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TRAN Committee meeting
22-23 February 2010, Brussels

Adoption o f  draft report and 
opinions

Trans-European transport network
Rapporteur: Mr Brian Simpson (S&D, UK)
Ordinary legislative procedure, first 
reading

The Rapporteur explained the technical nature of 
this proposal which is in fact more of a codification 
than a recast. He advised the Committee to vote in 
favour of the amendments which he had already 
discussed with the Council and the Commission. He 
opposed amendments which substantially modified
the maps in the guidelines as this should be done 
when the real revision comes before the Parliament
beginning 2011.  He proposed a new wording on 
recital 20 to accommodate better the concerns of 
Bulgaria and Romania.

The debate that followed was animated but the 
Rapporteur received almost unanimous support for 
the line he proposed. The Council will now discuss 
the proposal further with a view to a first reading 
deal between the institutions.  

The report was adopted by 37: 1: 0.

Timetable foreseen:
 Adoption in plenary: April 2010.

Working time mobile road transport
Rapporteur: Mr Saïd El Khadraoui (S&D, 
BE)
Opinion to EMPL Committee

Members rejected the opinion of Mr El Khadraoui on 
the working time of persons performing mobile road 
transport activities with an equal amount of votes 

for and against the draft. This was the outcome of a
lively debate between those who wanted to include 
independent drivers in the working time Directive 
and those who wanted to exclude them. Although 
the Rapporteur had proposed the inclusion of 
independent drivers under more favourable 
conditions, all of his related amendments were 
rejected. An alternative approach to include only 
small vehicles under 3.5 tonnes was also rejected. 
Only a few minor amendments were adopted, which 
reduced the opinion considerably.  The Rapporteur 
therefore advised the Committee to reject his own 
opinion in amended form, a course of action which 
was not supported by all Members. In the vote, the 
draft opinion wa s  rejected and TRAN will not 
therefore send an opinion to the lead Committee, 
EMPL. 

The opinion was rejected by 20:20:1.

Timetable foreseen:
 Adoption in EMPL: March 2010.

Discharge agencies 2008
Rapporteur: Ms Anne JENSEN (ALDE, DK)
Discharge Commission
Rapporteur: Ms Inés Ayala Sender (S&D, 
ES)
Opinion to CONT Committee

The Committee discussed and adopted opinions 
recommending that discharge for 2008 be granted 
for the general budget – section 3 (Commission) and 
for the four Agencies falling within the Committee’s 
responsibilities (European Aviation Safety Agency, 
European Maritime Safety Agency, European Rail 
Agency and the Single European Sky Joint 
Undertaking “SESAR”). However Ms Ayala Sender 
highlighted a number of weaknesses including low 
budget utilisation for key priorities such as 
passenger rights, safety and the Marco Polo 
programme. The Committee also adopted an 
amendment calling for more detailed information 
from the Commission about expenditure against 
each budget line.

For the Agencies, discussion focused on weaknesses 
in EASA’s budgetary forecasts and fee setting while 
there was a debate about the extent to which the 
ERA’s use of two locations gave rise to additional 
costs.

The opinion on SESAR was adopted by 34: 2: 1
The opinion on EASA was adopted by 35: 2: 1
The opinion on EMSA was adopted by 34: 3: 2
The opinion on ERA was adopted by: 34: 2: 2
The opinion on Section III, Commission and 
executive agencies was adopted by 34: 3: 0.

Timetable foreseen:
 Adoption in CONT: March 2010.
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Draft reports

Maritime policy until 2018
Rapporteur: Mr Peter Van Dalen (ECR, NL)
Own-initiative report

The Rapporteur highlighted the following key 
aspects of his draft report: the global dimension of 
maritime transport, the importance of the sector for 
the EU economy, state aid, making the profession 
more attractive for young people, quality of 
maritime service regarding inspections and 
monitoring and protection of environment. 

Some Members underlined current economic 
difficulties, including in the maritime sector. For that 
reason they argued that the following challenges 
should be addressed: to make the sector more 
attractive for young people, to improve working and 
living conditions of seafarers, addressing unfair 
competition from some third countries and the issue 
of state aid. The environmental aspects and the 
problem of piracy must also be discussed further. 
Other Members agreed that state aid should be 
limited to vessels sailing under EU flags and 
highlighted environmental aspects of the sector
including the need for eco-friendly dismantling of 
vessels and the need to prevent reflagging. 
Competitiveness of the sector is also important. 
Members also stressed that sea ports should be 
integrated into the TEN-T network. Maritime 
pollution and the creation of an EU maritime area as 
well as the need to ensure quality standards in 
recruitment were also mentioned. 

The Commission announced that it would come up 
with a road map after the summer and submit state 
aid guidelines in 2011.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for tabling amendments: 2 

March 2010
 Adoption in TRAN 23 March 2010
 Adoption in plenary: April 2010.

Transportable pressure equipment
Rapporteur: Mr Brian Simpson (S&D, UK)
Ordinary legislative procedure, first 
reading

The Rapporteur presented his draft report on the
proposed Directive, wh ich  aims to bring EU 
legislation on transportable pressure equipment in 
line with international rules on the transport of 
dangerous goods. The proposal would, once 
adopted, simplify the provisions on the use of such 
equipment in the single market and streamline 
procedures for conformity assessment. 

The Rapporteur supported the objectives pursued in
the proposed revision and argued that it will ensure 
a high level of safety for transportable pressure 
equipment and its users. Most of the amendments 
tabled by the Rapporteur are minor modifications 
that have been suggested by the Council. They 
include amendments to the definitions and 
provisions on intermediate inspections, the 
reassessment of conformity and the use of 

transportable pressure equipment by private 
individuals. 

In addition, the Rapporteur introduced a new recital 
which would ask the Commission to produce 
guidelines that facilitate the practical 
implementation of the Directive. Finally, with regard 
to the provisions on delegated acts the Rapporteur 
tabled amendments which seek to preserve 
Parliament's prerogatives as regards the revocation 
of the delegation of powers to the Commission and 
objections to delegated acts. 

The rapporteur argued that the dossier should be 
concluded as soon as possible with an agreement in 
first reading. During the debate in Committee, all 
shadow rapporteurs expressed their support for the 
rapporteur's approach.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 25 February 

2010
 Adoption in TRAN: March 2010
 Adoption in plenary: April 2010.

Future of transport
Rapporteur: Mr Mathieu Grosch (EPP, BE)
Own-initiative report

Mr Grosch presented his draft report on the future of 
transport, which responds to a recent Commission 
Communication and aims to contribute to the 
ongoing preparations for the forthcoming White 
Paper. According to the Rapporteur, EU transport 
policy continues to be faced with major societal, 
economic and environmental challenges. In his view, 
the way forward should be towards "efficient co-
modality". This cannot be achieved simply through 
competition between individual modes. Instead, they 
should complement each other in an efficient way, 
depending on the specific circumstances in different 
regions. 

Furthermore, the draft report calls for continued 
efforts by the Union to open the market for all 
transport modes and to fully realise the single 
market. The Rapporteur emphasised the important 
role of EU agencies and called for the establishment 
of a new agency for road transport. Moreover, he
argued that research and technological development 
should be promoted.  The draft report refers, in 
particular, to the introduction of Intelligent 
Transport Systems (ITS) as a means of making 
transport more efficient and environmentally 
friendly. The Rapporteur stressed that an efficient 
transport policy requires adequate financing and 
suggested pooling existing means with structural 
and cohesion funds and other financial instruments 
to create a "transport fund".

Finally, the Rapporteur argued that clear targets for 
increasing safety and improving the environmental 
performance of transport should be set in the 
forthcoming White Paper. Among others, the 
Rapporteur proposes that, until 2020, the number of 
fatalities in road accidents should be reduced by 
40% and the number of public transport users 
should be doubled. CO2 emissions in road transport, 
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electricity consumption of trains and air transport 
emissions should all be reduced by 20%.

Members generally welcomed Mr Grosch's draft and 
expressed their support for his call for quantitative 
targets. However, some identified a need for more 
details on certain aspects. For instance, some 
Members believed that the report should refer more 
explicitly to the negative effects of transport on the 
environment and specify the measures necessary to 
bring about a shift towards more environmentally 
friendly modes. Other Members put more emphasis 
on the important role of transport for economic 
prosperity, territorial cohesion and regional 
development. Several Members believed that safety 
should feature prominently in the report. Finally, a 
majority of Members appeared to be open to the 
Rapporteur's ideas of setting up a transport fund 
and a EU agency for road transport. 

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 15 March 

2010
 Adoption in TRAN: April 2010
 Adoption in plenary: June 2010.

Draft opinion  

Baltic Sea Region
Rapporteur: Mr Werner Kuhn (EPP, DE)
Opinion to REGI Committee

The Rapporteur set out the key points in his draft 
opinion, highlighting the importance of integrating 
the Baltic Sea region more closely into the TEN-T 
priority axes and improving connections between 
harbours and inland regions. He also noted the need 
to promote clean shipping and maritime safety, 
including with a view to enhancing the region’s 
tourism industry. More generally, he pointed out the 
interaction between improved transport links and 
growth of tourism a s  well a s  the potential for 
developing themes such as water-sports or 
landscape tourism.

The Members who took part in the discussion 
broadly endorsed the rapporteur’s approach, 
supporting, in particular, the importance of safe, 
clean shipping and the need to improve links to the 
Baltic States. Some suggested more attention 
should be given to relations with Russia or to the 
funding difficulties with regard to certain TEN-T 
projects. 

Timetable foreseen:
 Adoption in TRAN: March 2010
 Adoption in REGI: April 2010.

Consideration of amendments

Aviation security charges
Rapporteur: Mr Jörg Leichtfried (S&D, AT)
Ordinary legislative procedure, first 
reading

The Commission proposal seeks to establish a 
number of basic principles to be respected when 

determining security charges. These are: non-
discrimination, consultation and remedy, 
transparency and cost-relatedness of security 
charges and the establishment of a supervisory 
authority.

The discussion on the 80 amendments was relatively 
consensual. There was broad support for the 
Commission proposal but a high level of concern
that the proposal falls short on financing
aspects. The key amendments on the provision of 
public financing of more stringent security measures 
were broadly supported in Committee.  

The major remaining point of disagreement is the 
scope of the Directive: should all commercial 
airports be included or should the Directive be 
limited for airports with 5 million passenger
movements per year and the most important airport
per Member State, as foreseen in Directive 2009/13 
on airport charges. 

Timetable foreseen:
 Adoption in TRAN: 1 March 2010
 Adoption in plenary: April 2010.

Exchange of views 

Implementation railway package

The Chairman introduced the debate by recalling the 
Coordinators' invitation in January to the 
Commission for a debate on the First Railway 
Package, following the publication of the second 
report on monitoring the development of the rail 
market (RMMS). Mr Simpson also recalled the 
transmission of reasoned opinions by the European 
Commission in October 2009 concerning 
infringements of the First Railway Package by 21 
Member States. 

Mr Grillo Pasquarelli (DG MOVE) recalled the railway 
sector's institutional and economic context since the 
adoption of the First Railway Package: the second 
RMMS report underlines the development of the 
railway sector in terms of market share, however 
there are differences between Member States. The 
sector faces two important problems:
- the financial architecture of the sector, 
infrastructure is a natural monopoly in each country 
under the control of public authorities. Mr Pasquarelli 
underlined the lack of investment in general in the 
European Union and the great diversity of 
infrastructure charging between Member States. 
- The ongoing existence of economic and technical 
barriers between Member States: the European 
Commission underlined its disappointment
concerning the market conditions which were less 
satisfactory than expected, with, for example, a lack 
of authority and independence for regulatory bodies.   

The Commission sent official notifications to 24 
Member States in 2008 regarding the failed 
implementation of the Package. These letters were
followed in 2009 by reasoned opinions to 21 Member 
States. Three important issues have emerged from 
recent discussions with Member States:
- The level of infrastructure charging, which varies 
considerably in Europe.  
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- The independence of infrastructure managers: the 
authorities in charge of the allocation of train paths 
and of infrastructure charging are not sufficiently 
independent from the historical railway 
undertakings. 
- The lack of power and resources of regulatory 
bodies.

This year, the Commission will propose a recast of 
the First Railway Package, which has already been 
modified several times. This recast will be the 
occasion to deal with crucial issues such as 
infrastructure charging, access to infrastructure and 
services linked to infrastructure, and the 
empowerment of independent regulators. 

Members reacted unanimously in expressing their 
frustration with regard to the lack of implementation 
by Member States in a sector which is still perceived 
as having strong national control. A majority of 
Members concentrated their questions on the 
benefits expected through further liberalisation in 
this sector: they considered that the results in terms 
of market share did not seem convincing because 
the rail market share had stabilised but did not 
increase substantially. They also considered that 
further progress had to be made on investment in 
infrastructure, interoperability and security, as the 
recent accidents in Italy and Belgium demonstrated. 
Furthermore, the European Union should be careful 
before launching further liberalisation, especially on 
national passenger traffic and the lack of 
implementation by Member States should be a cause 
for concern.  Moreover, Members underlined that 
passenger transport also rose in countries where the 
market was not liberalised.

TRAN Committee meeting 1
March, Brussels

Provisional agenda:

Monday, 01 March 2010, afternoon 

 Railway network for competitive freight/ 
Marinescu

 Aviation security charges/ Leichtfried
 Accidents and incidents in civil aviation/ de 

Veyrac
 International air agreements

TRAN Committee meetings 2010, 
Brussels

Monday, 22 March, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 23 March, 9.00-12.30

Tuesday, 27 April, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 28 April, 9.00-12.30
Wednesday, 28 April, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 3 May, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 4 May, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 4 May, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 31 May, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 1 June, 9.00-12.30

Tuesday, 1 June, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday 2 June, 9.00-12.30

Monday, 21 June, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 22 June, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 22 June, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 22 June, 9.00-12.30

Monday, 12 July, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 13 July, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 13 July, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 14 July, 9.00-12.30

Thursday, 2 September, 9.00-12.30

Monday, 27 September, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 28 September, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 28 September, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 29 September, 9.00-12.30

Tuesday, 26 October, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 26 October, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 27 October, 9.00-12.30
Wednesday, 27 October, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 8 November, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 9 November, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 9 November, 15.00-18.30

Tuesday, 30 November, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 1 December, 9.00-12.30
Wednesday, 1 December, 15.00-18.30
Thursday, 2 December, 9.00-12.30
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