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Exchange of views

European rail network for competitive 
freight
Rapporteur: Mr Marian-Jean Marinescu 
(EPP, RO)
Codecision procedure

This proposal aims to foster the development of a 
rail network for freight transport in Europe. In 
particular, it foresees criteria for the selection of 
corridors, provisions for their governance aimed at 
improving co-operation between infrastructure 
managers and priority rules in the case of traffic 
disruption. In its first reading, under the direction of 
the former rapporteur Mr Duchon, Parliament largely 
supported the Commission proposal and introduced 
a number of amendments. Parliament reduced the 
number of corridors, introduced a degree of 
flexibility in the priority rules and changed the 
composition of governance bodies.

The new rapporteur, Mr Marinescu, informed 
Members of the developments that have taken place 
since then. Most importantly, the Council reached a 
political agreement on the dossier in June 2009 
which foresees a pre-selection of corridors, which 
will be listed in the Annex of the Regulation. 
Furthermore, Council maintained explicit priority 
rules and included more representatives of national 
administrations in the governance bodies.

The rapporteur informed Members of his recent 
meetings with Council and Commission, respectively. 
He considers the differences between the EP's 
position in first reading and the current Council text 
to be surmountable and therefore asked Members 
for a mandate to commence, together with the
shadows, negotiations on a second reading 

agreement with the Swedish Presidency. Although 
some Members criticised certain aspects of the 
Council's text during the subsequent discussion, 
they agreed that there was scope for a second 
reading agreement. Consequently, the Committee 
agreed to a negotiating mandate on the basis of 
Parliament's position in first reading.

European Railway Agency 

Mr Marcel Verslype, the Executive Director of ERA, 
highlighted the Agency's past and future activities 
and explained its main responsibilities for railway 
safety and the interoperability of the railway system.

With regard to ERA's main achievements, Mr 
Verslype mentioned that ERA became the system 
authority for the European Rail Traffic Management 
System (ERTMS), had developed a safety database, 
infrastructure services and TSIs (technical 
specifications for interoperability). Mr Verslype
explained that the Agency contributed to the 
implementation of the second and third railway 
packages by supporting the network of national 
safety authorities (NSA) and by anticipating work 
linked to the legal framework of the packages.  

The adoption of the new technical standard (baseline 
3) for ERTMS, type-approval, cross-acceptance, 
mutual recognition and the certification of entities in 
charge of maintenance (ECM) were given as 
examples of recent areas of work. 

Looking to the Agency's main challenges in the years 
to come, Mr Verslype stressed the development of 
safety criteria, the work towards the full
implementation of the new ERTMS standard by 2012 
and its compatibility with previous versions. The 
Executive Director underlined the crucial role of 
national authorities and the importance of improving 
co-operation among them for achieving these tasks,
as well as working with railway sector stakeholders. 
He concluded by saying that railway safety in the EU 
is high and pointed to an improvement in recent
years under market liberalisation.

The subsequent debate with Members focused on 
the role of NSA, the relationship between safety and 
liberalisation, interoperability, the lack of 
coordination at national and regional level, ERTMS, 
Eastern and Western railway infrastructure, quality 
of railway services and certification of entities in 
charge of maintenance for historical locomotives, the 
future role of the Agency, environmental aspects, 
the division of responsibilities and the response to
recent rail freight accidents. 

Mr Verslype emphasised that liberalisation of the 
sector does not mean deregulation and that there 
should be a common approach to improve the 
investigation of accidents, in which ERA could play a 
central role. He stated that the Agency, NSAs and 
several actors in the sector do not consider it 
appropriate to revise the recently adopted legal 
framework and argued for a reflection period with 
regard to ERA’s future role.

European Maritime Safety Agency

Mr Willem de Ruiter, the Executive Director of EMSA, 
presented the work of the regulatory Agency in 
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maritime safety by outlining three main activities: 
assistance provided to the Commission for the 
implementation of the maritime safety acquis, 
operational tasks in the fight against oil pollution 
and the information system on traffic monitoring. 

With regard to the first activity, the principle applied 
by the Agency for audits on classification societies 
and on quality of maritime education worldwide is to
"inspect the inspectors and control the controllers". 
Mr de Ruiter explained that the follow-up of audits is 
within the Commission's remit and that the Agency 
is "the house consultant" for the Commission on 
maritime safety and protection of the marine 
environment. 

On the operational tasks, Mr de Ruiter presented an 
overview of the tools for combating pollution and 
provided information on the intention to strengthen 
the capacity of vessels designed to skim the oil off
the surface of the sea. On satellite applications, he 
referred to the rapidness of the identification of oil 
spills through the CleanSeaNet system. The system 
also supports response activities when major 
incidents occur. He indicated though that the 
CleanSeaNet cannot identify the type of negligence.
He called the SafeSeaNet application the backbone 
of monitoring since it provides information on cargo
ships to more than 2000 users. 

The subsequent debate with Members focused on 
coordination between Member States in case of 
accidents, environmental impact and CO2 emissions, 
IMO rules and penalties for pollution, cleaning seas 
and waters near ports, a black list for vessels, data 
protection and quality of new vessels, the training 
and behaviour of crew, satellite systems and 
information on illegal immigration.

Mr de Ruiter explained that EMSA's role is to provide 
tools and not to carry out coast-guard tasks. 
Referring to penalties, he said that there has been
no harmonisation on procedures, amounts or 
periods. On CO2 emissions, he indicated this is an 
issue to be tackled globally and he acknowledged
the slowness of the work in IMO. He expects the 
application of the port state control regime to be 
ready in 2011. Mr de Ruiter concluded with 
reference to EMSA's potential to become the central 
provider of the maritime 'traffic picture' in other 
areas, like combating illegal immigration, piracy or 
fisheries. 

Asked about safety levels and the increase in 
accidents over the last few years, the Executive 
Director argued that the recent economic boom had 
meant an increase in vessel movements which helps 
account for this trend, a trend he now expects to see 
decrease. It had also placed a strain on recruitment 
levels in the industry and the normal levels of 
recruitment training had not always been ensured.  

TEN-T Coordinators

1. Exchange of views with TEN-T coordinators, 
priority project 3 
TEN-T Coordinator: Mr Davignon

PP 3 "South-West European high-speed rail link"

Etienne Davignon, who is being replaced by Carlo 
Secchi as Coordinator, introduced his final annual 
report explaining that that the project was 
composed of three corridors, two between France 
and Spain and one between Spain and Portugal. He 
presented a number of conclusions to the 
Committee. He argued that the need for this project 
is greater than ever before. He gave the Committee 
an overview of the delays that the project has 
experienced, in particular in France and in cross-
border sections.  

Members were critical of the delays in the project.  
Mr Davignon explained that there had been great 
difficulties in accessing information given the great 
range of actors involved. Problems have also arisen 
from the lack of a European focus amongst some 
actors. Management structures have been 
inadequate for the type of problems the project has 
faced, though changes are being made. In 
conclusion, Mr Davignon explained that the problems 
faced were not insurmountable but that the actors 
involved must change their methods to successfully 
complete the project.

2. Exchange of views with TEN-T coordinators, 
priority project 6 
TEN-T Coordinator: Mr Brinkhost

PP 6 "Lyon-Trieste-Divaca/Koper-Divaca-Ljubljana-
Budapest-Ukrainian border rail link" 

In presenting his report, Mr Brinkhorst stated that 
some progress has been made on the French side of 
the Lyon-Turin section, where three exploratory 
tunnels are expected to be finalised by the end of 
the year. He also informed Members about 
intensified efforts to enhance co-operation between 
Italy and France concerning the existing railway line 
between Lyon and Turin, notably through the 
setting-up of a High Level Working Group. 
Furthermore, Mr Brinkhorst argued that the 
European Railway Agency (ERA) should be closely 
involved with a view to ensuring interoperability.

On the Italian side, there has been considerable 
progress in the various sections between Turin and 
Venice, though delays have occurred between 
Venice and Trieste as well as between Trieste and 
Koper. In order to achieve progress on the latter 
section, a common working structure will be set up 
involving both Italian and Slovene authorities. The 
discussions with Members touched upon various 
issues such as the increased involvement of the EIB 
in financing projects and the need to consider this 
priority project in the context of an overall policy to 
increase the performance of the whole railway 
network, including existing lines.
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3. Exchange of views with TEN-T coordinators, 
priority project 1 and 17 
TEN-T Coordinator: to be appointed

PP 1 "Berlin-Verona/Milan-Bologna-Naples-Messina-
Palermo rail link" 

PP 17 "Paris-Strasbourg-Stuttgart-Vienna-Bratislava 
rail link" 

Some progress has been made concerning PP1, 
notably the finalisation of the Environmental Impact 
Assessment and technical and financial approval for 
the Brenner base tunnel by Italy and Austria. As a 
result, work on the tunnel should start in 2010 and 
be completed by 2022. However there are still 
insufficient commitments that  the northern and, 
especially, the southern access routes will be 
completed before the tunnel’s entry into service. 
Members agreed that these points are essential for 
the viability of the whole project.

Concerning PP 17, the annual report again highlights 
the good progress the project is making and that it 
is expected to be largely completed by 2015. The 
most difficult bottleneck, Stuttgart-Ulm, has been 
tackled and it seems now that only the Munich-
Salzburg section is behind schedule. Members 
congratulated the former coordinators (the late Mr 
Van Miert and Mr Balázs) on their work. Questions 
mainly focused on the Vienna-Bratislava section, 
where the Director General indicated his preference 
for a southern route with direct airport connections.

4. Exchange of views with TEN-T coordinators, 
priority project 21
TEN-T Coordinator: Mr Valente de Oliveira 

PP 21 "Motorways of the sea. A sustainable maritime 
vision for Europe. Building on Europe's maritime 
legacy and looking beyond global trade". 

The Coordinator considers five elements necessary 
for port efficiency: port infrastructure (in the areas 
of stevedoring, pilotage and towing and the 
development of landlord ports, where services are 
provided by a third party), hinterland connections 
(especially co-modal connections to inland 
waterways and rail axes), good procedures (such as 
the creation of "one stop shops" for logistics 
administration), integrated information services 
(especially intelligent infrastructure which 
interconnects goods, processes and persons) and 
well-trained staff.

Progress had been achieved but was not always 
visible given the diverse elements of ships, ports 
and hinterlands involved. The key to further 
progress was good studies, good proposals and good 
projects following one from the other.

Members raised questions on progress in the Baltic 
and relations with Russia; the situation in the 
Adriatic; the impact of IMO provisions on ship fuel 
(sulphur content); distortion of competition; ship 
fuel and the environment and hinterland links. On 
the basis of remarks in the Coordinator's written 
report some members questioned whether progress 
had been sufficient.

5. Exchange of views with TEN-T coordinators,
priority project 18 and 30 
TEN-T Coordinator: Ms Peijs

PP 18 "Rhine/Meuse-Main-Danube"

PP 30 "Seine-Scheldt"

Priority Project 18 aims to set up a 3000 km long 
inland waterway from the North Sea to the Black 
Sea. In her introductory remarks, the Coordinator 
emphasised the positive impact of inland navigation 
for regional development in the whole Danube river 
basin, provided that inter-modality (connection with 
road and rail networks) is ensured.

Ms Peijs reported on the state of progress for 
different sections of the project. In particular, she 
referred to the existing bottleneck in the German 
section of the Danube between Straubing and 
Vilshofen, for which a study has been launched to 
explore possible solutions with the involvement of all 
major stakeholders including representatives of the 
transport sector and environmental groups. In the 
Austrian section of the Danube, works are currently 
underway. Ms Peijs considers this to represent an 
example of an environmentally-friendly inland water 
transport project. The situation in Romania and 
Bulgaria is different as the countries are struggling 
with the application of complex EU environmental 
acquis.  They should therefore receive appropriate 
assistance. In this respect, the application of 
guidelines laid down in the so-called "joint statement 
on guiding principles for the development of inland
navigation and environmental protection of the 
Danube river", as well as in the Commission's action 
programme NAIADES, will be of crucial importance.

During a lively discussion, some Members expressed 
general doubts about this priority project. They 
questioned the appropriateness of further 
development of the Danube as an inland waterway 
given its limited navigability and the impact on 
valuable natural habitats. Others were strongly in 
favour, arguing that the establishment of an inland 
waterway link between the North Sea and the Black 
Sea would represent a unique opportunity and a 
truly European project.

For PP 30, Ms Peijs said that projects in the Belgian 
and French sections have been put in place. In 
addition to the present structure, the Dutch 
authorities are considering extending the Priority 
Project to the Western Scheldt, thereby including the 
canal until the port of Terneuzen. In reply to MEPs' 
questions, she used the Scheldt as an example of 
the possibility of mixed freight and passenger 
transport on the same waterway.

6. Exchange of views with TEN-T coordinators, 
priority project 27
TEN-T Coordinator: Mr Telička

PP 27 "Rail Baltica. Warsaw-Kaunas-Riga-Tallinn-
Helsinki" 

Mr Telička noted that Rail Baltica represents a 
strategic rail project linking Poland and the Baltic 
States, as well as Finland. He highlighted the impact 
of the economic crisis and the consequences this 
could have for participating countries' capacity to 
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commit national and cohesion funds. This led to his 
recommendation that improvements to the line 
should take place in an incremental way giving 
priority to the most practical, lowest-cost 
improvements. He concluded that there had been 
significant progress over the last twelve months and 
that all countries now accepted the importance of 
the project as an element of European solidarity.

Members agreed on the necessity of an alternative 
to road transport in view of existing overcrowding, 
particularly at the Poland-Lithuania road border 
where there are 5000 trucks crossing per day (20 
times that of the rail traffic). Several asked how far 
it would be economic to extend the standard gauge 
track (used in Poland) in place of the broad gauge 
(used by the Baltic States and Finland). Mr Telička 
said that it did not make sense to convert the entire 
track. The key was to take an early decision on the 
location of an interchange in Lithuania. At present 
there w a s  no real freight connection because 
unloading and reloading took a day. His medium-
term vision was for the standard gauge to reach 
Kaunas, which had been designated as a Free 
Economic Zone, and connect with its airport. This 
would provide an intermodal link and make the Rail 
Baltica attractive for businesses.

7. Exchange of views with TEN-T coordinators: 
European Rail Traffic Management System 
project 

TEN-T Coordinator: Mr Vinck

Mr Vinck described the progress made on the ERTMS 
project, covering the adoption of a unique technical 
standard by the end of 2012, and the deployment of 
the European Train Control System for the six rail 
freight corridors. The full legalisation of the 
improved version of the technical standards 
(baseline 3), the elimination of bottlenecks and the 
harmonisation of operational rules were mentioned 
a s  minimum conditions for consolidating the 
interoperability of ERTMS and increasing freight 
capacity. 

The Coordinator referred to the adoption of the 
European Deployment Plan (2009) which foresees 
the equipment of significant parts of the six ERTMS 
corridors by 2015 and of the remaining sections by 
2020. Presenting his recommendations, he stressed 
the need to rank the ERTMS among the TEN-T 
priority projects and to increase funding for the next 
Financial Perspectives 2014-2020. 

The subsequent debate with Members focused 
mainly on funding aspects, the scope of ERTMS, 
ERTMS use in tunnels, the construction of new lines,
retrofitting of locomotives, exports and transport of 
dangerous goods,  backward compatibility of the 
baseline 3 and the link between the Coordinator's 
work and that of the European Railway Agency. 

New reports and opinions

Reports:

Proposal for a Council decision on the conclusion by 
the European Community of the Agreement on the 

Accession of the European Community to the 
Convention concerning International Carriage by Rail 
(COTIF) of 9 May 1980, as amended by the Vilnius 
Protocol of 3 June 1999- COM(2009)0441
Rapporteur: Mr Dieter-Lebrecht Koch (EPP,DE)

Proposal for a directive of the European Parliament 
and of the Council on transportable pressure 
equipment- COM(2009)0482
Rapporteur: Mr Brian Simpson (S&D,UK)

Opinions: 

Discharge 2008: general EU budget, Commission, 
Section III - SEC(2009)1089
S&D

Amending Directive 2005/15/EC on the organisation 
of working time of persons performing mobile road 
transport activities COM(2008)0650
S&D

TRAN Committee meeting 9-10 
November, Brussels

Provisional agenda:

Monday, 9 November 2009, afternoon 

 The implementation of air passenger rights;
 The urban mobility action plan.

Tuesday, 10 November 2009, morning

 International carriage by rail (COTIF)/ Koch
(vote);

 Future of transport/ Grosch;
 Passenger rights - sea and inland 

waterways/ Ayala Sender;
 Passenger rights - bus and coach transport/ 

Cancian;

Tuesday, 10 November 2009, afternoon

 Aviation security charges/ Leichtfried;
 Liquids in aircrafts;
 Study on crisis in EU air transport sector.

TRAN Committee meetings 2009, 
Brussels

Morning = 9.00-12.30
Afternoon = 15.00-18.30

Monday, 9 November, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 10 November, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 10 November, 15.00-18.30

Tuesday, 1 December, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 2 December, 9.00-12.30
Wednesday, 2 December, 15.00-18.30
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TRAN Committee meetings 2010, 
Brussels

Monday, 25 January, 15h00-18h30
Tuesday, 26 January, 9h00-12h30
Tuesday, 26 January, 15h00-18h30
Wednesday, 27 January, 9h00-12h30

Monday, 22 February, 15h00-18h30
Tuesday, 23 February, 9h00-12h30

Monday, 1 March, 15h00-18h30 (tbc)

Monday, 22 March, 15h00-18h30
Tuesday, 23 March, 9h00-12h30

Tuesday, 27 April, 15h00-18h30
Wednesday, 28 April, 9h00-12h30 
Wednesday, 28 April, 15h00-18h30

Monday, 3 May, 15h00-18h30
Tuesday, 4 May, 9h00-12h30
Tuesday, 4 May, 15h00-18h30

Monday, 31 May, 15h00-18h30
Tuesday, 1 June, 9h00-12h30
Tuesday, 1 June, 15h00-18h30
Wednesday 2 June, 9h00-12h30

Monday, 21 June, 15h00-18h30
Tuesday, 22 June, 9h00-12h30
Tuesday, 22 June, 15h00-18h30
Wednesday, 22 June, 9h00-12h30

Monday, 12 July, 15h00-18h30
Tuesday, 13 July, 9h00-12h30
Tuesday, 13 July, 15h00-18h30
Wednesday, 14 July, 9h00-12h30

Thursday, 2 September, 9h00-12h30

Monday, 27 September, 15h00-18h30
Tuesday, 28 September, 9h00-12h30
Tuesday, 28 September, 15h00-18h30
Wednesday, 29 September, 9h00-12h30

Tuesday, 26 October, 9h-12h30
Tuesday, 26 October, 15h00-18h30
Wednesday, 27 October, 9h-12h30
Wednesday, 27 October, 15h00-18h30

Monday, 8 November, 15h00-18h30
Tuesday, 9 November, 9h00-12h30
Tuesday, 9 November, 15h00-18h30

Tuesday, 30 November, 15h00-18h30
Wednesday, 1 December, 9h00-12h30
Wednesday, 1 December, 15h00-18h30
Thursday, 2 December, 9h00-12h30
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