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Preface
The High North Dialogue Conference is an annual event that brings together major
interested parties concerned with Arctic development, including politicians and heads
of administration from central governments in all Arctic States, major extractive
industry leaders, and representatives from fishing communities, academia, local
communities, indigenous people, local politicians and other important stakeholders.
The focus of the conference is dialogue: the dialogue between young people and the
Arctic regions’ representatives from industry – ranging from maritime to land‐based
industry, authorities and academics to share information and discuss the best practices
in order to tackle challenges in the region.

In 2015, the main topic of the tenth High North Dialogue Conference was “The Arctic
in a global perspective”, with a special focus on Arctic Business & Security. For more
information on the history of former conferences, please visit
www.highnorthdialogue.com.

One of the main target groups of the conference is Master’s‐ and PhD students from
all around the world working with Arctic issues in their studies. There were students
in attendance from the Nordic countries, North America, Russia, Ukraine and Europe
at large. The Master’s‐ and PhD courses and a model Arctic Council meeting for the
students were organized before and after the conference. This conference provided a
unique opportunity for the students: for those who come from the North but do not
deal with Arctic topics on a daily basis, to learn more about Arctic issues, and for those
more familiar with Arctic issues, to interact with fellow Arctic practitioners and in
particular the participating students.

This conference report, written by Master’s students (Lead authors) as part of their
learning on the Master’s course, EN313E “High North Dialogue”, presents report of the
groups of the conference sessions’ presentations. PhD students taking part in the PhD
course DR430E, “Governance in the High North: Implications for the private and public
sector”, were assigned to check the summarizing and reflecting of issues discussed
during the sessions, the quality of the text and the arguments made by Master’s
students in the reports by groups (Contributing authors).
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Frode Mellemvik

Day 1
Session 1. Opening statements
Lead authors: Carl Martin Elmerskog, Svetlana Hansen, Anastasiia Zhuravleva,
Oleksandr Isaenko, Morgan Seag, Ramil Vafin, Andrei Beltsov.
Contributing author: Anna Mironova

The session was moderated by Frode Mellemvik, director High North Center. The
Rector of the University of Nordland, Pål Pedersen, highlighted the crucial role of
Arctic‐related dialogue, when he opened the conference. Mr. Pedersen pointed out a
number of great opportunities for international dialogue between business and
research in the High North, and observed that it provides a valuable platform for future
cooperation among different stakeholders. He drew attention to the conference’s
focus on issues including security, resource development, climate change, indigenous
people’s rights, sea routes and transportation in the Arctic.

Bjørn Olsen, Dean of the Business School, University of Nordland, underlined the role
that the Business School plays in terms of the development and sharing of knowledge
9

in the context of the High North, at a time when the growth of the oil and gas sectors
and an increasingly globalized economy create challenges.

Sonja Alice Steen, Mayor of Nordland County, made it clear that if we wanted to use
the natural resources of the High North (oil, gas, minerals, fisheries, aquaculture, to
name just a few), we had to look for sustainable solutions which could be achieved
through cooperation in the intellectual and business spheres of the North Region. Ms.
Steen proudly highlighted the important role Bodø plays and the fact that it has already
become an important knowledge hub, which can provide solutions and further
development for the areas of transportation, business, the military, and safety in the
Arctic. She also mentioned that security is a key factor for business development in the
Arctic. It is extremely important to create policies and projects that can ensure a secure
and sustainable future for the High North.

Bård Glad Pedersen

10

Bård Glad Pedersen, Secretary of State (Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Norway), opened
his speech with the observation that the Arctic is becoming a prosperous region, the
world is now looking north, and therefore we cannot overlook the importance of
respecting national borders and international laws such as the law of the sea. He also
pointed out the importance of international partnerships in order to maintain
predictability in the Arctic. Norway’s collaboration with the European Union, respectful
cooperation with Russia, and the Arctic Council itself will help with this. Arctic countries
need to cooperate in order to develop oil fields responsibly, keeping in mind biological
resources, industries and climate change.

When asked whether there were better ways for the Arctic Council to involve young
people in its work, Mr. Pedersen responded that four young people from the University
of Nordland have been selected to participate in the working groups’ meetings at the
Arctic Council and will attend the Ministerial Meeting in Canada this April together with
the Minister for Foreign Affairs. Another questioner asked where Norway would stand
regarding Arctic oil development if Norway did not have Arctic oil. The response
referred to the imprecise nature of target estimations and pointed out that the price
of CO2 pollution would help to decide which energy resources should be developed,
particularly in Norway, which enjoys the most favorable climate among all the Arctic
nations.

Artur Wilczynski

Artur Wilczynski, Canadian Ambassador in Norway, highlighted the particular role of
Canada in the collaboration process around the High North and the huge significance
of Canada’s Arctic Council Chairmanship. Mr. Wilczynski made it clear that the High
11

North was fundamentally different, and common objectives were very important in the
context of a large diversity of territories and population. The ambassador focused his
attention on the different issues and opportunities of foreign policy aspects such as
infrastructure, social sphere, economy, environment, and Northern peoples. All these
elements’ interplay was the important part of Canada’s government responses and the
part of priorities that was brought to Canadian international policy related to the Arctic
and the High North. Mr. Wilczynski also named the four pillars of Canada’s Arctic
foreign policy: exercising Canadian sovereignty, promoting social and economic
development, protecting the Arctic environment, improving and devolving
governance. These four points also reflected crucial themes of the work of the Arctic
Council over recent years to create opportunities for the Arctic “from the Arctic”.

Mikhail Noskov being interviewed by Kari Skeie from NRK.

Mikhail Noskov, Russian Federation Consul General in Kirkenes, underlined key
important issues related to the development of the Arctic region. The first issue
highlighted in his speech was climate change, which greatly expanded the
opportunities for oil and gas development in the Arctic region. The second issue, which
was quite important in the modern world, was the current geopolitical situation.
Mr. Noskov mentioned that international relations between Russia and the West had
become very difficult due to the Ukrainian crisis and the ensuing economic sanctions
against Russia. Such political confrontation significantly affected cooperation and
12

security in the High North. Mr. Noskov emphasized that the overall objective of the
Arctic Council is to minimize the negative effects of the modern geopolitical situation
in order to ensure sustainable development of the Arctic. He stressed that Russia’s
priority is to maintain a cooperative relationship with Norway in developing the Arctic
zones. He further mentioned demilitarization, economic development, security, and
the protection of the indigenous peoples as being among Russia’s other priorities. He
expressed his hope that the Arctic Council would help eliminate unnecessary
misunderstandings in Arctic politics. The third important issue he focused on was the
maintenance of cooperation between Russia and Norway, which have common
interests even in difficult times. For example, both countries were concerned with
environmental problems, search and rescue, and water guard activities. Finally, Mr.
Noskov mentioned the negative consequences of sanctions against Russia. He pointed
out that many drilling contracts had been cancelled due to the harsh geopolitical
situation and fluctuating oil prices.
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Presentation of the book: “International Arctic Petroleum Cooperation.
Barents Sea Scenarios”
Lead authors: Stine Austreim Olsen, Simen Arnold Pedersen, Dmytro Byelozorov, Anna
Kolesnikova, Iuliia Kuzmenko. Contributing author: Dmitry Samokhin

New book “International Arctic Petroleum Cooperation: Barents Sea Scenarios”, edited
by Anatoli Bourmistrov, Frode Mellemvik, Alexei Bambulyak, Ove Gudmestad, Indra
Øverland, and Anatoly Zolotoukhin, was presented by Professor Anatoli Bourmistrov
from the University of Nordland. He began his presentation by stating that the Arctic
region contains large amounts of natural resources considered necessary to sustain
global economic growth, so it is unsurprising that it is increasingly susceptible to
political, economic, environmental, and even military conflicts. This book looks in detail
at the preconditions and outlook for international cooperation in the development of
Arctic petroleum resources, focusing on Norwegian‐Russian cooperation in the Barents
Sea up to 2025.

Anatoli Bourmistrov

Prof. Bourmistrov continued that the authors of the book provide a cross‐disciplinary
approach, including geopolitical, institutional, technological, corporate and
environmental perspectives, to analyze the underlying factors that shape the future
15

development of the region. Three future scenarios are developed, exploring various
levels of cooperation and development influenced by and resulting from potential
political, commercial and environmental circumstances: Scenario 1: “After You, Sir”;
Scenario 2: “Parallel Play – Not Only for Children”; and Scenario 3: “Let’s Dance – But
Where is the Music?” Through these scenarios, he stated, this book improves
understanding of the challenges and opportunities for Arctic petroleum resource
development and promotes further consideration of the possible outcomes of future
cooperation. Prof. Bourmistrov concluded by stating that that the foreword for the
book had been written by Jonas Gahr Støre, the leader of the Labor Party in Norway.
This book is of interest to students, scholars and policy‐makers working in the areas of
Arctic studies, oil and gas studies, energy security, global environmental governance,
environmental politics and environmental technology.
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Session 2: International Law and Business (Shipping)
Lead authors: Marte Helgesen, Anna Myrmoen, Anna Voronina, Tatiana Chesnokova,
Oliver Cohen, Ruslan Shakirov, Anna Lim, John Ngatia, Martin Johan Nærland, Oksana
Berezniuk, Elena Cherepanova, Natalia Fedorashko, Julia Ryzhaya, Albek Myrzamuratov.
Contributing authors: Aleksandr Spitsyn, Antonina Tsvetkova

This session was moderated by Malte Humpert, Executive Director, The Arctic Institute.
Professor Michael Byers, from the University of British Columbia, discussed “Canada’s
security approach to the Arctic”. As economic activity increases in the Arctic, the
coastal states are facing a wide range of interrelated issues in both legal and business
aspects as regards the Arctic region and Arctic shipping. His presentation also reflected
on the following questions: Are the existing regimes and regulatory frameworks strong
enough? How could various actors interpret them? What is the future of the Arctic
region?

Professor Willy Østreng, from the Norwegian Academy of Polar Research, opened his
presentation by observing that the main dispute in the Arctic when it comes to shipping
is the different interpretations of the legal status of shipping straits and routes.
According to the International Court of Justice (1949), the criterion used to define an
international strait is its “geographical situation as connecting two parts of the high
seas and the fact of its being used for international navigation.” However, different
coastal countries hold different views on the shipping routes in the Arctic, in particular
regarding the Northern Sea Route (NSR). Two positions are adopted in respect of the
NSR: According to the Russian position, the NSR is an internal Russian transportation
route under full coastal state jurisdiction and sovereignty, while, from the USA
perspective, the NSR is an international strait subject to transit passage as defined in
UNCLOS. Moreover, one needs to take into consideration climatic and hydrological
factors in relation to the legal status of the routes, for instance, the corridor feature of
sea ice. On the one hand, under certain specific circumstances, coastal state
jurisdiction may be extended to parts of the High Seas of the Arctic Ocean; on the other
hand, some reckon that the High Seas status of the Arctic Ocean is secured by UNCLOS
and is not to be tampered with to adjust for the peculiarities of ice covered oceans.
Professor Østreng continued that the Arctic region creates opportunities but also poses
some challenges for business and therefore for shipping activity: harsh weather
conditions and icing on the ships; oil spills from cargo ships/oil drilling in the region;
lack of infrastructure; environmental risk associated with creating the necessary
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infrastructure, absence of search and rescue facilities, ports of refuge and inaccuracy
of forecasting; criminal activity, drug smuggling and human traffic; non‐state
organization activity, e.g. the Greenpeace protest on the Prirazlomnoye oil field. There
is still much room for improvement in terms of legal and business aspects of Arctic
regional development. There is a clear need for the support of the coastal states, when
it comes to safety and rescue. The Arctic States need to join forces in order to
strengthen the Polar Code, since it is not efficient enough (i.e. does not ban heavy fuel
oil in Arctic waters). It is important to assure the rights of the coastal states and
cooperate with the shipping companies. He concluded by asking the question: Do we
have a double legal challenge? No one can provide a certain answer to this, but there
are indications that there might be a double legal challenge existing in the future of the
Arctic region.

The presentation, “East Asia and Arctic Shipping: An overview and the role of regional
ports”, was delivered by Aki Tonami, Researcher at the Nordic Institute of Asian
Studies, the University of Copenhagen. It focused on new possibilities for international
cargo shipping via the Northern Sea Route (NSR). As sea ice coverage decreases, it may
affect the sea level and negatively change natural conditions, global ocean circulation
and ecosystems. At the same time, climate change may positively influence further
Arctic development and provide opportunities for easier mineral extraction and
facilitating cargo shipping. There are several global shipping centers, which are in the
North American region, Europe and South‐East Asia. Ms. Tonami drew attention to the
specific interest in the Arctic of non‐Arctic countries such as China, South Korea, Japan,
Singapore, and India. Since 2010, these non‐Arctic countries have been attempting to
become involved in Arctic development and particularly to take part in cargo transit
shipping via the NSR. Now China and South Korea are using the NSR quite actively.
Already up to 15% of Chinese freight could potentially use the NSR by 2020. In 2012
South Korea became one of the most active users of the NSR among non‐Arctic
countries, mainly by importing natural gas condensate and exporting jet fuel to Europe.
The emerging interest of non‐Arctic countries is reflected in the growth of scientific
research to examine issues and challenges for commercial‐cargo shipping through the
Arctic waters.

Felix Tschudi, Chairman and owner of the Tschudi group, delivered a presentation
entitled, “NSR – Boom or bust or something in between?”, with a particular focus on
business involvement in today’s development of the Northern Sea Route. The Tschudi
Shipping Company is a privately owned Norwegian holding company, whose roots date
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back to 1883. The group owns a fleet of offshore vessels; it is active in the multipurpose
container segment and operates two container lines between Northern Europe,
Norway and the Baltic Sea. The Tschudi group has a particular focus on cargo flows in
Northern Europe, specializing in east‐west trades and projects involving the Baltic,
Russia and the Central Asian Republics, including transportation and port
infrastructure in the High North. Starting with the introduction of the Tschudi Shipping
Company, Mr. Tschudi highlighted those efforts that the company invests in the
development of the NSR. The Tschudi Shipping Company was among the pioneers who
initiated a non‐Russian commercial shipment through the Arctic waters. In 2010, the
bulk carrier "MV Nordic Barents" successfully transported a cargo of iron ore from the
Sydvaranger mine, located in Kirkenes, to China. That cargo delivery was organized by
using a non‐Russian ship, loaded with a non‐Russian cargo in a non‐Russian port. That
cargo shipping once again demonstrated the positive potential of the NSR to generate
significant savings for both cargo and ship‐owners by reduced fuel consumption,
transportation time and CO2 emission. Cargo shipping via the NSR allows voyage time
to be reduced by approximately 15 days in comparison with delivery via the Suez Canal.
Mr. Tschudi also mentioned the obstacles and advantages that the Arctic provides for
commercial cargo shipping through the NSR. He paid particular attention to the need
to develop infrastructure in the High North, including northern ports, terminals,
railways and new technology in shipbuilding. This will create new workplaces and
develop new industrial value for the northern regions. Mr. Tschudi concluded his
presentation by focusing on the future development of cargo shipping in the Arctic
waters. The NSR will open the way for resource development in the High North in
general and Siberia in particular. A transport disadvantage is turned into a transport
advantage. In the future, the ice‐free ports of the Barents Region could serve as
transshipment hubs for resource development on the Scandinavian Peninsula and in
Siberia. This development will require joint cross‐border infrastructure projects such
as investments in ports and railways. Not only the Barents region but also the entire
Arctic are regions “where gas meets ore”, which are future platforms for industrial
development involving natural gas as an industrial input factor. This opens the way for
environmentally friendly cross‐border value‐adding industrial processing and the
export of semi‐processed products to the Far East via the NSR. Mr. Tschudi’s final
message was: “Ice conditions will continue to vary and so will politics. Present
sanctions affecting the Arctic are specific and the impact more psychological than real,
except from the indirect effect of the financial ones”.
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Michael Byers (to the left), Malte Humpert, Aki Tonami, Felix Tschudi and Willy Østreng
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Session 3: Who owns the North Pole? Understanding Denmark's
submission to the Commission on the limits of the Continental Shelf
Lead authors: Stine Austreim Olsen, Simen Arnold Pedersen, Dmytro Byelozorov, Anna
Kolesnikova, Iuliia Kuzmenko. Contributing author: Dmitry Samokhin

Christian Marcussen, Senior Adviser at the Geological Survey of Denmark and
Greenland, the Danish Ministry of Climate, Energy and Building, presented Denmark’s
submission to the Commission on the limits of the Continental Shelf. He began by
explaining that it is very important to examine the claims of Denmark to zones in the
Arctic from the perspective of other countries, such as Canada and Russia, which are
also applying for a share of the Arctic territories, and to describe their point of view.
The behavior of Denmark is not conducive to the development of cooperation and
normalizing relations in regard to territorial issues in the Arctic. Denmark’s claim to the
Arctic seabed is the result of 12 years of planning and, according to Danish newspaper
Politiken, 330 million kroner ($55.2 million) spent on research. Although both Canada
and Russia have also made claims to the area over the years, the area of the territory
Denmark claims of about 895 thousand square kilometers is 21 times larger than the
area of Denmark and includes the North Pole and all of the Lomonosov Ridge. The
territorial claims of the kingdom are in conflict with the Arctic ambitions of Russia. In
2001, Russia applied to the UN Commission regarding the definition of the continental
shelf. According to this proposal, the country expects to receive priority rights beyond
the 200‐mile economic zone.

Denmark’s new claim was criticized by the moderator, Professor Michael Byers, one of
the world’s leading experts on Arctic sovereignty. The Local quotes Michael Byers ‐ “It
is ironic that the only country that right now could be said to be acting provocatively
in the Arctic is Denmark. That is out of character with the country’s tradition of
constructive diplomacy” (The Local, 2014).
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Session 4: Arctic economic and political cooperation: Between global and
regional driving forces
Lead authors: Simen Steira, Anna Kolomiichuk, Mieke Coppes, Maria Gusarova, Yana
Sorvanova. Contributing author: Malgorzata Smiesze

Mia Bennett, here trying the Norwegian High North for real, running up to the mountain
Keiservarden near the city center of Bodø.

This session was dedicated to discussing cooperation and coordination in the Arctic,
with a primary focus on the roles of the Arctic Council and the new Arctic Economic
Council, as well as the links between global driving forces and developments on a
regional scale.

The panel, moderated by Elana Wilson Rowe, from the Norwegian Institute of
International Affairs, began with a presentation delivered by Mia Bennett, a PhD
candidate from UCLA, on the changing shape of the Arctic region. Bennett elaborated
on how the Arctic is a dynamic and altering environment, while at the same time
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remaining fairly politically fixed. Throughout the presentation, she mentioned
diverging Arctic actors, not only in recent terms, citing the inclusion of Asian countries
as observers in the Arctic Council, but also in a more historical context, drawing upon
the example of Dutch whalers in the Arctic, who are no longer current actors. With
various illustrations and projections of the Arctic from different, non‐Arctic countries,
Ms. Bennett made a strong argument in favor of an Arctic which is no longer nationally
confined, but a dynamic region in flux, characterized by relations which are not only
multilateral but also increasingly bilateral (for example, between Russia and China or
China and Iceland). It is a region that is now a global issue and not only a national or
regional one – a point of even higher relevance if we accept that our current
understanding of the Arctic will have an effect on the decisions we will take with regard
to its future.

Next, Terry Fenge, Senior Policy Adviser to the Arctic Athabaskan Council, focused on
the role of the Arctic Council (AC) as a successful economic, social, and environmental
entity. He illustrated the AC’s success, with examples of its world‐class scientific
assessments, gradual developments toward policy‐making and constituting a model
for international cooperation, although historically, he argued, this has not always
been the case. Mr. Fenge made reference to a report written by Pekka Haavisto in
2001, which complained of numerous malfunctions in the AC such as problems in
funding and the lack of a secretariat. However, thanks to the reform undertaken in
2003‐2006, many of the issues brought up in the 2001 report have been resolved, and
today the Council operates in a much more structured and efficient manner. Among
challenges facing the Arctic Council, Mr. Fenge spoke about the need for closer
integration of permanent participants and the role of observers and regional
authorities in the works of the Council, as well as changing geo‐politics in the world.
Finally, with regard to the most recent developments, he highlighted the importance
of the work on black carbon issues in the Arctic Council and the upcoming chairmanship
of the United States and its agenda for 2015‐2017. He pointed out that the Arctic
Economic Council’s (AEC) name and structure, in his view, give a misleading impression
of that entity and result in confusion between the fields of actions and competences
of the Arctic Council and the AEC.

Erling Kvadsheim, Director of Environment and Industry Policy at Norsk Olje and Gass,
further discussed the role of the AEC as a new step for long‐term sustainable business
in the region and spoke about the goals and structures of the Arctic Economic Council.
As he explained, the AEC focuses on infrastructure, energy, mining, oil and gas,
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tourism, fishing, and finally human resources and capacity building for operations in
the Arctic. Regarding the latter, he spoke briefly about a program, Arctic Generation
2030, intended as cooperation between the AEC and the University of the Arctic, with
the aim of educating the region's business leaders of the future. The AEC has also
started creating working groups to concentrate its present actions under the headlines,
Arctic Stewardship, Maritime Transportation and Responsible Resource Development.
Finally, looking to the future, Mr. Kvadsheim mentioned that, in the coming two years,
the AEC is looking forward to linking with the US chairmanship, the organization of
their second official meeting, the creation of a secretariat, and receiving the output
from working groups.

The final speaker of the panel was Emma Wilson, Energy Team Leader of the
Sustainable Markets Group at the International Institute for Environment and
Development, who focused on the implementation of Corporate Social Responsibility
(CSR) standards in oil and gas projects in the Russian North. Following the theme of the
panel, Ms. Wilson looked at the role of cooperation in the Arctic and specifically at the
role of companies in the societies in which they are working and their responsibilities
to these societies and communities. She explained CSR in international standards,
especially the role of the UN in creating guidelines and guiding principles in this sphere.
She then described her own personal fieldwork in Komi Republic, where the Indigenous
Peoples are not currently recognized and where, as a result, many companies do not
implement CSR properly. Ms. Wilson's key conclusion was that people should be
correctly educated about the role of CSR in their own communities and the ability for
the language of CSR to hold companies accountable for their actions in the region.
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“High North Hero” lecture
Lead authors: Stine Austreim Olsen, Simen Arnold Pedersen, Dmytro Byelozorov, Anna
Kolesnikova, Iuliia Kuzmenko. Contributing author: Dmitry Samokhin

Knut‐Eirik Dybdal

The “High North Hero” lecture was delivered by Knut‐Eirik Dybdal, Director Nordic and
Managing Director of the The northernmost road cycling competition in the world, the
Arctic Race of Norway, who began by pointing out the importance of the sponsors of
the Arctic Race of Norway being the large Norwegian companies, such as Statoil,
SpareBank, Widerøe and SAS. This not only allows these companies to advertise but
also to gain respect among the population of Norway. Many Norwegian companies
consider promoting the Arctic Race of Norway as important for their advertising
27

campaigns in the region. "Northern Norway is important to Statoil. This is why we want
to take part in promoting and developing the region as an attractive location for
business development. The Arctic Race of Norway will be one of the most exciting
sporting events in the years ahead, and it is only natural for Statoil to contribute," says
Anita Andersen Stenhaug, Director Norne–Aasta Hansteen, at Statoil's offices in
Harstad. "The Arctic Race is an excellent opportunity to showcase what Northern
Norway has to offer. At the same time, it can help build Statoil's position in the region.
It is important that we strengthen our position and long‐term business opportunities,"
states Communications Director, Reidar Gjærum (Statoil.com, 2013). Popularization of
the Arctic Race of Norway may attract other companies as sponsors, which will benefit
the economic development of the region. Last year, more than 150,000 spectators
watched the race along the route, in an area totaling only 125,000 inhabitants. The
Arctic Race of Norway is also a major media event, with global TV coverage; in its first
year the race became the eighth biggest race worldwide on social platforms
(Visitnorway.com, 2015).
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Day 2
Opening statements
Lead authors: Karianne Stjern, Agne Svegzdaite, Kateryna Burenko, Emmi Ikonen,
Nikolai Trifonov, Mikhail Derbin. Contributing author: Yulia Verina

Bjørn Haugstad

Bjørn Haugstad, Secretary of State for the Ministry of Education and Research, opened
day two of the High North Dialogue. Mr. Haugstad began by emphasizing the
opportunity to link education to practical business research and the importance of
developing knowledge from experience. He introduced the Norwegian Government’s
ambitions and strategy for the High North, one of the main purposes of which is to
develop knowledge and utilize the existing expertise and opportunities to create new
jobs. The government is taking a long‐term approach to education and research in the
North, as more competence and knowledge are needed to ensure better development.
Mr Haugstad foresaw good prospects for the future success of Norway’s northern
regions. He mentioned the good infrastructure and the two successful universities in
Tromsø and Bodø as the key drivers for development. Research, business and practice
will all have to be applied together in order to strengthen both private and public
29

sectors in the North. Mr. Haugstad cited the Research Council of Norway as one of the
key players focusing on the High North. His remarks centered on building a bridge
between academia and industry in the North. Better use of international cooperation
between students and guest lecturers will ensure that education in Norway is of a high
quality and relevant to the market. In order for the North to take advantage of these
opportunities, dialogue between students and industry is crucial. As well as promoting
basic research, Norway needs research that is more cutting‐edge. Norway’s research
objectives for the North are to strengthen competitiveness, solve societal challenges
and advance the long‐term plan for education.
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Keynote speech

Laurence Smith

The keynote speech was delivered by Laurence Smith, Visiting Professor of the
University of Nordland, Professor and Chair of Geography at the University of
California, Los Angeles. Professor Smith discussed Arctic opportunities and challenges.
He emphasized the effects of the growing population and natural resource demand,
climate change and globalization as key factors creating challenges but also
opportunities for the Arctic region. He also mentioned the current uncertainty of the
geopolitical situation as one of the key variables for present and future trends in the
Arctic region. Professor Smith showed that, as the world population keeps growing,
the need for natural resources will grow with it. The future will see more hydrocarbon
consumption as well as an increased need for seafood and metals. Rising greenhouse
gases and emissions, combined with globalization and the geopolitical aspect, will
create issues but also opportunities for more business cooperation and Arctic shipping
in the future. He emphasized that some of the Arctic opportunities will be driven by
global pressure, as the Arctic will be more accessible to states other than the Arctic
eight. Professor Smith also offered a reminder that the Arctic region would suffer the
most from global warming and global changes in the near future.
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Session 5: Security in the High North
Lead authors: Magna Kristine Sørum Saure, Viktoriia Sycheva, Inna Memetova, Dario
Iulianella, Maria Kiryukh, Ludmila Kalashnikova, Ranch Aso Zangana, Roman Shpakov,
Anastasia Korolenko, Nikolai Kuznetcov. Contributing authors: Alexander Ermakov,
Uliana Yakusheva

Andreas Østhagen (to the left), Frode Nilssen, Heather A. Conley, Kristian Søby Kristensen, Michael
Byers, Alexander Sergunin, Håkon Tronstad.

The session was moderated by Andreas Østhagen, Coordinator of Security and Defence
in Northern Europe (SNE), Norwegian Institute for Defence Studies (IFS)
Håkon Tronstad, Rear Admiral, Norwegian Defense Forces, began by stating that, in the
case of security, dialogue is the most important tool. Maritime issues dominate
security in the North. In this context, Norway has a relatively small landmass compared
to sea territory. Thus, the Norwegian military has set a number of priorities for
landmass and sea territory, using national operations, for instance. There are for major
reasons for this. Situational awareness comes first, keeping all updated on a daily basis.
Second is Norwegian serenity. In other words, the military aims to uphold the
happiness and security of the people of the North. The third reason is to execute
33

national authority by enforcing Norwegian laws – often in close cooperation with other
national agencies. Most important is resource management; the Coast Guard is
essential for controlling shipping and transport by sea. Finally, the main use of the
military in the North is to provide assistance to civilian agencies, such as search &
rescue, pollution and handling explosives left after WWII. What these points all have
in common is the fact that they require a military presence. As no neighbors have the
political will, none constitute a military threat. The High North is characterized by low
tension and open dialogue.

Håkon Tronstad

Heather A. Conley, Vice President for Europe, Eurasia and Arctic at the Center for
Strategic and International Studies, opened her presentation with a reminder that the
US is known as a strategy machine, sending out strategies so fast that even analysts
struggle to keep up. The strategy for the Arctic was first drafted by the Bush
administration, and since then many versions have been created. The major objective
has always been national security, and this is likewise the case with the Arctic. In
addition, environmental protection and strong international cooperation are top
themes in US policy. In many US strategy documents one will find words such as assess,
evaluate, analyze, think about, etc. These are found in evaluating (‘thinking’)
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documents, as it is believed that there is still time before plans for the Arctic need to
be set in motion. Details need to put in place for something to happen. Ms. Conley
continued that, in the Arctic, the Coast Guard is most important for the US. Their
missions are safety, stewardship and law enforcement; governance; and partnerships.
At this point, the US has only two ice breakers and is focused on producing more. Ms.
Conley stated the necessity of creating a forum for the Arctic Coast Guards to open up
a better dialogue in the new geopolitical climate. The Navy and NORAD feature in
northern surveillance as well, but they are not very engaged in the Arctic. Back when
the Arctic Council was created, the US stated that hard security was not included in the
discussions. The Arctic was meant to be a zone of peace, and cooperation was essential
in this region. The enhancement of transparency and confidence building are vital for
stability.

Professor Alexander Sergunin from St. Petersburg State University began his
presentation with the statement that many myths exist about Russian policy, economy,
politics and military, and most of them are wrong. Russia’s Arctic policy is driven by
climate change mitigation, sustainable development, ensuring that the Arctic is a
region of peace and cooperation, while also making the Arctic Russia’s “strategic
resources basis”. Soft security challenges such as climate change may cause threats to
the economy of Indigenous Peoples, environmental implications and competition over
natural resources. Opportunity lies in accessibility to natural resources and sea routes.
Russia’s priorities are similar to those of the Arctic Council, especially when it comes to
sustainable development. As for military aspects, Russia has no desire to increase
offensive capabilities in the North; they wish for a more open dialogue. Even with
negative aspects arising from the Ukraine crisis, it is to be hoped that the Arctic powers
are able to separate the issues of the North from other disputes.

Kristian Søby Kristensen, Director of the Center for Military Studies at the University of
Copenhagen, opened his remarks by stating that the Arctic has become one of
Denmark’s main foreign policy areas. Denmark has several reasons to focus on the High
North. The first is the fact that Greenland remains a part of the Kingdom of Denmark,
and Denmark has to ensure its defense and sovereignty of its territory. Denmark’s
seafaring tradition is another factor driving its High North policy. As is well‐known, 90%
of world trade is conducted by ship, and Danish‐owned ships operate 10% of this total.
Denmark is directly concerned about developments of shipping in and through the
Arctic. Finally, Denmark has a strong national interest in monitoring the development
of natural resource deposits. Mr. Søby Kristensen continued that Denmark expressed
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concern about the growing risk of an accident resulting from the increasing ship traffic
along the coasts of Greenland. Relatively small Danish military vessels are available to
respond to accidents in these areas. However, these vessels were not designed
specifically for search and rescue but have been adapted for that purpose. The adopted
Danish Defense Agreement 2010‐2014 is a consensus document among all major
parties, governing five years of defense budgeting and planning. It concerns
reorganization, creating a unified Arctic Command by combining the current Island
Command Greenland and Island Command Faeroes. Many officials and analysts have
suggested that engaging Russia in cooperation in the High North is among the most
important measures to ensure continued stability and access to opportunities in the
region. In this context, the Arctic Council, of which Russia is a full member, plays an
important role. However, as Mr. Søby Kristensen stated, given that security issues are
not part of the Arctic Council’s mandate, this question is under the consideration of
the so‐called "NATO‐Russia Council” (NRC). But, according to the latest current affairs,
cooperation between Russia and NATO (of which Denmark is a part) has regressed.
Large‐scale military exercises were conducted in March 2015 by both sides, a situation
that leads to complex global security issues in the High North.

Michael Byers, Professor at the University of British Columbia, commenced by
observing that around 20% of the world's undiscovered global petroleum resources are
to be found in the Arctic. There will be new players entering the region; China, India,
South Korea and Japan are among the countries that have increased their presence in
the High North. That is why the legal framework is very clearly spelled out. Then, any
new activities in such harsh conditions do not happen overnight. In fact, all five
countries bordering the Arctic Ocean have agreed that the United Nations Convention
on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) should constitute the legal basis for activities in the
region. The High North is an example of how small and large nations can work together
within internationally accepted legal frameworks. This is a good example of nations
coming together, finding common ground in an area of strategic importance. It may
serve as a blueprint to other actors and other parts of the world, where this is still not
the case. He concluded: “Frankly speaking, none of us is currently experiencing an
economic boom. Although the prospects for increased economic activity are good, it is
not developing very fast. Climate conditions are tough, and required investments are
high”.
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Frode Nilssen
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Frode Nilssen, Professor at the University of Nordland, opened his presentation by
stating that increased commercial activity does not necessarily create more tension
and rivalry. In itself, it is not considered a security policy challenge. However, we as an
Arctic nation cannot overlook some side effects. There is a need for safety and security
in an area, where both nature and humankind are vulnerable. He continued: “A military
presence is therefore an insurance we have to pay in order to avoid problems”. So
military assets are a central capacity with regard to surveillance and support to search
and rescue operations. The Arctic states are enhancing their cooperation on civilian
and environmental security in the Arctic under the auspices of the Arctic Council. A
Search and Rescue agreement between Arctic states was signed in May 2011. The
agreement will improve the way Arctic countries respond to emergency calls in the
region. It is the first legally binding agreement negotiated under the Council and is an
important example for other similar instruments in the Arctic Region.
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Session 6: Asia’s Arctic engagement ‐ Does the North really matter to
Asia?
Lead authors: Anders Kristoffer Ødegård, Hanna Shekhovtsova, Dmitrii Gonchariuk,
Petr Velchev, Sergey Paramonov. Contributing author: Martin Kossa

Indra Øverland (to the left), Marc Lanteigne, Wrenn Yennie Lindgren, Su Ping and Rasmus Gjedssø
Bertelsen.

This session focused on the involvement and interests of East Asian states, China and
Japan in particular, in the Arctic Region. In his opening remarks, Indra Øverland, Senior
Researcher and the Head of Energy Program at the Norwegian Institute of International
Affairs and moderator of this session, came up with the interesting hypothesis that
some actors and people in the Arctic might be overestimating Asia’s involvement and
interests in this part of the world. Mr. Øverland pointed out that, even though several
Asian governments and companies have shown a certain degree of interest in the High
North, this does not mean that the Arctic is important to them. He then asked the
speakers to challenge this hypothesis.

Rasmus Gjedssø Bertelsen, Professor and Barents Chair of Politics at the University of
Tromsø – the Arctic University of Norway, talked about the possible interests of large
Asian states in the Arctic from a Nordic point of view and what this means for Nordic
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foreign policy. As a point of departure, the speaker drew attention to the shift of
economic wealth and political power from the North Atlantic to East Asia. He continued
by observing that the challenge of the small Nordic states in a globalized world is to
gain attention from and access to the senior decision‐making levels in the new power
centers in Asia. For Professor Bertelsen, the Arctic could be a nexus between the small
Nordic countries and the large Asian states in terms of global environmental issues,
geopolitics, energy resources, scientific collaboration and transnational indigenous
relations. He was particularly interested in the role of Arctic science as a confidence‐
building tool, pointing out that, although China and Norway have complicated
diplomatic relations, China–Nordic scientific relations are harmonious. He also
observed that we should not overlook the people‐to‐people relations, that is, the
possible connections between Indigenous Peoples of the Arctic and of the rising Asian
states. As a conclusion, he stressed the importance of Nordic countries acting together
in the above‐mentioned areas.

Su Ping, Assistant Professor at the Tongji University at Shanghai, provided an excellent
overview of possible Chinese interests in the Arctic, the level of Chinese engagement
in this region and some of the misunderstandings China faces in the Arctic. She based
her presentation on data acquired from the National Social Science Fund of China. Her
research showed that China was interested in the Arctic but only to a limited degree.
Ms. Ping also stated that China now seems to be very satisfied with its observer status
in the Arctic Council and is not sending more people to the Arctic Council working
groups. She also pointed out that Chinese academics have mostly focused on Arctic
shipping and international law, but in the last two years Arctic development,
environment and governance have received more attention. To illustrate her point that
people often misunderstand Chinese interests in the Arctic, Ms. Ping gave an example
of China’s embassy in Iceland – a large building but with few people working in it, thus
dismissing an idea presented in some media that China was building a ''strategic
fortress'' in Iceland. In the conclusion to her speech, Ms. Ping emphasized that China is
a status‐quo power in the Arctic and that this region is not a priority for China but more
of a long‐term interest (for example, to diversify energy and sea routes in the future).

Marc Lanteigne, Senior Research Fellow at the Norwegian Institute of International
Affairs, emphasized the importance of Chinese diplomacy (especially its two aspects:
cross‐regional and commercial diplomacy), when trying to understand what China`s
Arctic policies might look like in the future. Mr. Lanteigne focused primarily on the
commercial aspect of Chinese diplomacy in the Arctic. He stated that, while we actually
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see an expansion in Chinese diplomacy to areas outside the Asia Pacific region,
including the Arctic since 2003 – a free‐trade agreement between China and Iceland in
2013 and an almost completed free‐trade agreement between China and Norway,
China is still very much a learner when it comes to the Arctic region. Mr. Lanteigne also
sees the Northern Sea Route (NSR) as playing a role in China`s Silk Road initiatives: in
this way China will be able to deliver goods to Europe much faster and have easier
access to raw materials from abroad. However, this is probably something for the long
term. He also stated that, so far, China has been a ''norm‐taker'' but, under Xi Jinping,
China is being more assertive and turning itself into a ''norm‐maker''. He concluded by
asking whether China will be satisfied with its current position in the Arctic 5‐10 years
from now.

Wrenn Yennie Lindgren, Junior Research Fellow at the Norwegian Institute of
International Affairs, talked about Japan’s scientific, economic and political
engagement in the Arctic. She focused on Japan`s scientific engagement with the Arctic
since it is the area where Japan is most active. Japan, she noted, had also had a long‐
standing scientific presence in the Arctic: almost 25 years. On the political front, Japan
has named its Arctic ambassador and made an effort to mention the Arctic in some of
its policy documents, but it has not published an official policy document specifically
dealing with the Arctic, and, currently, the Arctic is not high on its foreign policy
agenda. This might be because Japan has more pressing issues in its immediate vicinity
such as territorial disputes, etc. Concerning economics, Japan has a “wait and see”
approach to the development of the Arctic sea routes. According to Ms. Lindgren, the
Japanese government will only be more interested in developing these routes if the
Japanese private sector shows significant interest. Nevertheless, the fact remains that
Japan is an energy‐poor but energy‐hungry country, and the Arctic could be a way to
diversify its energy mix. Ms. Lindgren concluded her presentation by stating that
Japan`s Arctic interests, in the short but also the long run, will predominately be
scientific.
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Session 7: Oil and gas resources
Lead authors: Kseniya Mashkova, Anna Pobedina, Kateryna Smoliana, Alena
Vysotskaia, Galina Matniyazova. Contributing author: Evgenii Aleksandrov

Petter Nore (standing), Nathan Frisbee, Karen Sund, Torstein Sannes, Børre Paaske

The session began with a brief overview of the current issues regarding oil and gas from
the session’s moderator, Petter Nore, Chief Energy Analyst at the Norwegian Ministry
of Foreign Affairs. In particular, he mentioned changes in the field connected with
unconventional resources and a recent drop in oil prices. A more specific topic of the
session was the development of the Barents Sea, in particular its Norwegian part, in
terms of the risks for the development of the oil and gas industry.

The first presentation was delivered by Nathan Frisbee, International Energy Agency
representative. This focused on the view of Arctic oil and gas resources and global
strategies. He outlined recent tendencies in the energy field and made a forecast for
future decades. Mr. Frisbee pointed out three possible scenarios for the development
of the world energy landscape and the place of the Arctic in these scenarios. Not only
was the geopolitical situation taken into account, but also financial, transport and
environmental perspectives. Over the last decade there has been 30% growth in the
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world’s energy consumption, mostly caused by a substantial increase in energy
demand in Asian countries (India and China), the Middle East, Africa and Latin America.
Current geopolitical uncertainties require large investments in energy security. Despite
the growth in energy demand, efficiency trends and the contribution from renewable
resources dampen the growth of fossil fuels. In this context, according to Frisbee, there
are enough hydrocarbon resources outside the Arctic offshore to support energy
demand until 2040. In addition, Arctic investment should pursue strategic rather than
commercial needs.

Karen Sund from Sund Energy provided an overview of the national gas market,
concentrating mainly on the challenges of Barents Sea gas exploration. She mentioned
the high investment cost for pipeline construction in the area and the insufficient
volumes of gas discovered to date because of the lack of infrastructure in place. Her
next point was from the consumers’ perspective, mainly the issues of growing markets
(China, India) and the decrease in gas prices. In addition, the issues of the declining EU
gas market were presented, as well as issues regarding the oversupply of liquefied
natural gas (LNG) and the lower power demand in the EU due to renewable energy
expansion. Based on previous arguments, Ms. Sund sees the cooperation between EU
countries and new players (China and India) as the main driver for Barents gas
development. From a strategic perspective, the Arctic region is presumed to be highly
significant for future generations in terms of gas exploration.

Torstein Sannes, Managing Director of Lundin Norway, presented the Norwegian
perspective in the oil and gas field. He discussed the organic growth strategy: find new
oil, develop new oil and produce more from existing fields. He mentioned that Lundin’s
share is equal to 21% of the discovered resources in the Norwegian Arctic in the period
from 2007 to 2014. In 2010, Lundin made a significant growth in reserves’ discovery.
There was also an abrupt jump in the discovery of appraisal wells in 2011, 2012 and
2013. Two places were located for further exploration: Gohta and Alta on the
Lopphøgda in the Barents Sea. There are two wells in Gohta region, one of which has
been proved to have further prospects. In addition, there are enough resources here
to make a commercial development in the Barents Sea. Mr. Sannes mentioned four
generalized exploration parts in terms of the number of dry wells and the number of
discoveries from 1980 to 2014: opening, strategic exploration, Barents Sea project and
increased diversity.
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Børre Paaske, Group Leader for Safety Risk Management in DNV GL, presented an
overview of the risks in the Arctic region and how risks and technology needs can be
understood from the Barents Sea perspective. The Arctic Risk Map shows the
dissimilarity in Arctic conditions. Mr. Paaske mentioned the existence of many
“Arctics” in the region. The main challenges limiting the availability of the Barents Sea
are remoteness for emergency response, the need for special materials resistant to
low temperatures, marine icing, sea ice and ice edge. Sea ice is the dominant factor
that limits the availability of the Barents Sea in terms of evacuation and rescue
resources. However, availability in the southwestern part of the Barents Sea is as high
as in the Norwegian Sea. Mr. Paaske also pointed out that remote black carbon climate
forcing has the greatest effect on Arctic climate change.
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Session 8: Fast‐changing High North
Lead authors: Kerttu Pellinen, Ekaterina Danina, Alina Timofeeva, Elena Drozhina, Igor
Gaydukov, Diana Suyuchbakieva, Anna Ugriumova, Ursule Samson. Contributing
authors: Lars Balslev, Igor Khodachek

Jan Gunnar Winther (standing to the left), Geir Ove Ystmark, Daniel Skjeldam, Claus Bergersen,
Runi Hansen and Kristin Halvorsen (standing to the right)

Session 8, moderated by Jan Gunnar Winther, Director Norwegian Polar Institute,
concerned the future possibilities for shipping, fish farming, petroleum and tourism, in
relation to climate change in the Arctic. Rapid change in the High North can have
significant consequences for people living in the North and the ecosystem, as well as
increasing business opportunities. Six special guests from different fields explained the
societal consequences, benefits and costs, according to their standpoint.

Kristin Halvorsen, Director at CICERO, discussed climate change. It is her view that
climate change will be dramatic in the Arctic. In fact, according to some research
results, since 1989, the temperature has increased by 0.5°C per decade and it could
increase by 8°C in a few years. This is going to accelerate the melting of ice and
permafrost and increase the sea level. She also stated that oil and gas in the Arctic
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cannot be developed, if we are to reach temperature goals. She further discussed the
negative impact of black carbon emission on the Arctic’s environment and
temperature.

Hanna Lee Behrens, Director of Security, Environment and Innovation at the Norwegian
Shipowners’ Association, reviewed shipping in the Arctic. She claimed that rapid
changes in the High North can bring three general opportunities: offshore oil and gas,
Arctic destination and transpolar sailing. She said that operations in Arctic regions
represent extreme challenges because of the necessary infrastructure, obligation
charges, standards, different environments and Polar Code requirements. In addition,
there are extra fees for the maritime industry. The most important point she
underlined is the fact that every challenge in the Arctic is related to the market. The
big question is: Does the market want to pay for the maritime industry’s challenges in
the Arctic or not? In fact, Ms. Behrens believes that the vision of Arctic business is to
improve the state of the Arctic and the mission is to engage, educate and commit. She
presented three forces that impact development in the Arctic. The first concerns the
oil and gas demand; the second force is green transformation and the third focuses on
the political situation after the Cold War. She stated that the market has the power to
strongly influence these three scenarios, and that is why cooperation between the
different areas of expertise is important.

Geir Ove Ystmark, CEO, the Norwegian Seafood Federation, discussed fisheries. He
stated that this industry is very important in Norway and around the world because
the global food demand is increasing. In fact, if we want to increase the production of
seafood, we need more programs in agricultural production and potential in the
harvesting industry. Mr. Ystmark continued that Norway is a big player in this industry
because every day it produces more than 37 million meals of seafood. He pointed out
the need to focus on fisheries management. It is necessary to seize this opportunity to
share information with other countries and cooperate with them. In addition, he
observed that, in Norway, all the different industries look out for each other and this
is a successful strategy. For instance, the oil and gas industry cooperates strongly with
the fishing industry to make sure that operations do not affect the fisheries. He also
commented that rising seawater temperature in the Arctic is not the problem, but
acidification is. Finally, he concluded that trade and exports are the key to finding a
peaceful solution instead of focusing on producing more than others.
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Claus Bergersen, Adviser, Barents Secretariat in Kirkenes, talked about industry, people
and Barents cooperation. He stated that, despite all the tensions between different
countries, the most important thing is to focus on the common interests. Today, there
are people in almost every area of the Arctic, and these people depend on different
industries, especially the fishing industry. However, there are several projects in
development, for instance mining projects and oil and gas projects. It will be important
to include local people to further these projects because the industries need many
workers and there is a lack of people in the Arctic zone. He observed that the fly‐in fly‐
out system could be very bad for Arctic development because it impedes society’s
growth. He expressed his strong wish for people to live in the Arctic zone and build a
stronger society there.

Runi Hansen, Head of Arctic Unit at Statoil, discussed energy. He observed that, during
the last ten years, Norway has sharply increased its activities in the oil and gas industry
and the number of projects grows every year. He said that there is no need to hurry to
exploit the oil in the Arctic right now. However, when the time comes to exploit the
Arctic oil and gas, this should be done in a safe and sustainable way. Statoil only plans
to find oil and gas in the Arctic when the market is right. The company has a great
advantage in oil and gas exploitation in the Arctic zone because it has huge expertise,
the technology and the knowledge to play an important role in the Arctic. He
maintained that cooperation with other industries is essential.

The last special guest was Daniel Skjeldam, CEO at Hurtigruten, whose subject matter
was tourism in the Arctic. He expressed disappointment that the tourism industry is
often ignored when it comes to the Arctic challenges, as tourism is one of the most
important industries in the world. Hurtigruten boats go to several destinations in the
Arctic zone. He observed that the touristic demand for High North destinations is
increasing rapidly because tourists are looking for a unique experience. In addition,
Hurtigruten Company helps to increase knowledge in the Arctic. In fact, its scientific
team is monitoring oceanographic data and works with marine institutes.
Overall, the presentations and the discussions showed that the fast‐changing High
North remains a place for cooperation not conflict, and, despite the political instability
in other regions, it has great capacity and potential for building long‐term relationships,
based on mutual interests, respect and equal partnerships.
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Session 9: Former students – mentor
Lead authors: Alena Khabarova, Anna Marusyak, Maxim Oreshkin, Rodion Kravchenko,
Sayyod Nutritdinov. Contributing author: Veronika Vakulenko

Baard Borch Michalsen (standing), Johan Snefuglli Røe, Elin Østensen, Magnus Gudim and Ekaterina
Sukharchenko.

Former students were the main presenters at the final session of High North Dialogue
2015. Bård Borch Michalsen, Senior Information Adviser, High North Center for
Business and Governance, University of Nordland, moderator of the session, asked
former students of the joint Norwegian‐Russian Energy and Sustainable Management
program at the University of Nordland’s Business School to reflect on their education
and job experience, to offer advice and to answer the questions of current students.

Ekaterina Sukharchenko, Procurement Specialist for Environmental Solutions Business
Unit, compared her studies at the University of Nordland to a journey. While studying
as a Master’s student on the Sustainable Management program, she gained new
mainstream knowledge in Ecological Economics, Business Ethics and Strategic
Management. After finishing her education, she became involved in the development
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and implementation of sustainable management practices in Russia and obtained a
position as a procurement specialist in Schlumberger.

Johan Sneffuglli Røe is employed as a Gas Revenue Accountant in ConocoPhillips –
Norway Finance – Revenue and Asset. The Energy Management program was a totally
new field of study for him. He concluded that the discussions of current issues in Energy
Management with other international students, including cross‐cultural aspects of
communication, proved to be extremely relevant experience for his current job.

Elin Østensen, a former student of the University of Nordland’s Business School, is
currently working for Marine Aluminium. She maintained that she had a productive
year at the University of Nordland and a great experience in Russia, while studying at
MGIMO University. Then she continued in an internship in Houston. “Knowledge
gained in the classroom is not the most important; what is really important is that the
student learns how to think, how to conduct a research and how to build relationships
with colleagues,” stated Elin.

Magnus Gudim, Consultant Estimator and Risk Management, Statnett SF, said that it
was the UiN’s geographical location, facilities and professors that made this choice a
perfect option for him. According to Magnus, being an exchange student meant having
even more advantages when applying for a job due to the rich experience and
numerous contacts.

Former students encouraged current students to develop their mindset. Students
asked several questions about what employers most value in potential employees,
what kind of soft skills are required and so on. The former students observed that one
should not only dream about a position, but work hard and be patient in gaining new
knowledge and skills. In addition, they highlighted the importance of starting their
career in a small company, which might develop rapidly in the future. The main advice
to young students was to be open to everything new, use the data bases frequently
(libraries, etc.), build relationships of trust with their professors, realize their own
capabilities and try to do more than they are expected to.
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Summing up HND2015 – Arctic Business and Security
Lead authors: Anastasiia Konopatckaia, Grigory Kovtun, Diana Khaibullova, Ekaterina
Kovaleva, Anastasia Dereviashkina, Gulnara Niyazova. Contributing author: Oxana
Bulanova

Anne Kari Ovind, Deputy Director General, Head of the Department for Security Policy
and the High North, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Norway, summed up High North
Dialogue 2015. The speaker highlighted and summarized the key issues previously
discussed in the Conference.

Anne Kari Ovind

The Arctic region covers only 8% of the Earth’s surface and has only four million
inhabitants, yet its enormous resource potential attracts the focus of the whole world
community. The Conference focused on the future of this region with its challenges
and opportunities. As the Arctic region is in the sphere of interest of many countries
and is becoming more globalized and exposed to development activities, it is vitally
important to understand how this influence affects the Arctic and its inhabitants.
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The key message of the Conference, according to the speaker, is the presence of
various Arctics. This is due to the varying conditions throughout the region in terms of
climate, retreat of the sea ice and intensity of human activity. It also means that the
security concept is not universal for the whole of the High North. Preserving the unique
structure of the Arctic, with its great potential for future generations, is only possible
through multilateral conversation and overall cooperation. Ms. Ovind observed that
there are different approaches concerning further development of the Arctic. Some
argue that 2/3 of hydrocarbons should remain in the ground, while others promote risk
management as the only way forward. However, what we should understand is that “it
is not enough to use the Arctic, we should use it wisely”. Norwegian interest in the
North Region lies in sustainable development of this region, promoted by scientific
research and innovation. Here the University of Nordland and the High North Center
play an important role in producing knowledge and international cooperation.

All in all, the speakers agree that, in a time of geopolitical instability, it is very important
to secure business activities in the Arctic. These include safe development of the region
in terms of peaceful cooperation, stability and respect for international law and
universal principles. The Arctic Council represents a successful example of a legal
framework that manages to address Arctic issues and keep up its good work in
maintaining low tension and providing sustainable development of this region.

She concluded by citing Fridtjof Nansen: “The greatest thing in human life is not so
much where we stand as in what direction we are moving”. Norway and other Arctic
countries take responsibility as Arctic nations, with a focus on low tension, sustainable
development, value creation and welfare for our people in the North.
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