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TRAN Committee meeting
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Adoption of draft report

Integrated maritime policy
Rapporteur: Ms Gesine Meissner (ALDE, 
DE)
Own-initiative report

The discussion on the 104 amendments to the draft 
report and the two opinions (from the Fisheries 
Committee and the Regional Development
Committee) focused mainly on the outstanding 
controversial points namely the new limits for SO2

levels in shipping fuels in the English Channel, North 
Sea and Baltic Sea and their impact on the maritime 
transport sector. A majority of Members supported a 
compromise text stating that the application of the 
new limits should not distort competition and that 
uniform rules, covering the whole EU, would be 
preferable.  In any circumstances a modal-shift from 
sea to road transport should be avoided. The other 
critical point was on the introduction of the 
Emissions Trading System in the maritime transport 
sector. In its report, the Committee decided not to 
mention this option explicitly.

Overall the debate was consensual; all other critical 
points had already been resolved with the 
introduction of compromise amendments. This 
consensus was maintained during the vote. The 
Rapporteur’s line was, to a large extent, followed: a 
positive assessment of the new integrated maritime 
policy, in favour of more maritime surveillance 
coordination with the help of EMSA and an
appropriate level of funding.

Timetable foreseen:
 Adoption in plenary: October 2010.

Presentation of draft report

European Statistics on Tourism
Rapporteur: Mr Brian Simpson (S&D, UK)
Ordinary legislative procedure, first
reading

The Rapporteur presented his draft report on a 
Commission proposal to revise the existing legal 
framework on the collection of statistical data on 
tourism in the EU. The proposal aims to improve the 
timeliness, comparability and completeness of the 
statistics, as well a s  the efficiency of the data 
processing. 

Brian Simpson indicated that he supports the aim of 
the proposed Regulation,  as he considers that 
decision-makers at all levels need complete, 
relevant and comparable data as a basis for 
implementing successful tourism policies, including 
measures taken within the new framework for 
European tourism policy outlined in a recent 
Commission Communication.

Nevertheless, he had two major concerns with the 
Commission proposal. Firstly, it would allow the 
Commission to amend essential elements of the 
Regulation such as the definitions, the subjects 
covered and the characteristics of the required 
information by way of delegated acts. He argued
that these should be subject to the ordinary 
legislative procedure and therefore suggested a 
series of amendments limiting the delegation of 
powers to the Commission. 

Secondly, the proposal does not provide for the 
introduction of Tourism Satellite Accounts (TSAs), 
wh i ch  integrate tourism statistics and socio-
economic indicators, thus showing the effects of 
tourism on jobs and the economy. The Rapporteur 
therefore suggested including a provision requiring 
Member States to carry out pilot studies on TSAs
wh ich  would have to be evaluated by the 
Commission and, if necessary, followed up by a 
legislative proposal to introduce TSAs on a 
mandatory basis.

During the discussion, other Members widely 
supported the Rapporteur's approach. Some 
suggested additional variables to be included, such 
as cycling tourism or tourists' expenditure on food. 
The Rapporteur announced his intention to further 
consult shadows and subsequently meet the Council 
Presidency in order to explore possibilities for 
reaching an early agreement.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 4 October 2010
 Adoption in TRAN: 27 October 2010
 Adoption in plenary: November 2010.

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/meetdocs/2009_2014/organes/tran/tran_7leg_meetinglist.htm
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/homeCom.do?/language=EN&body=TRAN
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/activities/committees/usefulLinksCom.do;jsessionid=07BE378ED0A209D67A6354F8A169E550.node2?language=EN&body=TRAN
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Civil aviation safety agreement Canada 
Rapporteur: Ms Silvia-Adriana Ţicău 
(S&D, RO)
Ordinary legislative procedure, first 
reading

The Rapporteur welcomed the agreement which 
would promote mutual recognition, reduce the 
number of duplicate tests and so save substantial 
sums for industry in both the EU and Canada, whilst 
contributing to enhanced safety standards. It was 
important to remember that EU-Canada trade in 
aircraft, spacecraft and parts was worth more than 
€49 billion in 2008. Other Members all endorsed the 
Rapporteur’s conclusion that consent should be 
granted, noting in particular that only six Member 
States currently have bilateral agreements with 
Canada covering product safety whereas this 
agreement would apply to all 27.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 4 October 2010
 Adoption in TRAN: 26-27 October 2010
 Adoption in plenary: November 2010.

Presentation of draft opinion

Competition policy 2009
Rapporteur: Mr Michael Cramer 
(Greens/EFA, DE)
Opinion to ECON Committee

The Rapporteur presented his draft opinion 
underlining the principle of fair competition between 
different modes of transport, especially when it 
comes to taxation, infrastructure charging and 
respecting social and environmental rules. He also 
touched upon the issue of efficient enforcement of 
state aid rules in the air transport sector. It was 
stressed that compensatory schemes for delays 
should be fair and equal across all transport modes. 
Lastly, the Rapporteur underlined the need to limit 
the market share of maritime consortia of container 
lines.

In principle, Members were supportive of the draft 
opinion. Some called for postal services to be 
included in the opinion while others highlighted the 
difference between the regulatory framework and 
passenger rights on the one side and state aid and 
other competition rules on the other and questioned 
whether an opinion on competition policy was the 
right place to address regulatory issues and 
passenger rights.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 6 October 2010
 Adoption in TRAN: 9 November 2010
 Adoption in ECON: 30 November 2010.

Exchange of views

Action plan on global navigation satellite 
system (GNSS) applications
Rapporteur: Ms Silvia-Adriana Ţicău 
(S&D, RO)
Own-initiative report

The Rapporteur referred to the Commission 
Communication which highlighted the need to 
ensure the development and implementation of 
GNSS applications to allow the European Union to 
draw full advantage from the economic benefits they 
offered. Mrs Ţicău focused on those many 
applications which are available in the transport 
domain. Europe had to retain an internationally 
competitive position in this area. Research funds for 
GNSS would have to be supplemented to attain this 
objective.

In the ensuing debate, Members referred to the 
need to develop stakeholder confidence in GNSS so 
that the threshold for widespread commercial 
application could be reached, and the importance of 
Parliament's objectives being met in this area.

The Committee plans to hold a hearing on this topic 
during its December meeting.

Timetable foreseen:
 Hearing: 1/2 December 2010.

with the Commission on the recast of first 
railway package 

Mr Ruete, Director General of DG MOVE, presented 
the Commission’s proposed recasting of the first 
railway package to the Committee. He began with a 
summary of the situation in the rail sector since 
2000, recalling the trends in terms of rail freight’s 
market share, which had stabilised in the last 
decade. He also presented the market share of non-
incumbent operators in different Member States, 
which varied greatly.

Mr Ruete argued that the first railway package had 
not been sufficiently implemented. This was 
underlined by a recent Parliamentary resolution of 
and had led to 13 Member States being taken to the 
Court of Justice in July 2010 (the situation in 9 
further countries is still being analysed by the 
Commission). 

The recast is meant to simplify and clarify current 
texts by merging three Directives into one. It also
seeks to address three main difficulties which have 
come to light since its adoption: 

 Problems with market access: according to Mr
Ruete, firms still find it difficult accessing rail 
markets. This concerns both new operators and 
incumbent operators seeking to enter into 
foreign markets. A lack of access to rail services 
such a s  freight terminals, discriminatory 
behaviour and a lack of transparency hinder the 
opening of national markets. The recast includes 
measures intended to address these problems. 

 Regulatory bodies’ lack of power: many national 
regulatory bodies suffer from limited 
investigative powers, are understaffed and lack 
independence from the national administration 
and/or the incumbent operator.

 Difficulties with the financial architecture: 
Member States’ charging systems diverge 
greatly. The Commission proposes several 
changes concerning the internalisation of noise 
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costs, the linking of funding and performance, 
the information and data to be provided by 
Member States and financial support for 
implementing the ERTMS system.

Mr Ruete concluded by mentioning issues with the 
Commission preferred not to deal with at this stage:

 The opening of domestic markets: the 
Commission wants to go further on this issue in 
the near future, but first aims to conclude some 
necessary studies with a view to a legislative 
initiative in 2012.

 The independence of infrastructure managers: 
the Commission prefers to wait for the results of 
the infringement procedure and to avoid a 
legislative battle on this issue.

 The powers of the European Rail Agency (ERA): 
a separate proposal will come, possibly in 2011.

A significant number of intervening Members 
underlined that this new proposal was essential. 
Several Members emphasised the need to control 
the implementation of the Directives, especially the 
interoperability aspects, as these often represent an 
excuse for national rail operators not to open their 
network. The ERA should have a bigger role to play 
here and see its powers increased. 

The lack of financing represents another major issue 
for Members as it blocks any real implementation of 
the provisions: further efforts should be made at 
European and national levels. According to several 
Members, the diverging interpretations of certain 
provisions of the text, for example complete 
unbundling between infrastructure managers and 
railway undertakings, should be addressed. Some 
Members want to go further than the Commission's 
proposal, for example in terms of unbundling or the
European coordination of regulatory control, while 
others criticised the potential cost and bureaucratic 
burden that will be created by the recast.

with Commission on financing of TEN-T 
projects

As the TRAN Committee had decided to closely 
follow the consultation process in view of the 
forthcoming revision of the TEN-T guidelines, it 
decided to invite the responsible Director, Jean-Eric 
Paquet, for a debriefing on the state of play in the 
consultation process and the outcome of the expert 
group on financing TEN-T projects.

Mr Paquet presented the results of the final report of 
this expert group, w h i c h  elaborated 40 
recommendations based on future financing needs. 
It proposes different options regarding how to:

 improve project definition and project 
preparation, 

 improve efficiency in the implementation 
process, 

 better exploit user-fee collection schemes  and 
earmarking,

 have a more consistent EU Funding Framework,
 better target the Public-Private Partnership 

market, and
 use EU bonds or project bonds.

Members of TRAN debated these findings in the 
context of the upcoming revision of the TEN-T
programme and the next financial perspective. Most 
speakers agreed that, in line with the Europe 2020 
Strategy and in particular its ''resource efficient 
Europe'' flagship initiative, the Commission should 
regard infrastructure investments, in particular 
transport infrastructure, as a political priority to exit 
the crisis and ensure growth for Europe. This priority 
should be reflected in the post-2014 Multi-annual 
Financial Framework. Furthermore, different 
Members felt that there was a need to improve 
coordination of the existing funding and financing 
options and to concentrate on those projects with a 
clear EU Added Value.

with the FAB Coordinator on the Single 
European Sky

Mr Georg Jarzembowski, a former Member of the 
Committee,  ha s  been appointed coordinator for 
Functional Airspace Blocks (FABs) in accordance with 
the provisions of Regulation 1070/2009 on the 
European Aviation System.

This Regulation sets a target of December 2012 for 
the creation of FABs in European airspace, to make 
use of airspace more efficient and safer. Primary 
responsibility for the creation of FABs rests with the 
Member States. The coordinator's role is to facilitate 
their creation and to seek to resolve inter-State 
difficulties when invited to do so by those Member 
States involved.

Mr Jarzembowski took up his position in August and 
this was his first appearance before the Committee. 
He outlined his responsibilities and his intention to 
develop indicators against which progress could be 
measured. He would visit the relevant national 
authorities to establish a view on the current 
situation and circulated a report which briefly 
described how things stood. Of the nine FABs that 
have been identified,  only two have been 
established.

A wide ranging discussion followed, during which 
Members posed questions to the coordinator. 
Concerns were expressed on slow progress to date, 
including on the SESAR (Single European Sky Air 
Traffic Monitoring) project, civil/military cooperation, 
the employment impact of the creation of FABs and 
whether the simple declaration that a FAB existed 
really denoted progress.

Mr Jarzembowski stressed that his first task was to 
gather information to assess the present situation. 
SESAR, though important, was not a necessary 
condition for FABs. Indicators could be developed to 
measure the depth of integration any FAB had 
achieved. His principle was to motivate and cajole 
and thereafter to report progress or lack of it to 
Parliament, Council and Commission. He stressed 
that the deadline for the creation of FABs was a legal 
obligation. Although the legislation was predicated 
on a "bottom up" approach which left the initiative 
with Member States, he believed that, with the 
Parliament's assistance, he could help achieve the 
deadline of December 2012.
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New report 
Report:

Directive of the European Parliament and of the 
Council establishing a Single European Railway Area;
Communication from the Commission concerning the 
development of a Single European Railway Area.

S&D

Adoptions in Plenary 
20-23 September 2010, 
Strasbourg

Investigation and prevention of accidents 
and incidents in civil aviation
Rapporteur: Ms Christine de Veyrac (EPP, 
FR)
Ordinary legislative procedure, first
reading

On 21 June 2010, the European Parliament adopted 
its position on the Regulation on the investigation 
and prevention of accidents and incidents in civil 
aviation. The text, which is the result of negotiations
with the Council,  was adopted as a first reading 
agreement by an overwhelming majority of 
Members. The overall aim of the Regulation is to 
ensure independent investigations and improve air 
safety. 

A European Network of Civil Aviation Safety 
Investigation Authorities will be set up to advise EU 
institutions, make Europe-wide air safety 
recommendations, promote best investigation 
practices and strengthen national safety 
investigation authorities. Each Member State must 
draw up a civil aviation accident emergency plan and 
ensure that all airlines based on its territory have a 
plan to assist victims of accidents and their relatives.

EU airlines, as well as non-EU airlines departing from 
EU airports, will be obliged to produce a list of all 
those on board an aircraft as soon as possible, and 
at the latest within two hours of the notification of 
the occurrence of an accident to the aircraft. Their 
names can only be made public after the families or 
close relatives of the passengers have been 
informed by the authorities and only if they do not 
object. Airlines will also be required to provide 
passengers with the means to indicate a contact 
person in case of an accident. By the end of 2011 
the Commission must draft an update of the air
safety occurrence reporting directive.

During the debate, Ms de Veyrac presented the 
agreement reached after difficult negotiations with 
Council and with the cooperation of the Shadow
Rapporteurs. She stressed the agreement will lead 
to concrete air safety progress, provide assistance, 
protection and psychological support to the victims 
and their families and foresees insurance 
requirements. She highlighted core elements of the 
agreement, including the independence of the 
accident investigation; the role of the European 
Aviation Safety Agency (EASA) as an adviser to the 
accident investigation in line with Annex 13 to the 

Chicago Convention (ICAO); the establishment of 
the Network without a legal personality but with 
specific functions; the establishment of advance 
arrangements for the coordination of the judicial 
investigation authorities with the accident 
investigation authorities; EASA access to the EU
occurrence reporting database enabling the analysis 
of the accidents and incidents and preventive action. 

Intervening Members supported the agreement and 
felt that it will enhance aviation safety and the 
capacity and the quality of accident investigations in 
the EU. 

The successful result of the negotiations was praised 
by the Commission, who stated that the biggest 
winner would the European passenger. The delicate 
and sensitive negotiations were felt to have led to a 
good and fair balance between the need for 
independent safety investigations and the 
requirements of judicial investigative authorities. 

The report was adopted by 604:11:26.

TRAN Committee meeting 27-28
September, Brussels

Provisional agenda:

Tuesday, 26 October 2010, afternoon

 European statistics on tourism/ Simpson
 Air services agreement West African Economic 

and Monetary Union/ Koch
 International air agreements under the Lisbon 

Treaty/ Simpson
 Exchange of views with Belgian Presidency

Wednesday, 27 October 2010, morning

 Civil aviation safety agreement/ Ţicău (vote)
 European statistics on tourism/ Simpson (vote)
 Exchange of views with TEN-T Coordinators

Wednesday, 27 October 2010, afternoon

 Presentation of mid-term review TEN-T by 
Commissioner Kallas

 Exchange of views with TEN-T Coordinators

TRAN Committee meetings 2010, 
Brussels

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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