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* Bilagshzfte til betzenkn. o. lovf. vedr..vissé havanlag

.. Comment. Thc Norwegian syslem seems to place reliance on the ddumtlon ol

qpcuh(, functions to a Directorate, which enforces laws and regulations made. by its

sponsor Mmlstry and regulations introduced itself, By close dehmllon of functions
“there does not seem to be any overlap between the various agencies although the
"posslblllly of conflicting requurumnls must arise. The Committee took evidence from

one operdlor with’ Norwegian experience and did not form the impression that great
difficulties were created by the number of mxpeuuon bodies. There are méany obvious

similaritics between the controls exenusud in Norway and in the UK. reflecting the -

coincidental naturé of the operations both as Lo timing and nature. Nevertheless we
gained the i lmprc%lon that’ Norweg,lan regulations were more dlel]Ld than those in the,

UK and that they were. more ngldly and less knO\\l(.dLLdlﬂV mlouui 'lhc con-
s«,qucnus were oflm time- consummq and.expensive fm opcmtm S. :
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