihinnast makstakse 70 % hiljem, kuigi maa tdielik omandidigus kanti iile kohe.
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Neil pohjustel kahtleb jarelevalveamet, kas eraettevdtja oleks saanud sdlmida nii pika optsioonilepingu
Askeri omavalitsuse seatud tingimustel, mille kohaselt ei ndutud optsiooni hiivitamist, ja muudel soodus-
tingimustel.

Kuna praeguses jirgus ei ole vdimalik médrata kindlaks, kas optsioonileping vastas turumajanduse investee-
rimispShimotetele, peab jdrelevalveamet tiiendavalt uurima, kas kinnisvara miiiidi tegeliku miitigitehingu
toimumisel 2007. aastal alla turuvéirtuse ja kas ettevotja Asker Brygge sai seeldbi riigiabi EMP lepingu artikli
61 tihenduses. Jarelevalveamet on ettevitja Asker Brygge makstud 8 727 462 Norra krooni suurust hinda
vorrelnud kittesaadava teabega kinnisvarahindade turuvédirtuse kohta miiigi toimumise ajal. Norra ameti-
asutused esitasid kolm kinnisvara vddrtuse hinnangut. 30. juunil 2006 esitatud esimese aruande kohaselt oli
maa hinnanguline véirtus aastal 2001, mil optsioonileping sélmiti, 9,6 miljonit Norra krooni (vdimalik
koikumine +/- 15 %). 18. jaanuaril 2008. aastal esitatud teises aruandes peeti maa turuvdirtuseks
2007. aastal 26 miljonit Norra krooni, mis vastas 2001. aastal 17 miljonile Norra kroonile. 16. juunil
2008. aastal esitatud kolmanda aruande kohaselt, mille olid koostanud samad hindajad, korrigeeriti 2007.
aasta hinda 14 miljonile Norra kroonile ja 2001. aasta hinda 8 miljonile Norra kroonile, sest arvesse vdeti
vadrtuse vahenemist, mis lihtus ettevtja Asker Brygge suhtes kehtestatud tdiendavatest kohustustest, mille
kohaselt osa kinnisvarast vdis kasutada ettevitja Slependen Bétforening AS.

Jarelevalveamet ei suuda otsustada, millises aruandes (kui tldse iitheski neist) maaratakse digesti kindlaks
kinnisvara gbnr 32/17 hind ja kas selle eest tasuti turuhinda ning kas erainvestor oleks ndustunud makse
hilisema tasumisega ilma intresse arvestamata.

EMP lepingu artikli 61 1dikes 1 nimetatud toetusmeetmed on iildiselt kokkusobimatud EMP lepingu tingi-
mustega, vilja arvatud juhul, kui nad kuuluvad EMP lepingu artikli 61 16ikes 2 vdi 3 sitestatud erandite alla.
Jarelevalveamet aga kahtleb, kas hinnatav tehing voiks olla pdhjendatav EMP lepingu riigiabi késitlevate
sitete tdhenduses.

Jireldus

Eelnevast lahtuvalt otsustas EFTA jirelevalveamet vastavalt EMP lepingu artikli 1 Idikele 2 algatada ametliku
uurimismenetluse. Huvitatud isikuid kutsutakse iiles esitama oma mirkused tihe kuu jooksul kdesoleva
otsuse avaldamisest Euroopa Liidu Teatajas.

EFTA SURVEILLANCE AUTHORITY DECISION
No 538/09/COL
of 16 December 2009

to initiate the procedure provided for in Article 1(2) in Part I of Protocol 3 to the Surveillance and
Court Agreement with regard to the notification of sale of land in the municipality of Asker

(Norway)

THE EFTA SURVEILLANCE AUTHORITY ('),

Having regard to the Agreement on the European Economic Area (%), in particular to Articles 61 to 63 and
Protocol 26 thereof,

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

Having regard to Article 1(2) of Part I and Articles 4(4) and 6 of Part II of Protocol 3 to the Surveillance
and Court Agreement (%),

1
2

()
)
()
)

ereinafter referred to as the Authority.

ereinafter referred to as the EEA Agreement.

ereinafter referred to as the Surveillance and Court Agreement.
ereinafter referred to as Protocol 3.

jangangiangian
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Having regard to the Authority’s Guidelines on the application and interpretation of Articles 61 and 62 of
the EEA Agreement ('), and in particular the chapter on State aid elements in sales of land and buildings by
public authorities (2),

Having regard to the Authority’s Decision of 14 July 2004 on the implementing provisions referred to
under Article 27 of Part II of Protocol 3 (3),

Whereas:

I. FACTS
1. Procedure

By letter of 15 December 2008 (Event No 508884), received by the Authority on 13 February 2009, the
Norwegian authorities notified a sale of land by the municipality of Asker, pursuant to Article 1(3) of Part I
of Protocol 3.

By letter dated 8 April 2009 (Event No 512188), the Authority requested additional information. The
Norwegian authorities replied by letter dated 11 May 2009 (Event No 518079).

By letter of 7 July 2009 (Event No 521778), the Authority sent a second request for information. The
Norwegian authorities responded by letter dated 14 August 2009 (Event No 527555).

2. Description of the notification

The Norwegian authorities have notified a sale of a plot of land by the municipality of Asker to the
company Asker Brygge AS (hereinafter referred to as Asker Brygge).

The municipality of Asker and Asker Brygge entered into an agreement in 2001 (hereinafter referred to as
the option agreement), according to which Asker Brygge was granted an option, lasting until 31 December
2009, to buy land for a fixed sum of NOK 8 million, adjusted according to the consumer price index.
According to the option agreement the municipality intended to give Asker Brygge the option to buy the
property at market price provided that Asker Brygge undertook extensive planning and research with the
aim of obtaining a reregulation of the property and then developing the property.

In 2004 the option agreement was renewed, and the validity of the option was extended until 31 December
2014 under similar conditions regarding the progress of the reregulation work. In 2005, Asker Brygge
called upon the option to buy the land. The property is registered in the Norwegian property register as
Nesayveien 8, gnr. 32 bnr. 17 in the municipality of Asker and is approximately 9 700 m?. After negotiations
the parties agreed to a sales price of NOK 8 727 462 and entered into a sales agreement on 21 March
2007. The land was transferred to Asker Brygge on the same date although the sales sum was to be paid in
two instalments. The first instalment of 30 % of the sales sum was paid in 2007 on the date of the transfer
of the property. The second and largest instalment, 70 % of the sales sum (NOK 6 109 223), is due at the
latest 31 December 2011. The municipality of Asker will not charge any interest rate on the second
instalment.

The municipality of Asker and Asker Brygge are of the opinion that the sales contract does not entail any
State aid because the sales price reflects the market value. The Norwegian authorities have nonetheless
decided to notify the transaction for reasons of legal certainty.

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

(") Guidelines on the application and interpretation of Articles 61 and 62 of the EEA Agreement and Article 1 of
Protocol 3 to the Surveillance and Court Agreement, adopted and issued by the Authority on 19.1.1994, published in
the Official Journal of the European Union (hereinafter referred to as OJ) L 231, 3.9.1994, p. 1 and EEA Supplement
No 32, 3.9.1994, p. 1. Hereinafter referred to as the State Aid Guidelines. The updated version of the
State Aid Guidelines is published on the Authority'’s website (http:/[www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/legal-framework/
state-aid-guidelines).

(%) Hereinafter referred to the Guidelines on sale of land.

(}) Decision No 195/04/COL of 14 July 2004 (published in O] L 139, 25.5.2006, p. 37 and EEA Supplement No 26,
25.5.2006, p. 1), as amended. A consolidated version of the Decision can be found online (http://www.eftasurv.int).
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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’.

1.1.  Market investor principle
1.1.1.  Introduction

If the transaction was carried out in accordance with the market economy investor principle, ie. 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 involve the grant of State aid.

In the following the Authority will assess whether the municipality of Asker has granted illegal State aid to
Asker Brygge in connection with the sale of the plot of land gbnr 32/17. The sale of land could qualify as
State aid if the sale was not carried out at market price. 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 circumstances of this sale of land are somewhat particular in the sense that there exists several
agreements concerning the sale: An option agreement from 2001, an extended option agreement from
2004 and a sales agreement from 2007.

The option agreement not only gave Asker Brygge a right to acquire the property at any given time over the
years to come but also fixed the price for a later transfer. The option thereby entailed a possibility for Asker
Brygge to observe the development of property prices over a number of years, thereafter to take up the
option to buy the property for the price agreed in 2001. While the Authority fully recognises the right for
public authorities also to operate in a market on commercial terms, it nevertheless finds reason to consider
carefully whether a similar agreement would have been concluded by a private market operator. The
Authority will in that regard consider whether Asker Brygge paid for the option as such, and whether
the favourable conditions for the buyer appear to be balanced by corresponding obligations for the buyer or
rights for the seller.

If the option agreement as such cannot be said to comply with the private market investor principle, the
Authority will assess whether the property was transferred at market value when the sales agreement was
concluded in 2007. Thus, the Authority will in the following firstly assess the option agreement of 2001
(and the extension signed in 2004) and, secondly, whether the actual sale of land in 2007 was accomplished
at market price.

1.1.2.  The market price of the option agreement signed in 2001

As regards the option agreement, it has to be examined whether a private investor operating in a market
economy would have chosen to enter into a similar agreement regarding the price and terms as the one
signed between the municipality of Asker and Asker Brygge in 2001. In making that assessment, the
Authority cannot replace the municipality’s commercial judgement with its own, which implies that the
municipality, as the seller of the plot of land, must enjoy a margin of judgement. There can be a number of
commercially sound reasons to enter into an agreement under given conditions. When there is no plausible
explanation for the municipality’s choice the measure could qualify as State aid.

On the basis of the information available to the Authority, the conditions for the later sale were laid down
in the option agreement signed in 2001. This agreement gave Asker Brygge a right, but not an obligation,
to buy the property on predetermined conditions at any given time until 31 December 2009. On the other
hand, the municipality was barred from selling the property to someone else in the same period. The main
features of the option agreement which are relevant for the State aid assessment are (i) the agreed price of
NOK 8 million, adjusted in accordance with the consumer price index, (i) the right of renegotiation agreed
for Asker Brygge in case property prices should decrease considerably before the option was invoked (there
was no corresponding right of renegotiation for the municipality should the property prices increase
considerably), (iii) the payment in two instalments, whereby 70 % of the sales price would be paid
before 31 December 2011 at the latest, but no interest would be charged for this delay. In 2004 the
municipality and Asker Brygge prolonged the option agreement until 2014, but did not modify any of the
other conditions for the transaction.

According to the information available to the Authority, the municipality carried out no value assessment of
the property before it entered into the agreement with Asker Brygge in 2001. Thus, it is not clear to the
Authority on which basis the municipality arrived at the agreed price of NOK 8 million for the sale of land
gbnr 32/17. In the information presented to the Authority, Asker municipality nevertheless appears to argue
that this amount was indeed the market value of the property in 2001.

Even if it is assumed that NOK 8 million represented the market price for the property as such in 2001, the
Authority questions whether the market value of the option agreement only corresponds to the value of the
property or whether the market value of the other elements agreed upon should be taken into account. In
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the Authority’s view, if only the market value for the property had to be considered, that would entail that
Asker Brygge got the option as such for free. As mentioned above, this option enabled the company to
observe the development of property prices for a number of years. Statistically, property prices tend to
increase over time. Furthermore, Asker is located close to Oslo and has experienced a continuous growth in
population, something that would usually influence property prices positively.

The option agreement barred the municipality from selling the property to another buyer, and thus tied up
capital for which the municipality could have found alternative uses or received interest. Indeed, the
extension in 2004 prolonged the option with an additional five years without remuneration. It enabled
Asker Brygge to actively approach the municipality in order to reregulate the property for purposes that
would increase the market value. Moreover, the municipality would not receive any payment in case of no
subsequent sale.

Under the option agreement, some aspects of a possible future sales contract were also agreed upon. In
particular, regarding the reregulation of the area, Asker Brygge had an obligation to finish the preparatory
works that would lead to the reregulation process. If this condition was not met, the municipality of Asker
could terminate the contract. The Norwegian authorities argue that there is an uncertainty or risk connected
to the reregulation process. Nevertheless, the option agreement gave Asker Brygge the opportunity to work
on it for several years before deciding to buy the property, which in the opinion of the Authority reduced
the risk considerably. In addition, if the property was reregulated, this would increase the value of the
property. Hence, the option agreement did not entail any real risk for Asker Brygge.

In the Authority’s preliminary view, that option itself, independent of whether it was exercised or not, had a
value in 2001 when the agreement was concluded. From the documentation and explanations the Authority
has received so far, there is no information that the buyer paid for the option as such.

The option agreement also included other elements that appear to be capable of increasing the value of the
option. The first element concerns the mechanism to regulate the price. Asker Brygge had the right to
request renegotiations of the price if property prices in Asker should decrease considerably before the option
was invoked. As mentioned above, the agreement did not provide a corresponding right of renegotiation for
the municipality should the property prices increase considerably. According to the Norwegian authorities,
the background for including a right for Asker Brygge to renegotiate the agreement was that the
municipality of Asker considered the property to be difficult to develop, inter alia due to the short
distance to the highway (E-18), and the transaction would therefore involve substantial economic risk.
The Authority however, has doubts as to whether a private market investor would have entered into
such an agreement without a mutual right to adjustment if property prices should increase or decrease
considerably. In this regard, the right for the municipality to adjust the price in accordance with the
consumer price index appears not to be sufficient to compensate for the lack of a corresponding right
of renegotiation.

In addition, the Authority doubts that the consumer price index would be the correct index to use when
adjusting for changes in property prices. The consumer price index is a measure estimating the change in
the average price of consumer goods and services purchased by households, and does not reflect the price
movements of the property market. Property prices develop at a different pattern than other prices, and real
estate prices are therefore normally not taken into account when determining the consumer price index.

In addition, the municipality of Asker agreed to postpone the payment of 70 % of the agreed sales price
until 31 December 2011 at the latest (') without charging any interest for this deferral. According to the
Norwegian authorities, the postponement of full payment without any interest was accepted because the
property was considered difficult to develop. The Authority doubts that a private operator would have
agreed to postpone the payment over such a long period of time without requiring any interest payments.
Moreover, it doubts whether a private operator would have transferred full ownership of the property before
full payment had been received.

For these reasons, the Authority doubts that a private operator would have entered into such a long option
agreement, on similar conditions as the municipality of Asker without requiring remuneration for the
option and the favourable conditions as such. By simply requiring a remuneration corresponding to the
value of the property in 2001, the municipality of Asker ran the risk of granting State aid later if property
prices should increase. It is therefore necessary to examine whether the property was transferred at a price

(") According to the sales contract clause 3, the payment shall take place prior to any building activity starts and in any
case before 31.12.2011.
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below market value in 2007 and whether Asker Brygge thereby received State aid within the meaning of
Article 61 EEA. The Authority will therefore in the following assess the available information regarding the
market value in 2007.

1.1.3.  The market value of the property at the time of the sales agreement

In 2005, Asker Brygge called upon the option and negotiations started with the municipality. Although the
conditions for the sale were laid down in the 2001 option agreement, the sales contract was concluded in
2007.

In the following, the Authority will therefore compare the price of NOK 8 727 462 paid by Asker Brygge
with the market value of the property at the time of the sale.

1.1.3.1.The value of the plot of land gbnr 3217

According to the Authority’s State Aid Guidelines on sale of land, a sale of land and buildings following a
sufficiently well-publicised and unconditional bidding procedure, comparable to an auction, accepting the
best or only bid, is by definition at market value and consequently does not contain State aid. Alternatively,
to exclude the existence of aid when a sale of land is conducted without an unconditional bidding
procedure, an independent valuation should be carried out by one or more independent asset valuers
prior to sales negotiations in order to establish the market value on the basis of generally accepted
market indicators and valuation standards. The valuer should be independent in the execution of his
tasks, i.e. public authorities should not be entitled to issue orders as regards the result of the valuation.
In the case at hand, the municipality of Asker did not arrange for an unconditional bidding procedure nor
collect an independent expert evaluation before entering into the agreement. Thus, the existence of State aid
cannot automatically be excluded.

In the notification, the Norwegian authorities have submitted three value assessments of the property in
question. None of the value assessments were conducted before the option agreement was entered into in
2001.

The first report dated 30 June 2006 was conducted by licensed property surveyors of Verditaskt AS, Takst
Senteret and Agdestein (!). According to this report the estimated value of the land in 2001, the time the
option contract was entered into, was NOK 9,6 million, with a possible variation of +/— 15 %. However, this
appears to be a very approximate estimation.

The Norwegian authorities enclosed with the notification two additional value assessments which TJB
Eiendomstaksering — Ek & Mosveen AS — Bjorn Aarvik had carried out on behalf of the municipality.
In the first report dated 18 January 2008 (?), the market value of the land in 2007 was estimated at
NOK 26 million. As the contract between the municipality and Asker Brygge was entered into in 2001, this
price was discounted to 2001 values. The discounted value of NOK 26 million of 2007 using a rate of
5,5 % over 7,5 years was NOK 17 million in 2001.

In the second report dated 16 June 2008 (%), T)B Eiendomstaksering — Ek & Mosveen AS — Bjorn Aarvik
estimated the market value of the land in 2007 at NOK 12 million. The discounted value of
NOK 12 million of 2007 using the same discount rate as before (i.e. 5,5 % over 7,5 years) corresponded
to NOK 8 million in 2001. Thus, the discrepancy between the two reports is NOK 9 million for the value of
the property in 2001 and NOK 14 million for the value of the property in 2007.

The Norwegian authorities have explained that this difference is based on the estimated value reduction of
an additional obligation put upon Asker Brygge with regard to the use of part of the property by Slependen
Batforening AS (*). The option agreement of 2001 includes a clause saying that a part of the property is let
to Slependen Batforening as a marina for small boats and that Asker Brygge would have to compensate for
their right to a small-boat marina/compensation vis-a-vis the municipality of Asker if development of the
property started before the rental contract expires. The rental contract expired in June 2009. Furthermore, in
clause 3 of the option agreement it is stated that Asker Brygge will, together with the municipality of Asker,
reach a satisfying solution regarding the needs of Slependen Batforening within the scope of the activity at
the time of the agreement.

When the option agreement was entered into in 2001, Slependen Batforening paid an annual lease of
NOK 19 500 to the municipality of Asker (°). Although it was difficult to state the exact economic
consequence of the obligation for Asker Brygge at the time the option agreement was entered into,

(") Enclosure 9 to the notification.

? Enclosure 5 to the notification.

(®) Enclosure 3 to the notification.

() Hereinafter referred to as Slependen Batforening.

(*) This sum was determined on the basis of an agreement signed in 1999 between the Municipality of Asker and
Slependen Batforening. Enclosure 8 to the letter dated 11.5.2009.
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Asker Brygge and Slependen Bétforening signed an agreement on 1 June 2006 according to which the latter
was to pay NOK 850 000 (cf. clause 2.4 in the agreement). According to the explanations provided by the
Norwegian authorities, the value assessment from January 2008 was based on an incorrect
interpretation of an agreement between Asker Brygge and Slependen Bétforening since it did not reflect
the obligation to pay NOK 850 000. The asset valuers interpreted the clause in the option agreement in
such a way that Slependen Bétforening would have had the right to rent or buy the boat places at market
price after the expiry of the rental contract. However, the Norwegian authorities are of the opinion that the
sum of NOK 850 000, which represents the fulfilment of the obligation towards Slependen Bétforening, had
to be taken into consideration when the market value of the property was assessed for 2001 and 2007.
Thus, the municipality of Asker instructed TJB Eiendomstaksering — Ek & Mosveen AS — Bjorn Aarvik to
use NOK 850 000 as the basis for the value estimation of Slependen Bétforenings’s 65 boat places in their
assessment dated 16 June 2008. The Authority considers that this sum is relevant for the assessment of the
2007 property value, as this was known information at the time.

The Authority has doubts as to which of the reports correctly determine the value of the property gbnr
32/17. Furthermore, the Authority notes that the estimations of the different value assessments are not only
very different but are also more uncertain due to the fact that they were carried out several years after the
option agreement was entered into, and two of them, the year after the sales agreement was entered into.
The latest value assessment, the second report, dated 16 June 2008 ('), carried out by TJB Eiendomstaksering
— Ek & Mosveen AS — Bjorn Aarvik, estimated the market value of the land in 2007 at NOK 12 million,
which is NOK 3 272 538 more than the price paid. This is an indication that the sale was not carried out at
market price and also that the consumer price index was not the correct adjustment index. Thus, the
Authority questions whether market price was paid for the property.

1.1.3.2.The value of the interest advantage of the soft loan

According to the Norwegian authorities the interest rate advantage is taken into consideration by the
property surveyors in the report of 2006. However, as far as the Authority can see, the interest rate
advantage is not mentioned or discussed in the report referred to, nor is it mentioned in any of the
other reports.

In the opinion of the Authority, the municipality might have therefore forgone interest payments that a
private market player would normally have required. Thus, the Authority has doubts as to whether a private
market investor would have accepted the long deferral of payment without interest.

1.1.4.  Conclusion on the market investor principle

For the above mentioned reasons, the Authority has doubts regarding the price agreed upon in the option
agreement and whether it corresponded to the market price for such an agreement, which should reflect the
property value at the time of the agreement combined with the value of the option and the special
arrangements granted to the buyer. Moreover, the Authority has doubts regarding the actual price agreed
upon in the sales agreement and whether it corresponded to the market price of the property at the time
the sales agreement was concluded. Therefore, on the basis of the information provided by the Norwegian
authorities, the Authority cannot conclude that the sale of the concerned plot of land gbnr 32/17 to Asker
Brygge AS for the sales price of NOK 8 727 462 was carried out in accordance with the market investor
principle.

1.2. State resources

In order to qualify as State aid, the measure must be granted by the State or through State resources. The
concept of 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
circumstances, Asker Brygge 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.

1.3.  Favouring certain undertakings or the production of certain goods

First, the measure must confer on Asker Brygge 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
Asker Brygge would most likely have had to pay a higher price for the property if the sale of land had been

(') Enclosure 3 to the notification.
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conducted according to the market investor principle, and to have paid market interest rates for the loan if
it was to borrow the same amount from a bank, 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. Asker Brygge. The
measure is thus selective.

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

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

A support measure granted by the State would strengthen the position of Asker Brygge vis-a-vis other
undertakings that are competitors active in the same business areas of real estate and property development.
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. 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 are fulfilled.

1.5. Conclusion

For the above mentioned reasons, the Authority has doubts as to whether or not the transaction concerning
the sale of the plot of land gbnr 32/17 to Asker Brygge as laid down in the option agreement signed in
2001 and later agreements entail 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’.

The Norwegian authorities submitted a notification of the sale of land on 13 February 2009 (Event
No 508884). However, the municipality had, in 2001, already entered into an option agreement which
determined the future conditions for the sale in March 2007. Moreover, the property was transferred and a
soft loan granted to Asker Brygge in March 2007, when the sales agreement was signed, the transaction
accomplished and the payment in instalments was agreed. 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. Nor does Article 61(3)(a) or Article 61(3)(b) of the EEA Agreement
apply to the case at hand. Further, the area where the property is located cannot benefit from any regional
aid within the meaning of Article 61(3)(c) of the EEA Agreement.

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 Asker Brygge 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 are
compatible with the functioning of the EEA Agreement.
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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.

In light of the foregoing considerations, 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 Asker Brygge 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 principal of law.

HAS ADOPTED THIS DECISION:
Article 1

The EFTA Surveillance Authority has decided to open the formal investigation procedure provided for in
Article 1(2) of Part I of Protocol 3 against Norway regarding the transaction concerning the sale of the plot
of land gbnr 32/17 to the company Asker Brygge AS by the municipality of Asker.

Article 2

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

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.

Atticle 4
This Decision is addressed to the Kingdom of Norway.
Atticle 5

Only the English version is authentic.

Done at Brussels, 16 December 2009.

For the EFTA Surveillance Authority

Per SANDERUD Kristjan Andri STEFANSSON
President College Member
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HALDUSMENETLUSED

EUROOPA KOMISJON

KONKURSIKUTSE - EAC[10/10

Elukestva dppe programm — Toetus kahele lithikeste audiovisuaalteoste kaudu keeledpet edendavale
voistlusele

(2010/C 184/07)

1. Eesmirgid ja kirjeldus

Kiesolev konkursikutse pShineb otsusel nr 1720/2006/EU, (') millega luuakse tegevusprogramm elukestva
oppe alal ning mille Euroopa Parlament ja ndukogu vétsid vastu 15. novembril 2006 ja mida on muudetud
otsusega nr 1357/2008/EU, mille Euroopa Parlament ja ndukogu votsid vastu 16. detsembril 2008.

Konkursikutse eesmark on anda toetust kahe lithikeste audiovisuaalteoste vistluse korraldamise jaoks kahel
jarjestikusel aastal (iiks voistlus 2011. aastal ja teine 2012. aastal). Voistluste ja nende kdigus loodavate
lithikeste audiovisuaalteoste eesmirk on keeledppe edendamine ning need keskenduvad Euroopa keelelisest
ja kultuurilisest mitmekiilgsusest tulenevatele eelistele.

Viljavalitud audiovisuaalteoste osalemine kuulsal festivalil PRIX EUROPA kujuneb projekti tulemuste levi-
tamise ja kasutamise kdrghetkeks.

2. Abikdlblikud taotlejad

Audiovisuaaltoodete, reklaami- ja tekkivate meediateenuste sektoris tegutsevaid organisatsioone, nagu audio-
visuaalkunsti ja reklaami valdkonna koole, kutsutakse iiles voistlusi vilja to6tama, juhtima ja koordineerima.

Taotlejate asukohariik peab olema tiks jargmistest:
— 27 Euroopa Liidu riiki;

— EFTA ja EMP riigid: Island, Liechtenstein, Norra;
— kandidaatriik Tiirgi.

Pracgu toimuvad elukestva dppe programmis tulevikus osalemise suhtes labirddkimised Horvaatia, endise
Jugoslaavia Makedoonia vabariigi ja Sveitsiga. Osalevate riikide ajakohastatud nimekiri on kittesaadav hari-
duse ja kultuuri peadirektoraadi veebisaidil.

(!) Euroopa Parlamendi ja ndukogu 15. novembri 2006. aasta otsus nr 1720/2006/EU, millega luuakse tegevusprogramm
elukestva Oppe alal. http:|[eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUiServ.do?uri=0J:L:2006:327:0045:0068:EN:PDF  ja
Euroopa Parlamendi ja ndukogu 16. detsembri 2008. aasta otsus nr 1357/2008/EU, millega muudetakse otsust
nr 1720/2006/EU: http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=0J:L:2008:350:0056:005 7:FR:PDF


http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2006:327:0045:0068:EN:PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2008:350:0056:0057:FR:PDF
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3. Projekti eelarve ja kestus

Maksimumtoetus on 500 000,00 EUR, mis hdlmab mdlemat (2011. ja 2012. aasta) vdistlust.
Euroopa Liidu rahaline toetus ei voi iiletada 75 % abikdlblike kulutuste kogusummast.
Komisjon jitab endale diguse mitte jaotada kogu kasutada olevat summat.

Tegevus peab algama ajavahemikus 1. jaanuarist 2011-31. jaanuarini 2011.

Projektid peavad 16ppema enne 31. jaanuari 2013.

Projektide maksimaalne kestus on 24 kuud.

4. Tihtaeg

Taotlused tuleb saata komisjonile hiljemalt 30. septembril 2010.

5. Lisateave

Konkursikutse taistekst ja taotlusvormid on kittesaadavad jargmisel veebilehel: http://ec.europa.cu/dgs/
education_culture/calls/grants_en.html

Taotlused peavad vastama konkursikutse terviktekstis sitestatud tingimustele ning nende esitamiseks tuleb
kasutada ettendhtud vormi.



http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2008:350:0056:0057:FR:PDF
http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2008:350:0056:0057:FR:PDF
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KONKURENTSIPOLIITIKA RAKENDAMISEGA SEOTUD MENETLUSED

EUROOPA KOMISJON

Eelteatis koondumise kohta
(Juhtum COMP/M.5908 — Honeywell/Sperian)
(EMPs kohaldatav tekst)
(2010/C 184/08)

1. 30. juunil 2010 sai komisjon ndukogu méiruse (EU) nr 139/2004 (') artiklile 4 vastava teatise
kavandatava koondumise kohta, mille raames ettevotja Honeywell International Inc. (,Honeywell”, Ameerika
Uhendriigid) omandab tdieliku kontrolli ithinemismééruse artikli 3 15ike 1 punkti b tihenduses ettevdtja
Sperian Protection SA (,Sperian”, Prantsusmaa) iile aktsiate voi osade ostu teel.

2. Asjaomaste ettevitjate majandustegevus holmab jargmist:

— Honeywell: eri adrivaldkondades (energia, ohutus ja turvalisus, sealhulgas isikukaitsevahendid) tegutsev
tootmisettevotja;

— Sperian: ileilmne isikukaitsevahendite tootja.

3. Komisjon leiab pirast teatise esialgset libivaatamist, et tehing, millest teatatakse, vdib kuuluda EU
ithinemismadruse reguleerimisalasse, kuid 16plikku otsust selle kohta ei ole veel tehtud.

4. Komisjon kutsub huvitatud kolmandaid isikuid esitama komisjonile oma vdimalikke markusi kavan-
datava toimingu kohta.

Komisjon peab mirkused kitte saama hiljemalt kiimne péeva jooksul pdrast kdesoleva dokumendi avalda-
mist. Markusi voib saata komisjonile faksi (+32 22964301), elektronposti (COMP-MERGER-REGISTRY®@
ec.europa.eu) voi postiga jargmisel aadressil (lisada viitenumber COMP/M.5908 — Honeywell/Sperian):

European Commission
Directorate-General for Competition
Merger Registry

J-70

1049 Bruxelles/Brussel
BELGIQUE/BELGIE

() ELT L 24, 29.1.2004, lk 1 (,EU ithinemismairus’).


mailto:COMP-MERGER-REGISTRY@<brok aus=y>ec.europa.eu
mailto:COMP-MERGER-REGISTRY@<brok aus=y>ec.europa.eu
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MUUD AKTID

EUROOPA KOMISJON

Noukogu miiruse (EU) nr 510/2006 (pdllumajandustoodete ja toidu geograafiliste tihiste ja
piritolunimetuste kaitse kohta) artikli 6 16ike 2 kohase taotluse avaldamine

(2010/C 184/09)

Kiesoleva dokumendi avaldamine annab oiguse esitada vastuviiteid vastavalt ndukogu miiruse (EU)
nr 510/2006 (') artiklile 7. Komisjon peab vastuvidited kitte saama kuue kuu jooksul alates kiesoleva
dokumendi avaldamise kuupdevast.

KOONDDOKUMENT
NOUKOGU MAARUS (EU) nr 510/2006
~MIELE DELLE DOLOMITI BELLUNESI”

EU nr: IT-PD0-0005-0776-09.06.2009

KGT () KPN (X )

1. Nimetus:

,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi”

2. Liikmesriik voi kolmas riik:

Itaalia

3. Pollumajandustoote voi toidu kirjeldus:
3.1. Toote liik:

Klass 1.4. Muud loomsed saadused

3.2. Sellise toote kirjeldus, mille alla ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi” kuulub:

Mett ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi” valmistavad Belluno provintsi maégisel territooriumil kasvavate
lilledite nektarist mesilased, kes kuuluvad Apis mellifera kohalikku okotiiiipi, mis on saadud kolme
kohaliku mesilasrassi, eelkdige kraini mesilase (Apis mellifera carnica) ja itaalia mesilase (Apis mellifera
ligustica) ristamisel; kohalik okotiiiip on aegade jooksul Belluno provintsi Alpi miestikukeskkonnaga
koige paremini kohastunud, olles samas koige suurema saagikusega.

Tootmisperiood hdlmab eri ajavahemikke, kui ditsevad mitmed botaanilised liigid, mille dienektarist
lahtuvalt liigitatakse mesi ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi” jirgmistesse liikidesse: oie-, akaatsia-,
parnadie, kastani, rododendroni- ja véilillemesi.

() ELT L 93, 31.3.2006, Ik 12.



8.7.2010

Euroopa Liidu Teataja

C 184/33

Fiiisikalised ja keemilised omadused

Belluno Dolomiitidest kogutav mesi peab olema tervikuna jargmiste fuisikaliste ja keemiliste omadus-

tega:

HMF (hiidroksiimetiiiilfurfuraali sisaldus): < 10 mg/KG

mee liigid peavad olema jirgmiste fiiiisikaliste ja keemiliste omadustega:

Vesi [(%) pH Fruktoos|glitkoos (%) Sahharoos (%)
Mee liik
Vahim Suurim Vihim Suurim Vihim Suurim Vihim Suurim

Oiemesi 15 18 3,4 4,4 69 78 0 3,8
Akaatsiamesi 15 18 3,7 4,1 61 77 0 10
Pérnadiemesi 16,5 17,8 4 4,1 67 70 0,8 4,6
Kastanimesi 16,5 18 4,4 58 61 74 0 2,4
Rododendronime-

si 16 17,7 3,7 4,2 65 72 0,1 0,7
Voilillemesi 17 18 4,3 4,7 37,8 38,5 0,1 0,4

Oietolmu omadused

Oietolmu iildine koostis peegeldab migede taimestikku. Siiski peab taimedest lihtuv dietolmukombi-
natsioon mee ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi” likkide puhul vastama jargmistele nduetele:

Mee liik Oietolm
Oiemesi valdavalt voilill, parn, kastan, rododendron, Labiaceae
perekonna taimed
Akaatsiamesi > 30 % Robinia pseudoacacia L
Parnadiemesi > 10 % Tilia spp
Kastanimesi > 70 % Castanea sativa M
Rododendronimesi > 20 % Rododendrum spp.
Voilillemesi > 5% < 30 % Taraxacum spp.

Organoleptilised omadused

Eri meeliikides on esindatud vastavat paritolu dite organoleptilised omadused.

Oiemesi (kdikidest kultuuridest): varvus vahemikus heledast merevaiguvirvuseni, maitse magus, pehme
konsistents, kergesti kristalliseeruv.
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3.3.

3.4.

3.5.

3.6.

3.7.

Akaatsiamesi (vOi robiiniamesi): vdrvus hele, merevaigukarva, libipaistev, maitse mahe ja viga magus,
16hn meenutab robiinia 6isi, tildiselt vedel.

Pirnadiemesi: virvus kollasest rohekani, maitse kergelt morkja jirelmaiguga, 16hn kerge, balsamoco't
meenutav, konsistents meenutab kristalliseerunud titkikestega pastat.

Kastanimesi: tumepruun vérvus, maitse vidhemagus, kergelt morkjas, tanniinine, 16hn viirtsikas ja
aromaatne, vedel konsistents.

Rododendronimesi: virvus peaaegu valkjas, parast kristalliseerumist helebeez, mahe maitse, taime- ja
puuviljaldhn, vedel konsistents, hiljem pastalaadne ja peeneteraline.

Voilillemesi: kollase liikega mesi, vihe voi tavapiraselt magus, tldjuhul hapukas, kergelt morkjas,
kootav.

Tooraine:

Ei kohaldata

Saot:

Kui mesilaskolooniat soodetakse dietolmul pdhineva valguga, ei tohi kasutada sellist dietolmu sisalda-
vaid tooteid, mis ei ole kohalikku paritolu.

Tavapiraselt korjatakse dietolmukirgi voi dietolmukogujate abil iiksnes dietolmu, mis suure tootlikku-
sega perioodidel kuivatatakse voi kiilmutatakse, et kasutada seda uuesti siis, kui dietolmu on vihe
saada.

Tootmise erietapid, mis peavad toimuma mddratletud geograafilises piirkonnas:

Mesi ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi” on korjatud, toodetud ja toodeldud punktis 4 médratletud
geograafilises piirkonnas.

Otse kargedest vurritatud mesi kogutakse statsionaarsetest voi aeg-ajalt imbertdstetavatest tarudest, mis
asuvad iiksnes mdaaratletud tootmispiirkonna alal.

Et saada eristatavat monokultuurset mett, toimub korje alati jarjestikuliselt, vastavalt eri taimede
ditseajale.

Erieeskirjad viilutamise, riivimise, pakendamise jm kohta:

Mee ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi” pakendamiseks kasutatakse 250, 500 véi 1 000 grammiseid
klaasmahuteid, mis suletakse metallkorgiga ja pitseeritakse mirgisega. Mett vdib pakendada ka ports-
jonitena, kasutades selleks viikesi klaasanumaid, kotikesi, karpe voi muid sobivast materjalist mahuteid.

Erieeskirjad margistamise kohta:

Mee ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi DOP” logol on mittetdielik ring, mille iilaosas on rohelisel taustal
valgete tihtedega nimetus ,MIELE DELLE DOLOMITI BELLUNESI"; ringi siseosas on kolm ebaiihtlast
triipu, mille virvus on kollane, sinine ja roheline, ning nende ees nagu traditsioonilisest meelusikast
viljandrguvate meetilkade poolt visandatud Lavaredo mde kolm tippu; ringi alumises osas on kollased
tdhed D.O.P. nagu pildil ndidatud. Vastavalt riiklikele eeskirjadele voib margisele lisada tdiendavalt
sonad ,prodotto della montagna” (mdestikutoode).



8.7.2010

Euroopa Liidu Teataja

C 184/35

Geograafilise piirkonna tipne miiratlus:

Mee ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi DOP” geograafiline tootmispiirkond holmab kogu Belluno
provintsi territooriumit, mis asub mdgialadel ja mille piire tdhistavad mdeahelikud, mis on Belluno
looduslikuks eraldusjooneks piiriddrsetest provintsidest ja maakondadest ning pdéhjapoolses osas ka
Austriast.

Seos geograafilise piirkonnaga:

. Geograafilise piirkonna eripdra:

Keskkonnanditajad

Tootmispiirkond on magiala, mis koosneb orgudest ja kdrgmdestikust, kus on Alpidele omased kliima-,
mullastiku ja okoloogilised tingimused, rikkalikult metsi ja rohumaid.

Tootmispiirkonnas ei ole suuri toOstusrajatisi ega intensiivpollumajandust, samuti mitte suuri ithen-
dusteid, mis voiksid olla tdendoliseks saastusallikaks mesindustoodete puhul. Neis tingimustes valmis-
tatud mesi on puhas ja tervislik, selles ei ole raskemetalle ega keskkonnast tulenevaid saasteaineid.

Belluno kliima ja keskkonnatingimused, niiteks temperatuur, keskmine sademete hulk, millele on
viidatud juba ajaloolistes arhiivimaterjalides, on viga erinevad tasandiku piiriddrsete alade omadest ja
Veneto maakonna keskmisest, avaldades soodsat mdju taimenektari tekkele, toote omadustele ja selle
sailivusele.

Madalad temperatuurid ja suur sademete hulk tagavad Belluno provintsile maakonnas aasade ja rohu-
maade pindala osas esikoha, soodustades viga liigirikast alpitaimestikku, mis kasvab suures osas
Dolomiitide lubjasel aluspinnasel; taimestik koosneb 2 200 liigist (1/3 kogu riigi taimestikust), mis
on mesilastele nektari ja dietolmu korjeks parimad allikad.

Juba eelmistel sajanditel olid Belluno provintsi Dolomiidid tuntud alpiaasade ja rohumaade liigirikkuse
poolest; sellise taimestiku rikkus ja eripira on pdhjus, miks Belluno pargid on ithenduse, riigi ja
maakonna tasandil teaduslikult huvipakkuvad.
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5.2.

5.3.

Korgkasvulistest puudest on koige olulisemad ja piirkonnale iseloomulikumad lehise-, p66gi-, manni- ja
kuusemetsad. Kaljustel médendlvadel kasvavad tihedad leht- ja okasmetsad ning magiaasad oma rikka-
liku taimestikuga, milles hulgas esineb mitmeid endeemilisi like nagu rododendron, artiSokk, alpi
janesekdpp ja muud miégitaimed. Belluno provintsi orgude is- ja sdnajalgtaimede rohkus on oma
1 400 liigiga markimisvairne, sest suures osas on tegemist endeemiliste, harvaesinevate voi taimegeo-
graafia aspektist véddrtuslike litkidega.

Siinsete roht- ja puittaimede mitmeid litke peetakse mesinduse ja Sietolmu osas parimaiks, niiteks
harilik robiinia ehk valge akaatsia, rododendron, vilill, parn, kanarbik, ristik, samuti hulk liike millest
saab mitmeliigilist diemett.

Viga oluline on ka mégialadele iseloomulik nektarirohke taimestik, néiteks kastan (Castanea Sativa) ja
artiSokk (Cardus s.p.), kuna nektar on mesilaste bioloogilises tsiiklis vdga vajalik. Ulikooli 18pu- ja
teadustoodes on kindlaks tehtud, et migedes kasvavad taimed toodavad nektarit tasandikutaimedest
rohkem.

Inimtegur

Belluno migedes on alati mesindusega tegeletud, seda juba viga kauges minevikus, kui mett koguti veel
looduses olevatest mesipuudest ning see eeldas mesinike oskust mesindada ilma tervet mesilaspopu-
latsiooni [6hkumata.

Ka koige raskematel aegadel on mesindus olnud ala, millega on ikka tegeletud; esialgu kasutati selleks
koige lihtsamaid mesipuid. Olgugi et uuendatud tarutiiip Dadant Blatt on mesinike tegevust oluliselt
lihtsustanud, on mesindus ka tinapieval suuresti kisit60; mesinikel on vaja teada, kuhu tarud paigu-
tada, kuidas mesilaskolooniat koos hoida ja aretada, millist korjeviisi kasutada ja milline korjeperiood
voimaldab koige paremini eri taimeliikide mett eristada, samuti milline on parim viis mee siilitamiseks.

Tanapdeval tegutseb enamik mesinikke Belluno ja Feltrina orus, neile lisanduvad ka kdrgemal mégedes
tootavad mesinikud, kes toodavad eriti védrtuslikku rododendronimett.

Toote eripdra

Uheliigiline diemesi peegeldab selgelt piirkonnas esinevaid eri taimeliike, mida peetakse mesinduse ja
dietolmu osas parimaks, naiteks harilik robiinia ehk valge akaatsia, rododendron, vailill, parn, kastan;
suur osa neist kasvab itksnes magipiirkondades ja seetdttu on ka mesi ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi”
eriti hinnatud. Mitmeliigilist Giemett toodetakse mitmest alpiaasadel kasvavast eri taimeliigist, mille
mesilased Belluno provintsi 2 200 taime hulgast vilja valivad.

Lisaks taime oitest tulenevale vairtusele on meel ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi” ka teisi olulisi
omadusi (puhtus, tervislikkus, pikk siilivusaeg, tdestatud on ka madalat HMFi taset), mis tulenevad
geograafilise piirkonna omadustest ja mesinike oskustest.

Pohjuslik seos geograafilise piirkonna ja (kaitstud pdritolunimetusega) toote kvaliteedi voi omaduste vahel voi
(kaitstud geograafilise tihisega) toote erilise kvaliteedi, maine vdi muude omaduste vahel

Alpi magikeskkonnas, millele on iseloomulikud madalad temperatuurid, sademete rohkus ja dolomii-
dist koosnev aluspind, on vilja arenenud rikkalik alpitaimestik, milles on rohkesti mesinduse seisuko-
halt olulisi puit- ja rohttaimi. Koik see teeb Bellunost vddrtusliku piirkonna, kus toodetakse hinnatud
mett, mis koosneb iiksnes magipiirkonnas kasvavatest taimeliikidest.
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Kogu aasta vilte] madal temperatuur, mis jidb palju madalamale maakonna voi riigi keskmisest,
avaldab positiivset moju ka mee omadustele ja siilivusele, kuna ei lase tekkind mees mittevajalikke
kadrimisprotsesse, voimaldades mee organoleptilistel omadustel ja koostisel paremini sdilida.

Inimtegevuse (inimasustus, toostus, thendusteed) vdike mdju, migipiirkondade tiitipiline eraldatus ja
eelkdige tootjate oskus teha kisitood vdga professionaalsel tasemel voimaldavad saada tulemuseks palju
puhtama ja tervislikuma toote kui tasandikul toodetud mesi.

Bellunos alati viljeletud mesindus ei olnud mitte iiksnes inimeste sissetulekuallikaks, vaid kujutas
sajandite jooksul nende jaoks ka energiavaru, mida sai kasutada toiduna talvel, kui oldi muust maail-
mast eraldatud, ning s66gi valmistamisel magusainena mitmetes traditsioonilistes retseptides. Belluno
Dolomiitidest pdrineva mee turustamisel on nimetust ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi” kasutatud
mirgisel juba 35 aastat ja seda nime on kandnud kuni 1980. aastate 16puni mitmed laadad ja migede
pollumajandusiiritused. Koigest sellest annavad tunnistust ka mitmed 1980. aastatest parit diplomid,
mesinike kohtumistel tehtud fotod ja mesindusvahendid. Samast ajast pirit fotod annavad tunnistust ka
nimetuse ,Miele delle Dolomiti Bellunesi” esinemisest tootemargistel. Belluno Dolomiitide mesi on alati
olnud kasutusel ka paljudes kohalikes toitudes, Cadore ja Ampezzo tiiiipilistes kookides ja saiades,
meelikooris ja lisandiks kohalikele juustudele. Tanapdeval on see tarbija poolt kdrgelt hinnatud toode,
mida armastavad eelkdige turistid, kes tunnevad selles dra iseloomuliku eripdra ja ostavad seda pidus-
tuste perioodidel aastaseks tarbimiseks, levitades mett niiviisi kdikides Itaalia maakondades.

Viide spetsifikaadi avaldamisele:
(Méidruse (EU) nr 510/2006 artikli 5 1dige 7)

Valitsus on algatanud riikliku vastuviite esitamise menetluse, avaldades kaitstud péritolunimetuse ,Miele
delle Dolomiti Bellunesi” tunnustamise taotluse Itaalia Vabariigi Ametlikus Teatajas nr 285, 5.12.2008.

Spetsifikaadi terviktekst on kittesaadav jargmisel veebisaidil:

www.politicheagricole.it/DocumentiPubblicazioni/Search_Documenti_Elenco.htm?txtTipoDocumento=
Disciplinare%20in%20esame%20UE&txtDocArgomento=Prodotti%20di%20Qualit%E0>Prodotti%20Dop,%
20Igp%20e%20Stg

voi otse pollu-, toidu- ja metsamajandusministeeriumi veebisaidil (www.politicheagricole.it), kldpsates
,Prodotti di qualitg” (,Kvaliteettooted”; ekraanil vasakul) ning seejdrel ,Disciplinari di Produzione all'esame
dell'UE (Reg (CE) 510/2006)" (,ELi labivaatuseks esitatud spetsifikaadid (mdarus (EU) 510/2006)").
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Euroopa Liidu Teataja L- ja C-seeria véljaanne ainult paberkandjal | ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 1100 eurot aastas
Euroopa Liidu Teataja L- ja C-seeria paberkandjal + ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 1200 eurot aastas
CD-ROMIil aastane véljaanne

Euroopa Liidu Teataja L-seeria valjaanne ainult paberkandjal ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 770 eurot aastas
Euroopa Liidu Teataja L- ja C-seeria igakuiselt ja kumulatiivselt ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 400 eurot aastas
CD-ROMil

Euroopa Liidu Teataja lisa (S-seeria — avalikud hanked ja mitmekeelne: 300 eurot aastas
pakkumismenetlused) CD-ROMIl, kaks véljaannet nadalas ELi 23 ametlikus keeles

Euroopa Liidu Teataja C-seeria — varbamiskonkursid konkursside keeled 50 eurot aastas

Euroopa Liidu Teatajat saab tellida Euroopa Liidu 22 ametlikus keeles. Teataja on jaotatud L-seeriaks (digusaktid)
ja C-seeriaks (teave ja teatised).

Iga keeleversioon tuleb tellida eraldi.

Vastavalt ndukogu méaérusele (EU) nr 920/2005, mis avaldati ELTs L 156 18. juunil 2005 ja milles satestatakse, et
Euroopa Liidu institutsioonid ei ole ajutiselt kohustatud koostama ja avaldama kdiki digusakte iiri keeles, miliakse
ELT iirikeelseid valjaandeid eraldi.

Euroopa Liidu Teataja lisa (S-seeria — avalikud hanked ja pakkumismenetlused) tellimus sisaldab kdiki 23 keele-
versiooni Uhel mitmekeelsel CD-ROMIil.

Soovi korral saab koos Euroopa Liidu Teataja tellimusega mitmesuguseid Euroopa Liidu Teataja kaasandeid.
Kaasannete iimumisest teavitatakse tellijaid teadaande vahendusel, mis avaldatakse Euroopa Liidu Teatajas.

CD-ROM asendatakse 2010. aasta jooksul DVDga.
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Lisateavet Euroopa Liidu kohta saab veebilehelt http://europa.eu

Euroopa Liidu Véljaannete Talitus

2985 Luxembourg
LUKSEMBURG




