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IV 

(Teave) 

TEAVE EUROOPA LIIDU INSTITUTSIOONIDELT, ORGANITELT JA 
ASUTUSTELT 

EUROOPA KOMISJON 

Euro vahetuskurss ( 1 ) 

26. september 2012 

(2012/C 291/01) 

1 euro = 

Valuuta Kurss 

USD USA dollar 1,2845 

JPY Jaapani jeen 99,82 

DKK Taani kroon 7,4561 

GBP Inglise nael 0,79490 

SEK Rootsi kroon 8,4998 

CHF Šveitsi frank 1,2088 

ISK Islandi kroon 

NOK Norra kroon 7,4030 

BGN Bulgaaria lev 1,9558 

CZK Tšehhi kroon 24,983 

HUF Ungari forint 285,78 

LTL Leedu litt 3,4528 

LVL Läti latt 0,6962 

PLN Poola zlott 4,1511 

RON Rumeenia leu 4,5178 

TRY Türgi liir 2,3053 

Valuuta Kurss 

AUD Austraalia dollar 1,2421 

CAD Kanada dollar 1,2633 

HKD Hongkongi dollar 9,9600 

NZD Uus-Meremaa dollar 1,5675 

SGD Singapuri dollar 1,5844 

KRW Korea won 1 438,77 

ZAR Lõuna-Aafrika rand 10,5700 

CNY Hiina jüaan 8,0961 

HRK Horvaatia kuna 7,4515 

IDR Indoneesia ruupia 12 324,62 

MYR Malaisia ringit 3,9611 

PHP Filipiini peeso 53,910 

RUB Vene rubla 40,1730 

THB Tai baht 39,807 

BRL Brasiilia reaal 2,6118 

MXN Mehhiko peeso 16,5957 

INR India ruupia 68,7400
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( 1 ) Allikas: EKP avaldatud viitekurss.



EUROOPA MAJANDUSPIIRKONDA KÄSITLEV TEAVE 

EFTA JÄRELEVALVEAMET 

Kutse märkuste esitamiseks vastavalt järelevalveameti ja kohtu asutamise kohta sõlmitud EFTA 
riikide lepingu protokolli nr 3 I osa artikli 1 lõikele 2 riigiabi andmise kohta seoses 

tšarterlendude fondi loomisega Põhja-Norras 

(2012/C 291/02) 

Vastavalt EFTA riikide vahel järelevalveameti ja kohtu asutamise kohta sõlmitud lepingu protokolli nr 3 I osa 
artikli 1 lõikele 27 algatas EFTA järelevalveamet (edaspidi „järelevalveamet”) menetluse 27. juuni 2012. aasta 
otsusega nr 246/12/COL, mis on esitatud käesolevale kokkuvõttele järgnevatel lehekülgedel autentses keeles. 
Norra ametiasutustele on sellest teatamiseks saadetud otsuse koopia. 

Käesolevaga palub EFTA järelevalveamet EFTA riikidel, ELi liikmesriikidel ja huvitatud isikutel saata 
märkused kõnealuse meetme kohta ühe kuu jooksul alates käesoleva teatise avaldamisest aadressil: 

EFTA Surveillance Authority 
Register 
Rue Belliard/Belliardstraat 35 
1040 Bruxelles/Brussel 
BELGIQUE/BELGIË 

Märkused edastatakse Norra ametiasutustele. Märkusi esitavad huvitatud isikud võivad kirjalikult taotleda 
neid käsitlevate andmete konfidentsiaalsust, täpsustades taotluse põhjused. 

KOKKUVÕTE 

Menetlus 

2011. aasta juunis pöördusid Norra ametiasutused järelevalveameti poole seoses tšarterlendude fondi kava 
loomisega Põhja-Norras (edaspidi „kava”). Järelevalveamet esitas oma märkused eelteatamise etapis. 

Norra ametiasutused teatasid kavast ametlikult 2. mai 2012. aasta kirjaga vastavalt protokolli nr 3 I osa 
artikli 1 lõikele 3. 

Meetme hindamine 

Kava hõlmab tšarterlendude fondi loomist, millest antakse abi reisikorraldajatele, kes pakuvad tšarterlendusid 
Põhja-Norra kolmes maakonnas: Nordland, Troms ja Finnmark. Fondi rahastatakse osutatud maakondade 
eelarvest, kes on ühtlasi ka fondi omanikud. 

Kava eesmärk on suurendada Põhja-Norra lennujaamade kasutamist ja aidata seega kaasa piirkonna majan
dusarengule. Kõnealused maakonnad on hõreda asustusega piirkonnad, kus elab keskmiselt 4,2 inimest ühe 
ruutkilomeetri kohta. Seega on nende puhul tegemist hõredalt asustatud piirkonnaga vastavalt järelevalve
ameti suunistele piirkondliku riigiabi kohta (edaspidi „piirkondliku abi suunised”). Nendes maakondades 
esineb rahvaarvu vähenemise probleem.
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Põhja-Norra lennuliine on varem teenindatud, kuid edutult. Turismitööstuse hinnangul võivad selle põhju
seks olla reiside tühistamise eeskirjad, mida kohaldatakse tšarterlendude suhtes. Lendude tühistamine 
viimasel hetkel on väga kallis. Otsus, kas lend tühistada või mitte, tehakse mitu kuud enne tšarterlennu 
toimumist. Kui pileteid ei ole palju müüdud, eelistavad reisikorraldajad tühjade kohtade kartuses lennud 
pigem tühistada kui oodata ja loota, et hilisem müük pöörab reisi kasumisse. 

Kava hõlmab kõiki Põhja-Norra lennujaamadesse suunduvaid tšarterlende, olenemata lennukite ja lennujaa
made suurusest. 

Kavast abisaajad võivad asuda Põhja-Norras või väljaspool seda, samuti EMPs või väljaspool seda. 

Abi antakse tšarterlennu kogukuludest kuni 25 % suuruse maksena ning see on piiratud vaid tšarterlennu 
kuludega. Abi makstakse reisikorraldajale tšarterlendude fondist pärast seda, kui lennud Põhja-Norrasse on 
toimunud. Reisikorraldajatelt nõutakse tasuvuspiiri kehtestamist, st 80 % lennuki täituvusest (müüdud kohta
dest), mis on ühtlasi turismitööstuses kehtestatud tasuvuspiir. Maksimaalset toetust (25 %) antakse siis, kui 
lennuki täituvus on 60 % või sellest väiksem. Abi osatähtsus väheneb järk-järgult nullini, kui lennuki 
täituvus püsib keskmise 80 % juures. 

Järelevalveamet kahtleb, kas selline abikava, millega antakse tegevusabi väljaspool hõreda asustusega piir
konda asuvatele abisaajatele, on kokkusobiv piirkondliku abi suunistega. 

Järelevalveamet mõistab, et majanduslikus mõttes võib abikava osutatud kolme maakonna puhul kaudselt 
kaasa aidata piirkonna elanikkonna asustatuse stabiliseerimisele. Samas ei ole järelevalveamet veendunud, et 
selle eesmärgi saavutamiseks ei ole muid meetmeid kui tegevusabi andmine, mis on üks konkurentsi kõige 
enam moonutav vahend. Seepärast seab järelevalveamet küsitavuse alla otsetoetuse andmise reiskorraldaja
tele, kes asuvad tõenäoliselt väljaspool abistatavat piirkonda. 

Järeldus 

Eelnevatele kaalutlustele toetudes on järelevalveamet vastavalt Euroopa Majanduspiirkonna lepingu proto
kolli nr 3 II osa artikli 6 lõikele 1 otsustanud alustada ametlikku uurimismenetlust. Huvitatud isikuid 
kutsutakse üles esitama oma märkused ühe kuu jooksul käesoleva otsuse avaldamisest Euroopa Liidu Teatajas. 

EFTA SURVEILLANCE AUTHORITY DECISION 

No 246/12/COL 

of 27 June 2012 

to initiate the formal investigation procedure provided for in Article 1(2) in Part I of Protocol 3 to 
the Surveillance and Court Agreement with regard to a Charter Fund for Northern Norway 

(Norway) 

THE EFTA SURVEILLANCE AUTHORITY (‘THE AUTHORITY’), 

HAVING REGARD to the Agreement on the European Economic Area (‘the EEA Agreement’), in particular to 
Articles 61 to 63 and Protocol 26, 

HAVING REGARD to the Agreement between the EFTA States on the establishment of a Surveillance 
Authority and a Court of Justice (‘the Surveillance and Court Agreement’), in particular to Article 24, 

HAVING REGARD to Protocol 3 to the Surveillance and Court Agreement (‘Protocol 3’), in particular to 
Article 1(3) of Part I and Article 4(4) and Article 6 of Part II,
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Whereas: 

I. FACTS 

1. Procedure 

(1) The Norwegian authorities approached the Authority in June 2011 regarding their plan to establish a 
Charter Fund Scheme for Northern Norway (‘the Scheme’). A pre-notification document setting out 
the main elements of the Scheme was communicated on 24 June 2011 (Event No 602898). 

(2) The Authority provided some initial feedback on 5 August 2011 (Event No 605972). 

(3) After several exchanges of e-mail, the Authority, by e-mail dated 16 January 2012 (Event No 
621292), informed the Norwegian authorities that the pre-notification phase could be considered 
as complete. It furthermore identified some issues which the notification should address and alleviate. 

(4) The Norwegian authorities notified the Scheme, pursuant to Article 1(3) of Part I of Protocol 3, by 
letter of 2 May 2012 (Event Nos 632837 and 322824). 

2. The Scheme 

2.1. The objective and the scope of the Scheme 

(5) The Scheme entails the establishment of a Charter Fund (‘the Charter Fund’) which will grant aid to 
tour operators flying air charter ( 1 ) to three counties in Northern Norway, Nordland, Troms and 
Finnmark. 

(6) The objective of the Scheme is to increase the use of the airports in Northern Norway and thereby to 
contribute to the economic development in the region. 

(7) The northern counties are low density population areas with an average population density of 4,2 
inhabitants per km 2 thereby falling within the definition of least populated regions as set out by the 
chapter of the Authority’s State Aid Guidelines on national regional aid (‘the Regional Aid Guide
lines’) ( 2 ). Moreover, they face depopulation ( 3 ). 

(8) The Charter Fund will be a non-profit company acting as a vehicle for granting aid. The fund will be 
capitalised with public money granted by the counties of Nordland, Troms and Finnmark and will be 
owned by the counties. 

(9) The Scheme will cover charter flights to all airports in Northern Norway regardless of the size of the 
airplanes and the airports. The Norwegian authorities have however indicated that they expect only 
large airplanes to be concerned as they are the only ones suitable for charter flights. The following 
airports can currently handle large planes: Tromsø, Bodø, Harstad Narvik/Evenes, Alta, Kirkenes, 
Høybuktmoen, Bardufoss, Svalbard ( 4 ), Banak, Andøya (‘the Northern lights airports’). All these 
airports have excess capacity. 

(10) A few routes have been operated to Northern Norway in the past but without success ( 5 ). According 
to the industry, a reason for this could be the cancellation rules applying to air charters. Cancellation 
at a late stage is very expensive. The deadline for deciding whether to cancel or not is several months 
before the operation of the air charter series. If the sale of tickets until that date is limited, the series 
is often cancelled. The tour operator would otherwise risk having to pay a cancellation fee or bear the 
loss corresponding to the empty seats. Several charter series have been cancelled due to limited sales 
up until the cancellation deadline. The industry believes that if the risk is reduced, many of the flights 
would go ahead. Such flights could even be profitable. However, tour operators seem to prefer to 
cancel flights due to the risk of empty seats rather than to wait and hope that late sales will make the 
flight profitable.
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( 1 ) A charter flight is defined as a non-scheduled flight. A charter series is charter flights between two destinations 
repeated over a limited period of time (for example, weekly flights between Bodø and London from February to April). 

( 2 ) Available at: http://www.eftasurv.int/state-aid/legal-framework/state-aid-guidelines/ 
( 3 ) The three northernmost counties are NUTS II regions. The lowest population density can be found in Finnmark: 1,6 

inhabitants per km 2 . 
( 4 ) See Protocol 40 to the EEA Agreement. 
( 5 ) In 2009, the Authority approved an aid scheme for route development from the second largest city in Northern 

Norway, Bodø, see Decision No 179/09/COL. The Route Development Fund Bodø has not yet granted any aid under 
the scheme.

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


2.2. The beneficiaries of the Scheme 

(11) The beneficiaries of the Scheme may be located inside or outside Northern Norway and inside or 
outside the EEA. 

(12) The aid applicant is the tour operator, i.e. the charterer and signature partner of the airline contract. 
The Norwegian authorities have however indicated that all applications must be supported by three 
parties: 

— the tour operator who is the direct aid recipient, 

— the destination provider which could be a destination management company, a hotel, a tourist 
office, or any other service provider. Aid from the Charter Fund will not be granted to ‘air only 
packages’. It must be demonstrated that the tour package includes a so-called ‘land arrangement’ 
in the target area with a value of at least NOK 800 (approx. EUR 106) per tourist, 

— the airline outlining all costs, deadlines, penalties, obligations and responsibilities applicable to the 
charter series. 

(13) The panel in charge of selecting projects may reject an application if: 

— fund limitations set by the board of directors of the Charter Fund for the period in question have 
been reached, 

— any of the supporting partners are believed to be unable to meet the expected commercial 
performance described in the application, 

— the application is incomplete or does not comply with published guidelines of the Charter Fund. 

(14) The Norwegian authorities anticipate that the Scheme will trigger 16 charter series with 7 flight 
rotations per charter series the first year. 

2.3. Form of the aid 

(15) The aid will take the form of a payment of up to 25 % of the total charter costs and will be limited 
to the charter costs only (financial obligations under the contact with the airlines). Other costs borne 
by tour operators are not eligible costs. 

(16) The aid will be paid out from the Charter Fund to the tour operators after the flights to Northern 
Norway have been conducted. 

(17) The aid will be calculated with reference to the average cabin factor of the operated flights under the 
charter series excluding empty legs ( 1 ). The cabin factor is the percentage of sold seats. The cabin 
factor will be determined according to the actual number of departing passengers divided by the 
maximum seat capacity of the aircraft. Passenger data will be based on the official numbers recorded 
by the Norwegian airport authorities. Empty legs will not be taken into account when calculating the 
average cabin factor but will be included when the total eligible costs for the charter series are 
calculated. 

(18) The tour operators will be required to set a break-even point at 80 % cabin factor which is the 
industrial break-even standard. Maximum support (25 %) will be given for cabin factors of 60 % or 
less. The aid intensity will gradually decrease to zero when cabin factors reach an average of 80 %. 

(19) If the planes operated under a charter series reach between 60 % and 80 % cabin factor, the 
contribution paid by the Charter Fund will cover the tour operator’s losses connected to the 
charter series. The following figure illustrates how the Scheme will work:
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( 1 ) Empty legs are flights operated in order to position an aircraft at the start and at the end of a charter series. The return 
flight on the first departure will be empty and the flight to pick up the last passengers will also be empty. Empty legs 
represent a considerable cost for short charter series.



(20) As shown in the table above, if flights are operated with a cabin factor of less than 60 %, the tour 
operator will lose money, as the combination of sales revenues and an aid intensity of 25 % will not 
be enough to reach the break-even point. The Charter Fund will actually cover the tour operator’s 
losses only when the cabin factor lies between 60 % and 80 %. 

2.4. Cumulation, monitoring and advertising 

(21) Aid under the Scheme may be cumulated with other forms of aid. Funding of the same eligible costs 
under other schemes will be coordinated with the Scheme and the aid ceilings in the applicable 
guidelines will not be exceeded. Operating aid under the Scheme shall not be cumulated with de 
minimis support in respect of the same eligible expenses in order to circumvent the maximum aid 
intensities laid down in the Regional Aid Guidelines. 

(22) The Scheme will be published under a new subpage on Avinor’s homepage ( 1 ) and on http://www. 
visitnorthnorway.com. It will furthermore be advertised in international conferences. 

(23) The Charter Fund undertakes to ensure that a list of tour operators receiving aid is published 
annually, in each instance indicating the source of public funding, the recipient company, the 
amount of aid paid out and the number of passengers concerned. 

(24) In the event that a tour operator fails to comply with the criteria set by the Charter Fund when the 
aid was granted, penalty mechanisms will be implemented. 

2.5. Duration and budget 

(25) The Norwegian authorities have indicated that the Scheme will be in place for 10 years but will be re- 
notified if required by the revision of the Regional Aid Guidelines. 

(26) The Norwegian authorities have said that the budget for the three first years will be of NOK 
30 million. Thereinafter, capital will be injected only when necessary. However, the Charter Fund 
will never be capitalised with more than NOK 30 million. 

II. ASSESSMENT 

1. The presence of State aid 

(27) 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.’ 

1.1. Presence of State resources 

(28) The aid measure must be granted by the State or through State resources. 

(29) The Norwegian authorities have indicated that the Charter Fund will most likely be financed directly 
from the three northern counties’ budgets (it cannot be excluded that it may also at some stage be 
financed directly by the Norwegian State).
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( 1 ) Avinor AS is the State-owned company that operates most of the civil airports in Norway.

http://www.visitnorthnorway.com
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(30) The Authority considers that the condition regarding use of State resources is met as the Scheme will 
be financed either by the counties or the State’s budgets ( 1 ). 

1.2. Favouring certain undertakings or the production of certain goods 

(31) Firstly, the aid measure must confer on the beneficiaries advantages that relieve them of charges that 
are normally borne from their budget. 

(32) The tour operators benefiting from the Scheme will receive a direct grant which will reduce the 
amount they have lost on a given charter series. Similarly, the service providers located in the three 
northern counties gaining from an increase in the tourist population will also benefit indirectly from 
the Scheme. 

(33) Secondly, the aid measure must be selective in that it favours ‘certain undertakings or the production 
of certain goods’. 

(34) Only those tours operators that operate charter flights to Northern Norway will benefit directly from 
the Scheme. Similarly, only those operators that are located in the three northern counties will 
indirectly benefit from the Scheme. 

(35) The Authority therefore considers that the measure is indeed selective. 

1.3. Distortion of competition and effect on trade between contracting parties 

(36) The aid measure must distort or threaten to distort competition and affect trade between the 
contracting parties to the EEA Agreement. 

(37) Aid is regarded as distorting competition if it is granted to an undertaking which carries out activities 
in competition with others. The aid beneficiaries of the Scheme are tour operators. Tour operators are 
active in a sector characterised by strong competition. Therefore, any aid granted under the Scheme 
may be regarded as distorting competition. 

(38) Furthermore, State aid to specific undertakings is regarded as affecting trade between the contracting 
parties if the recipient firm carries out an economic activity involving trade between the contracting 
parties. The State funding affects trade between contracting parties as it will be granted to operators 
offering holiday packages in different countries, which by definition is a cross-border activity. 

(39) The Authority therefore considers that all the conditions set out in Article 61(1) of the EEA 
Agreement are met and that consequently the notified Scheme entails State aid. 

2. Procedural requirements 

(40) The Regional Aid Guidelines (paragraph 81) provide that ‘operating aid schemes are not covered by 
the regional aid maps, and are assessed on a case-by-case basis on the basis of a notification by the 
EFTA State concerned pursuant to Article 1(3) in Part I of Protocol 3 to the Surveillance and Court 
Agreement’. 

(41) 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’. 

(42) By submitting a notification of the Scheme on 2 May 2012 (Event No 632837), the Norwegian 
authorities complied with the requirement to do so set out in Article 1(3) of Part I of Protocol 3. 

(43) By not implementing the notified Scheme, the Norwegian authorities have complied with the 
standstill obligation provided for under Article 3 of Part I of Protocol 3. 

3. Compatibility of the aid 

(44) The Regional Aid Guidelines (paragraph 1) provide: ‘on the basis of Article 61(3)(a) and 
Article 61(3)(c) of the EEA Agreement, State aid granted to promote the economic development 
of certain disadvantaged areas within the EEA may be considered to be compatible with the func
tioning of the EEA Agreement. This kind of State aid is known as national regional aid. National
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( 1 ) The Norwegian authorities have also mentioned the fact that the Charter Fund may, at some stage in the future, be co- 
financed by private undertakings. The assessment carried out by the Authority will not examine this possibility as this 
option seems to be relatively uncertain.



regional aid consists of aid for investment granted to large companies, or in certain limited circum
stances, operating aid, which in both cases are targeted on specific regions in order to redress 
regional disparities’. (Emphasis added.) 

(45) In the case at hand, the aid granted is operating aid, i.e. aid which releases an undertaking from costs 
which it would normally have to bear in its day-to-day management or normal activities ( 1 ). 

(46) The Regional Aid Guidelines (paragraph 69) furthermore provide: 

‘(in derogation from the previous paragraph,) operating aid which is not both progressively reduced 
and limited in time may only be authorised in the least populated regions, in so far as it is intended 
to prevent or reduce the continuing depopulation of these regions ( 2 ). The least populated regions 
represent or belong to regions at NUTS-II level for Norway and NUTS IV level for Iceland with a 
population density of 8 inhabitants per km 2 or less and extend to adjacent and contiguous smaller 
areas meeting the same population density criterion’. 

3.1. The aid may only be authorised in the least populated regions 

3.1.1. The three northern counties belong to the least populated regions 

(47) As provided by paragraph 69 of the Regional Aid Guidelines, the operating aid measure which is not 
progressively reduced and limited in time may only be granted in the least populated regions. The 
least populated regions are those regions with less than 8 inhabitants per km 2 ( 3 ). 

(48) The three northern counties have a population density of 4,2 inhabitants per km 2 . They consequently 
meet the conditions set by the Regional Aid Guidelines to benefit from the more flexible compati
bility assessment. 

3.1.2. The direct beneficiaries of the Scheme are not necessarily located in the least populated regions 

(49) However, the aid as such will be paid to tour operators which may be situated anywhere in the 
world. The direct beneficiary of the aid will therefore not necessarily be located in the least populated 
region. 

(50) During the pre-notification phase, the Authority expressed some concerns regarding the fact that the 
aid beneficiaries would not necessarily be located in the least populated regions. The companies 
located in the northern counties involved in the package sold by the tour operator would benefit 
from the increase in the tourist population but only in an indirect manner. 

(51) The Norwegian authorities have argued that the link between the aid to the tour operator and the 
regional development was sufficient for the following reasons: 

— the Scheme will apply to charter flights to Northern Norway exclusively, 

— only those packages including a ‘land arrangement’ would be eligible, and 

— the aid will be paid out from the Charter Fund to the tour operator after the flights to the target 
area have been conducted. 

(52) The Norwegian authorities have argued that if indeed the direct beneficiaries of the aid will be tour 
operators who may be located outside the three northern counties, there will be many indirect 
beneficiaries of the Scheme in the region. They therefore consider that as the link between the 
direct beneficiaries of the aid — the tour operators — and the indirect beneficiaries — hotels, 
restaurants, etc. — is sufficiently strong, the Scheme may be held to be compatible with the EEA 
Agreement. 

(53) The Authority, however, considers that the Regional Aid Guidelines were meant to encourage the 
granting of aid in the regions to be developed. Paragraph 1 of the Regional Aid Guidelines provides 
that ‘national regional aid consists of aid for investment granted to large companies, or in certain 
limited circumstances, operating aid, which in both cases are targeted on specific regions in order to 
redress regional disparities’. (Emphasis added.)
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( 1 ) See Case T-384/04 SIDE v Commission [2008], ECR I-nyr, paragraph 99, Case T-162/06 Kronoply GmbH v Commission 
[2009], ECR II-nyr, paragraph 75. 

( 2 ) ‘It is the task of the EFTA State to demonstrate that the aid proposed is necessary and appropriate to prevent or 
reduce continuing depopulation’. (Emphasis added.) 

( 3 ) See paragraph 22(a) of the Regional Aid Guidelines.



(54) Furthermore, paragraph 72 of the Regional Aid Guidelines states that ‘in order to verify the effects on 
trade and competition of operating aid schemes, EFTA States will be required to provide each year a 
single report in respect of each NUTS II region in which operating aid is granted which provides a 
breakdown of total expenditure, or estimated income forgone, for each operating aid scheme 
approved in the region concerned and identifies the ten largest beneficiaries of operating aid in 
the region concerned’. (Emphasis added.) 

(55) The Authority therefore considers that the way the Regional Aid Guidelines were drafted indicates 
that the intention was that operating aid could only be granted in the regions concerned, here in the 
three northern counties. The Authority questions whether the fact that the undertakings in the 
regions concerned are only indirectly targeted by the Scheme constitutes a sufficiently strong link 
for the regional development of the area. 

(56) Despite the supporting data put forward by the notifying party, the Authority still questions whether 
a scheme providing for the grant of operating aid to beneficiaries that may be situated outside the 
least populated regions may be held to be compatible with the Regional Aid Guidelines. 

3.2. The aid must be necessary and appropriate to prevent or reduce continuing depopulation 

(57) The Regional Aid Guidelines provide that it is up to the EFTA State to demonstrate that the Scheme 
is necessary and appropriate (paragraph 69). 

(58) According to the Regional Aid Guidelines, the Norwegian authorities must demonstrate that the 
Scheme is necessary to prevent depopulation: that to reach the objective of preventing or reducing 
continuing depopulation, there is a need for a State intervention. The Norwegian authorities have 
explained that Northern Norway — which is one of Europe’s least populated areas — has always 
been extremely sparsely populated and has suffered from depopulation for decades. The Norwegian 
authorities therefore consider that it is necessary to take further measures to stabilise the settlement 
and to prevent further depopulation. They recognise that the establishment of the Charter Fund on its 
own will not solve the issue of depopulation but as a part of a general policy will increase the 
economic activity in the region and maintain and create new jobs. Employment opportunities and 
expected income are the most decisive factors influencing a person’s choice of residence. 

(59) For the notified measure to be appropriate, the Norwegian authorities must demonstrate that to reach 
the objective of preventing or reducing continuing depopulation, the establishment of the Scheme is 
the best instrument as it is the one with the most chances of success and the least distortive effects. 

(60) The Regional Aid Guidelines (paragraph 10) also provide that: 

‘where, exceptionally, it is envisaged to grant individual ad hoc aid to a single firm or aid confined to 
one area of activity, it is the responsibility of the Member State to demonstrate that the project 
contributes towards a coherent regional development strategy’. (Emphasis added.) 

(61) The notified Scheme will concern tour operators directly and the tourism industry and the local 
economy as a whole more indirectly. The Norwegian authorities have however indicated that the 
notified measure is part of a more general regional development policy. 

(62) Thus, the High North is considered as a priority in terms of regional development. It is the govern
ment’s ambition to prevent depopulation and to encourage settlement in this region. Support for the 
tourism industry is seen as a key to the development of the region ( 1 ). To that effect, they have 
argued that the creation of employment possibilities is of particular interest to achieve the aim of 
preventing or reducing depopulation in the region. They have indicated that the High North has 
always been extremely sparsely populated and has suffered from depopulation for decades. 

(63) The Institute of Transport Economics estimated that in 2007, foreign air bound tourists used 
NOK 7 480 (approx. EUR 992) on prepaid purchases and NOK 6 730 (approx. EUR 892) on local 
purchases. It is estimated that travellers to Northern Norway will spend NOK 9 000 (approx. 
EUR 1 193) per person in 2012. 

(64) The Authority understands that the indirect economic impact the Scheme may have on the three 
northern counties may contribute to stabilising the settlement of population in the region. It is, 
however, not convinced that this objective could not be reached by another means than by using
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The Governments’ tourism strategy.



operating aid which is the most distortive instrument. Moreover, the Authority questions whether the 
objective of reducing depopulation could not be reached by an instrument that directly benefits the 
undertakings located in the target area. The Authority thus questions whether it is appropriate to 
grant direct aid to tour operators located outside the region to be aided. 

3.3. The aid must be proportionate to the objective of the Scheme 

(65) According to Article 61(3)(c) of the EEA Agreement, aid granted in order to facilitate the devel
opment of certain economic areas may be considered to be compatible with the functioning of the 
Agreement ‘where such aid does not adversely affect trading conditions to an extent contrary to the 
common interest’. In order to be compatible with the common market, the Scheme must be 
proportionate to the objective of the Scheme. 

(66) The Norwegian authorities have indicated that the Scheme has been designed so that only the 
necessary level of aid is granted. The aid will take the form of a payment of up to 25 % of the 
total charter costs which must be specified in accordance with generally accepted project accounting 
principles. If the planes operated under a charter series have somewhere between 60 % and 80 % 
cabin factor, the Charter Fund will reimburse the tour operator’s losses connected to the charter 
series. Maximum support (25 %) from the Charter Fund will be given at cabin factors of 60 % or less. 
The aid intensity will gradually decrease to zero when cabin factors reach an average of 80 %. At 
80 % cabin factor, the tour operator has passed the break-even point and will therefore generate a 
profit (see above, Part I, Section 2.3). 

(67) The Norwegian authorities have indicated that the risk reducing aspect of the Scheme will most likely 
lead to a cabin factor exceeding 60 % and that therefore it is unlikely that the aid intensity will 
correspond to 25 % of the charter costs. 

(68) They have furthermore argued that the tourist industry being a major industry in the EEA, it is 
unlikely that the relatively small amounts of aid likely to be granted under the Scheme are liable to 
affect trade in a particularly negative way. 

(69) The Norwegian authorities have furthermore indicated that the Scheme will expire after 10 years of 
operation but that the Scheme will be re-notified if necessary due to the adoption by the Authority of 
new guidelines. 

(70) The Authority refers to paragraph 71 of the currently applicable Regional Aid Guidelines which 
provide: ‘In all cases, the need for and level of operating aid should be regularly re-examined to 
ensure its long-term relevance to the region concerned. The Authority will therefore only approve aid 
schemes for the duration of these guidelines’. (Emphasis added.) The Regional Aid Guidelines are 
applicable until 31 December 2012. 

(71) The Authority doubts that, should it consider that the Scheme is compatible with the EEA Agreement 
at the end of the formal investigation phase, it will be able to approve the Scheme beyond 
31 December 2013. 

4. Conclusion 

(72) Based on the information submitted by the Norwegian authorities, the Authority considers that all 
the conditions set out in Article 61(1) of the EEA Agreement are met and that consequently the 
notified Scheme entails State aid. The Authority has doubts that the Scheme complies with 
Article 61(3) of the EEA Agreement, read in conjunction with the requirements laid down in the 
Authority’s Chapter of the State Aid Guidelines on national regional aid. The Authority, therefore, 
doubts that the above measures are compatible with the functioning of the EEA Agreement. 

(73) Consequently, and in accordance with Article 4(4) of Part II of Protocol 3, the Authority is obliged to 
open the formal investigation procedure provided for in Article 1(2) of Part I of Protocol 3. The 
decision to open a formal investigation procedure 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. 

(74) 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. 

(75) In light of the foregoing considerations, within one month of receipt of this Decision, the Authority 
requests the Norwegian authorities to provide all documents, information and data needed for the 
assessment of the compatibility of the measure,
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HAS ADOPTED THIS DECISION: 

Article 1 

The formal investigation procedure provided for in Article 1(2) of Part I of Protocol 3 is opened into the 
Charter Fund Scheme for Northern Norway notified by the Norwegian authorities. 

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 language version of this Decision is authentic. 

Done at Brussels, 27 June 2012. 

For the EFTA Surveillance Authority 

Oda Helen SLETNES 

President 

Sabine MONAUNI-TÖMÖRDY 

College Member
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V 

(Teated) 

HALDUSMENETLUSED 

EUROOPA PERSONALIVALIKU AMET (EPSO) 

TEADE AVALIKU KONKURSI KORRALDAMISE KOHTA 

(2012/C 291/03) 

Euroopa Personalivaliku Amet (EPSO) korraldab järgmise avaliku konkursi: 

EPSO/AST/121/12 – Konverentsitehnikud (AST 3) 

Konkursiteade avaldatakse Euroopa Liidu Teataja 27. september 2012. aasta väljaandes C 291 A 23 keeles. 

Lisateave on esitatud EPSO veebilehel http://www.eu-careers.info

ET C 291/12 Euroopa Liidu Teataja 27.9.2012

http://www.eu-careers.info


KOHTUMENETLUSED 

EFTA KOHUS 

Héraðsdómur Reykjavíkuri 6. veebruari 2012. aasta taotlus saada EFTA kohtult nõuandev arvamus 
kohtuasjas HOB-vín ehf. v Islandi alkoholi ja tubaka riiklik äriühing 

(Kohtuasi E-2/12) 

(2012/C 291/04) 

Héraðsdómur Reykjavíkur (Reykjavíki ringkonnakohus) esitas EFTA kohtule 6. veebruari 2012. aasta kirjaga 
(kiri saabus kohturegistrisse 13. veebruaril 2012) taotluse nõuandva arvamuse saamiseks kohtuasjas HOB- 
vín ehf. v Islandi alkoholi ja tubaka riiklik äriühing. Arvamust taotletakse järgmistes küsimustes: 

1) Kas see on vastuolus Euroopa Majanduspiirkonna lepingu artikliga 11, kui riigiettevõttel, millel on EMP 
riigis alkoholi jaemüügi monopol, lubatakse õigusaktide või halduseeskirjade alusel keelduda müüki 
võtmast teises EMP riigis seaduslikult toodetud ja turustatud alkohoolseid jooke põhjendusel, et toodete 
pakendid ja märgistus sisaldavad mitteobjektiivset või tootega mitte seotud teavet ning ei ole seotud 
ainult toote, selle tootmismeetodite või omadustega või viitavad, et alkohol suurendab füüsilisi, vaimseid, 
sotsiaalseid või seksuaalseid võimeid? 

2) Kas see on vastuolus Euroopa Majanduspiirkonna lepingu artikliga 11, kui EMP riik sätestab oma 
õigusaktides või halduseeskirjades eeskirjad, mis nõuavad alkohoolsete jookide pakenditel selget märget 
joogi alkohoolsuse kohta, ning et riigi omandis oleval monopoolsel ettevõttel on õigus keelduda selliste 
toodete müüki võtmisest, mille pakendid ei vasta nimetatud nõudele? 

3) Kas esimesele ja teisele küsimusele vastates on määrav, kas õigusaktid või halduseeskirjad kehtivad 
võrdselt nii kodumaistele kui välismaistele toodetele? 

4) Kui leitakse, et esimeses ja/või teises küsimuses kirjeldatud kord kujutab endast koguselist piirangut või 
on samaväärse mõjuga Euroopa Majanduspiirkonna lepingu artikli 11 tähenduses, siis palutakse EFTA 
kohtul võtta seisukoht, kas sellist korda võib siiski Euroopa Majanduspiirkonna lepingu artikli 13 alusel 
õigustatuks pidada. 

5) Kui leitakse, et esimeses ja/või teises küsimuses kirjeldatud kord, mis põhineb õigusaktidel ja haldus
eeskirjadel, ei ole Euroopa Majanduspiirkonna lepingu artikliga 11 kooskõlas, palutakse EFTA kohtul 
võtta seisukoht, kas on täidetud riigivastutuse tingimused, niivõrd kui selle hindamine kuulub EFTA 
kohtu pädevusse.
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OTSUS, 

12. september 2011, 

kohtuasjas E-16/10 

Philip Morris Norway AS versus Norra riik, keda esindab tervishoiu- ja sotsiaalhoolekande 
ministeerium 

(Kaupade vaba liikumine – Tubakatoodete silmatorkava paigutamise keeld – EMP lepingu artiklid 11 ja 13 – 
Meetmed, mille mõju on samaväärne koguseliste piirangutega – Müügitingimused – Rahvatervishoid – 

Proportsionaalsus) 

(2012/C 291/05) 

Kohtuasjas E-16/10: Philip Morris Norway AS vs. Norra riik, keda esindab tervishoiu- ja sotsiaalhoolekande 
ministeerium, on Oslo ringkonnakohus (Oslo tingrett) järelevalveameti ja kohtu asutamise kohta sõlmitud 
EFTA riikide lepingu artikli 34 alusel esitanud kohtule TAOTLUSE seoses Euroopa Majanduspiirkonna (EMP) 
lepingu artiklite 11 ja 13 tõlgendamisega, täpsemalt kas jaemüügikohtades tubakatoodete silmatorkavat 
paigutamist keelav eeskiri, nagu seda sätestab Norra õigus, kujutab endast keelatud piirangut vastavalt 
EMP lepingu artiklile 11, ja kui leitakse, et tegu on piiranguga, siis milliste kriteeriumite alusel tehakse 
kindlaks, kas nimetatud paigutamise keeld on EMP lepingu artikli 13 tähenduses proportsionaalne. Kohus, 
koosseisus esimees Carl Baudenbacher, ettekandev kohtunik Thorgeir Örlygsson ja kohtunik Per Christian
sen, tegi 12. septembril 2011 otsuse, mille resolutiivosa on järgmine: 

1. EMP riigi siseriiklike õigusaktidega kehtestatud tubakatoodete silmatorkava paigutamise keeld, nagu käes
olevas kohtuasjas käsitletav keeld, kujutab endast meedet, millel on EMP lepingu artikli 11 tähenduses 
koguselise piiranguga võrdne mõju impordile, juhul kui keeld mõjutab suuremal määral nende toodete 
turustamist, mida imporditakse teistest EMP riikidest, kui nende imporditud toodete turustamist, mida 
kuni viimase ajani toodeti Norras. 

2. Siseriikliku kohtu pädevuses on välja selgitada kõnealuste õigusaktide tegelik eesmärk ning otsustada, kas 
rahva tervist kaitsvat eesmärki vähendada tubaka tarbimist üldsuse hulgas on võimalik saavutada vähem 
piiravate meetmetega kui tubakatoodete silmatorkava paigutamise keeld.
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OTSUS, 

14. detsember 2011, 

kohtuasjas E-3/11 

Pálmi Sigmarsson versus Islandi Keskpank 

(Kapitali vaba liikumine – EMP lepingu artikkel 43 – Kapitali liikumise riiklikud piirangud – Kohtualluvus – 
Proportsionaalsus – Õiguskindlus) 

(2012/C 291/06) 

Kohtuasjas E-3/11: Pálmi Sigmarsson vs. Islandi Keskpank, tegi Héraðsdómur Reykjavíkur (Reykjaviki ring
konnakohus) järelevalveameti ja kohtu asutamise kohta sõlmitud EFTA riikide lepingu artikli 34 alusel 
kohtule TAOTLUSE seoses EMP lepingu artikli 43 tõlgendamisega. Kohus, koosseisus eesistuja Carl Bauden
bacher, ettekandev kohtunik Per Christiansen ja ad hoc kohtunik Benedikt Bogason, tegi 14. detsembril 2011 
otsuse, mille resolutiivosa on järgmine: 

Siseriiklik meede, mis takistab offshore-turult ostetud Islandi kroonide ülekannet Islandi riiki, on taotlevas 
kohtus menetletava kohtuasja tingimustes kooskõlas EMP lepingu artikli 43 lõigetega 2 ja 4.
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OTSUS, 

14. detsember 2011, 

kohtuasjas E-8/11 

EFTA järelevalveamet versus Island 

(Lepinguosalise kohustuste täitmata jätmine – Direktiiv 2002/49/EÜ keskkonnamüra hindamise ja kontrollimise 
kohta) 

(2012/C 291/07) 

Kohtuasjas E-8/11: EFTA järelevalveamet vs. Island, on kohtule esitatud NÕUE tuvastada, et jättes tagamata, 
et pädevad ametiasutused on koostanud ja vajadusel kinnitanud strateegilised mürakaardid ning koostanud 
müraalased tegevuskavad kõigi riigi territooriumil asuvate põhiteede kohta, mida kasutab üle kuue miljoni 
sõiduki aastas, ning et direktiivi VI lisas viidatud teave strateegiliste mürakaartide kohta ja tegevuskavade 
kokkuvõtted edastatakse EFTA järelevalveametile, ei ole Islandi Vabariik täitnud oma kohustusi, mis tule
nevad EMP lepingu XX lisa punktis 32g viidatud õigusakti (Euroopa Parlamendi ja nõukogu direktiiv 
2002/49/EÜ, 25. juuni 2002, mis on seotud keskkonnamüra hindamise ja kontrollimisega) artikli 7 lõikest 
1, artikli 8 lõikest 1 ja artiklist 10 (direktiivi on kohandatud vastavalt EMP lepingu protokollile nr 1). Kohus, 
koosseisus esimees ja ettekandev kohtunik Carl Baudenbacher ning kohtunikud Per Christiansen ja Páll 
Hreinsson, tegi 14. detsembril 2011 otsuse, mille resolutiivosa on järgmine: 

Kohus: 

1) Sätestab, et jättes tagamata, et pädevad ametiasutused on koostanud ja vajadusel kinnitanud strateegilised 
mürakaardid ning koostanud müraalased tegevuskavad kõigi riigi territooriumil asuvate põhiteede kohta, 
mida kasutab üle kuue miljoni sõiduki aastas, ning et direktiivi VI lisas viidatud teave strateegiliste 
mürakaartide kohta ja tegevuskavade kokkuvõtted edastatakse EFTA järelevalveametile, ei ole Islandi 
Vabariik täitnud oma kohustusi, mis tulenevad EMP lepingu XX lisa punktis 32g viidatud õigusakti 
(Euroopa Parlamendi ja nõukogu direktiiv 2002/49/EÜ, 25. juuni 2002, mis on seotud keskkonnamüra 
hindamise ja kontrollimisega) artikli 7 lõikest 1, artikli 8 lõikest 1 ja artiklist 10 (direktiivi on kohan
datud vastavalt EMP lepingu protokollile nr 1). 

2) Kohustab Islandi Vabariiki kandma menetluskulud.
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Tellimishinnad aastal 2012 (ilma käibemaksuta, sisaldavad tavalise saatmise kulusid) 

Euroopa Liidu Teataja L- ja C-seeria väljaanne ainult paberkandjal ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 1 200 eurot aastas 

Euroopa Liidu Teataja L- ja C-seeria paberkandjal + 
DVD-l aastane väljaanne 

ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 1 310 eurot aastas 

Euroopa Liidu Teataja L-seeria väljaanne ainult paberkandjal ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 840 eurot aastas 

Euroopa Liidu Teataja L- ja C-seeria igakuiselt ja kumulatiivselt 
DVD-l 

ELi 22 ametlikus keeles 100 eurot aastas 

Euroopa Liidu Teataja lisa (S-seeria – avalikud hanked ja 
pakkumismenetlused) kord nädalas DVD-l 

mitmekeelne: 
ELi 23 ametlikus keeles 

200 eurot aastas 

Euroopa Liidu Teataja C-seeria – värbamiskonkursid konkursside keeled 50 eurot aastas 

Euroopa Liidu Teatajat saab tellida Euroopa Liidu 22 ametlikus keeles. Teataja on jaotatud L-seeriaks (õigusaktid) 
ja C-seeriaks (teave ja teatised). 
Iga keeleversioon tuleb tellida eraldi. 
Vastavalt nõukogu määrusele (EÜ) nr 920/2005, mis avaldati ELTs L 156 18. juunil 2005 ja milles sätestatakse, et 
Euroopa Liidu institutsioonid ei ole ajutiselt kohustatud koostama ja avaldama kõiki õigusakte iiri keeles, müüakse 
ELT iirikeelseid väljaandeid eraldi. 
Euroopa Liidu Teataja lisa (S-seeria – avalikud hanked ja pakkumismenetlused) tellimus sisaldab kõiki 23 keele- 
versiooni ühel mitmekeelsel DVD-l. 
Soovi korral saab koos Euroopa Liidu Teataja tellimusega mitmesuguseid Euroopa Liidu Teataja kaasandeid. 
Kaasannete ilmumisest teavitatakse tellijaid teadaande vahendusel, mis avaldatakse Euroopa Liidu Teatajas. 

Müük ja tellimused 

Erinevate tasuliste perioodikaväljaannete tellimusi, k.a Euroopa Liidu Teataja tellimust, saab vormistada meie 
edasimüüjate kaudu. Edasimüüjate nimekiri on kättesaadav järgmisel veebilehel: 
http://publications.europa.eu/others/agents/index_et.htm 

EUR-Lexi (http://eur-lex.europa.eu) kaudu pakutakse otsest ja tasuta juurdepääsu Euroopa Liidu 
õigusaktidele. Nimetatud veebilehel saab tutvuda Euroopa Liidu Teatajaga ning ka lepingute, 

õigusaktide, kohtupraktika ja ettevalmistatavate õigusaktidega. 

Lisateavet Euroopa Liidu kohta saab veebilehelt http://europa.eu 
ET
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