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Adoption of draft report

Air transport agreement between EC and 
Brazil
Rapporteur: Ms Silvia-Adriana ȚICĂU 
(S&D, RO)
Consent procedure

The report, presented to the Committee on 1 
December 2010, was adopted unanimously. The 
main achievement of this "horizontal" air service 
agreement is the removal of nationality restrictions 
in the existing bilateral agreements between 
Member States and Brazil. This would benefit the 
whole EU airline industry.

The report was adopted by 38:0:0.

Timetable foreseen:
 Adoption in plenary: February 2011.

Adoption of draft opinions

Implementation of the Cohesion policy 
programmes 2007-2013
Rapporteur: Mr Jaromír KOHLÍČEK
(GUE/NGL, CZ)
Opinion to REGI Committee

The TRAN Committee sent a clear message to the 
leading REGI Committee by adopting Mr Kohlíček's
opinion on the implementation of the Cohesion 
policy programmes 2007-2013.

About 23.7% (€82 billion) of the Cohesion and 
Structural Funds allocation for 2007-2013 is 
intended for transport, but only half is spent on TEN-
T projects, while the other half should be invested in 
national, regional and local projects not indicated on 
the TEN-T maps. The opinion deplores the imbalance 
of the planned transport investments between 

different modes (road infrastructure €41 billion 
versus rail €23.6 billion and inland waterways €0.6 
billion), which is impeding the creation of 
sustainable intermodal European transport.

It also deplores the tendency to procrastinate in 
launching cross-border projects and railway projects 
in general. The opinion expresses concern about the 
lack of detailed information on the implementation 
of transport investments and about the delays which 
have occurred in the majority of TEN-T projects 
currently under way.

In view of the upcoming revision of the Cohesion 
policy, it therefore calls for European transport 
policy, in particular TEN-T, to be more fully taken 
into account. The need for efficient mobility, meeting 
the climate change challenges and the general 
internal market goals are fully compatible with the 
Cohesion objectives.

The opinion was adopted by 35:0:3.

Timetable foreseen:
 Adoption in REGI: February 2011.

Provisions for engines placed on the 
market under the flexibility scheme 
Rapporteur: Ms Olga SEHNALOVÁ (S&D, 
CZ)
Opinion to ENVI Committee

During the debate Members discussed the range of 
exemptions and derogations from the Directive. The 
technical specificity of the railway systems and 
locomotives in certain Members States was also 
highlighted.  

The Commission was  ready to be flexible on 
exemptions for replacement engines installed in 
locomotives and underlined that it would propose a 
solution in a separate review of the Directive. 
Regarding other exemptions and derogations, the 
Commission would prefer to introduce more criteria. 
It promised to work together with ENVI and the 
Council to find a suitable solution for the technical 
specificities in some Member States.

In the vote, the Committee refused the idea of
rejecting the Commission's proposal and supported a 
more flexible approach to exemptions and 
derogations. The deliberations will now continue in 
ENVI, which is the lead Committee for the proposal.

The opinion was adopted by 35:4:0.

Timetable foreseen:
 Adoption in ENVI: March 2011.

Policy challenges and budgetary 
resources for a sustainable EU after 2013
Rapporteur: Mr Brian SIMPSON (S&D, UK) 
Opinion to SURE Committee

The TRAN Committee adopted its opinion for the 
SURE Committee.  It  is vital that transport, which 
accounts for 4.6% of the European Union's GDP and 
which provides the framework for trade and 
commerce, is appropriately supported by future EU 
policies and programmes and that those policies are 

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
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properly reflected in the Financial Framework for the 
future. The Committee's opinion, takes a strategic 
approach and addresses structural investment 
needs, both from the point of view of budgetary 
requirements and of achieving European added 
value through improved coordination of funds and 
prioritisation. The opinion also emphasises the 
economic importance of tourism. The opinion will 
help the SURE Committee formulate its final report 
and resolution and ensure that longer-term and 
overarching priorities in the transport and tourism 
areas are given the prominence they merit.

The opinion was adopted by 36:0:3.

Timetable foreseen:
 Adoption in SURE:  May 2011.

Presentation of draft reports

Action plan on Global Navigation Satellite 
System (GNSS) applications 
Rapporteur: Ms Silvia-Adriana ȚICĂU 
(S&D, RO)
Own-initiative report

Ms Ţicău's report responds to a Commission 
communication on the Action Plan on Global 
Navigation Satellite Systems (GNSS). In fact 9 of 
the 24 actions identified in the plan relate directly to 
transport, which accounts for about 25% of usage of 
GNSS. In her report Ms Ţicău points out how central 
those applications are to traffic management in all
modes and in developing inter-modality and that 
their role will increase in importance in future.
Support for the development of the associated 
technology by European firms is also emphasised. 
Her approach was broadly supported in the debate 
on her draft report, during which reference to 
adequate infrastructure and operational expenditure 
was made. The Commission welcomed the report 
and the Committee's attention to this topic. 

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 8 February 2011
 Adoption in TRAN: March 2011
 Adoption in plenary: May 2011.

International air agreements under the 
Lisbon Treaty
Rapporteur: Mr Brian SIMPSON (S&D, UK)
Own-initiative report

The Rapporteur highlighted Parliament's enhanced 
role in approving these agreements. He 
recommended a series of criteria for assessing their 
content including balanced access to markets and 
investment opportunities as well as fair competition 
in terms of State subsidies, environmental and social 
standards. These issues needed to be followed 
during the negotiations rather than Parliament being 
left with a choice of accepting or rejecting the text 
after it had been finalised. Mr Simpson welcomed 
Commissioner Kallas' agreement that the 
Commission would provide documents and oral 
briefings on ongoing negotiations, with measures 
being taken to ensure an appropriate level of 
confidentiality.

Other Members broadly supported the Rapporteur's 
approach, while highlighting particular issues 
including passenger rights, standards for protection 
of personal data and social rights. The Commission 
representative endorsed the idea of a framework for 
evaluating individual agreements while noting that 
account had to be taken of the individual 
circumstances of each negotiating party. The 
Commission was ready to provide information on 
specific negotiations provided confidentiality was 
assured.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 8 February 2011
 Adoption in TRAN: March 2011
 Adoption in plenary: May 2011.

Air transport agreement between EC and 
Vietnam
Rapporteur: Mr Dominique RIQUET (EPP, 
FR)
Consent procedure

The Rapporteur pointed out that this agreement did 
not contain the usual provision on possible taxation 
of aviation fuel on flights within the EU operated by 
a third country carrier, as Vietnam was not prepared 
to accept it. Nevertheless, the benefits of the 
agreement for EU significantly outweighed the
absence of this missing provision on taxation. 

Mr Riquet therefore asked Members to support the 
conclusion of the agreement.  Shadow Rapporteurs 
also supported its conclusion.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 2 February 2011
 Adoption in TRAN: February 2011
 Adoption in plenary: March 2011.

Air transport agreement EC and USA
Rapporteur: Mr Artur ZASADA (EPP, PL) 
Consent procedure

While falling short of the objective of a single 
transatlantic market, this second-stage agreement 
contained some important advances and avoided the 
risk that the first-stage agreement could be 
suspended. Mr Zasada therefore recommended that 
Parliament grant its consent. Nevertheless he 
emphasised the continuing imbalance in favour of 
US firms with regard to ownership and control as 
well as the "Fly America" programme. He therefore 
urged the Commission to continue pressing for 
progress on these points and emphasised the 
importance of Parliament receiving timely 
information.

Other Members echoed this concern about the
unfavourable situation of EU firms whilst recognising 
that a suspension of the agreement would be highly 
disruptive. There was support for a Commission 
statement or a resolution on this issue and for 
greater Parliamentary involvement. The Commission 
representative accepted that the agreement could 
have been better, particularly with regard to 
ownership and control. However this required action 
by the US Congress. The new protocol achieved 
what was possible today; it was not clear that 
seeking a mandate for a third-stage agreement 
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would be productive. Parliament's contacts with 
Congress could contribute to addressing the 
obstacles.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 2 February 2011
 Adoption in TRAN: February 2011
 Adoption in plenary: March 2011.

Air transport agreement EC and Canada
Rapporteur: Ms Silvia-Adriana ȚICĂU 
(S&D, RO)
Consent procedure

Ms Ţicău welcomed this agreement which would 
allow EU airlines to operate direct flights to Canada 
from anywhere in Europe a s  well as enter 
commercial arrangements such as code-sharing. The 
agreement could accurately be described as  the 
most ambitious air transport agreement between the 
EU and a major partner. Along with all other 
Members who spoke, she supported granting 
Parliament's consent. 

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 2 February 2011
 Adoption in TRAN: February 2011
 Adoption in plenary: March 2011.

Civil aviation safety agreement with 
Brazil
Rapporteur: Ms Silvia-Adriana ȚICĂU 
(S&D, RO)
Consent procedure

The Rapporteur highlighted the main aspects and 
benefits of the agreement, which are mutual 
recognition of certificates on aeronautical products 
and mutual recognition of maintenance procedures. 
This would eliminate duplication and reduce costs 
paid by EU companies. 

During the debate, Members touched in particular on 
the issue of mutual acceptance of maintenance 
procedures. It was underlined that the EU can only 
recognise the Brazilian maintenance system if safety 
is guaranteed. The Commission explained that the 
European Aviation Safety Agency cooperates with 
the Brazilian authorities and conducts regular 
missions to verify the capability to ensure the 
oversight of maintenance organisations. Only if this
is demonstrated, would the EU recognise the 
Brazilian system. Some Members called for a rapid 
conclusion of the agreement

The Rapporteur and Shadow Rapporteurs expressed 
their support for the conclusion of the agreement.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 9 February 2011
 Adoption in TRAN: March 2011
 Adoption in plenary: May 2011.

Presentation of draft opinions

Discharge 2009 Agencies and SESAR
Rapporteur: Mr Giommaria UGGIAS
(ALDE, IT) 
Opinion to CONT Committee

Mr Uggias noted that, in each case, the Court of 
Auditors had found that the Agency's accounts were 
reliable and the underlying transactions legal and 
regular in all material respects. A number of specific 
weaknesses had been identified, particularly 
concerning financial planning and recruitment 
procedures. It was important that these problems be 
addressed so as to maintain public confidence in 
European Institutions, particularly at a time of 
austerity. He noted that, in some cases, the Court's 
criticisms repeated those of the previous year. 
However, considering the Court's Reports a s  a 
whole, he recommended that Parliament should 
grant discharge to each of the Executive Directors.

Other Members shared the Rapporteur's concerns. 
Some drew attention to the difficulties Agencies 
faced given the unpredictability of incidents and, in 
some cases, the variability of fee income. Others 
suggested that Agencies were prone to mission 
creep and that problems were recurrent. The 
Commission representative explained that measures 
were being taken to address the issue of financial 
planning and that staff selection was not easy given 
the scarcity of highly-qualified experts in the fields 
the Agencies required.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 1 February 2011
 Adoption in TRAN: March 2011
 Adoption in CONT: May 2011
 Adoption in plenary: May 2011.

Discharge 2009 Commission
Rapporteur: Mr Mathieu GROSCH (EPP, 
BE)
Opinion to CONT Committee

Mr Grosch highlighted the reallocation of funds away 
from the Marco Polo programme (promotion of 
alternatives to international road haulage), the need 
for closer coordination between regional and 
transport funding for Trans-European Networks 
(TEN-T) and the Court's special report on EU rail 
infrastructure. This highlighted the valuable 
contribution of the TEN-T Coordinators, whose role 
had always been supported by the TRAN Committee. 
Other Members endorsed these points while one 
noted that an error rate of between 2 and 5 percent 
still represented a large figure given the sums 
involved.

The Commission representative said that Marco Polo 
had been affected by the economic crisis and 
downturn in trade. In addition to ex ante and ex 
post controls, Commission staff were undertaking 
project visits and other measures with a view to 
bringing down the error rate.

Timetable foreseen:
 Deadline for amendments: 1 February 2011
 Adoption in TRAN: March 2011
 Adoption in CONT: May 2011
 Adoption in plenary: May 2011.
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State of play

Charging of heavy goods vehicles for the 
use of certain infrastructures 
(Eurovignette)
Rapporteur: Mr Saïd EL KHADRAOUI 
(S&D, BE)
Ordinary legislative procedure, second
reading

Mr El Khadraoui informed his colleagues about the 
progress made on this file, notably the political 
agreement reached on 15 October 2010 under the 
Belgian Presidency and the Hungarian Presidency's 
declared intention to treat the proposal as priority 
with the aim of a possible second reading 
agreement. If the common position is transmitted on 
16 February, as foreseen, the European Parliament 
will have to deliver its 2nd reading by the June 
plenary at the latest  

In his analysis of the Council position, which was 
reached under difficult circumstances after a 
standstill of almost two years, he seizes the 
opportunity for a second reading agreement, if the 
coming negotiation process successfully addressed 
issues including: revenue neutral infrastructure 
variation, earmarking, vehicle scope, incentives for 
fleet renewal, interoperability and reporting back 
mechanism.

The Shadows and most of the other speakers 
supported the Rapporteur's intention to seek a 
pragmatic approach with Council. Finally it was 
agreed that the Rapporteur and the Shadow 
Rapporteurs should work intensively together during 
the coming weeks to establish a common approach 
in view of the informal trilogues to be organised.

Exchange of views

with Mr Schouppe, State Secretary for 
Mobility, Belgian Presidency

Mr Schouppe recalled the Belgian Presidency's 
projects which he had outlined to the TRAN 
Committee on 13 July 2010 and which received a 
positive reception. Six months later, he could 
proudly report back. He stressed the legislative files 
where the Belgian Presidency had achieved a 
breakthrough after months sometimes even years of 
slow progress or none at all; this was in particular 
the case for the Eurovignette dossier and the one on 
cross-border enforcement of road safety 
infringements where the Belgian Presidency had 
found political agreements; for the latter by 
changing the legal base. 

The Presidency had also concluded - after tough 
negotiations with Parliament's delegation in 
conciliation - the bus and coach passenger rights file 
which he hoped the whole Parliament would endorse
in February.

Mr Schouppe stressed the importance of other files 
where the Belgian Presidency had given guidance for 
Council discussions, starting with the sustainable 
future of transport, the recast of the first railway 
package, the blue belt concept for maritime 
transport and strategic road safety goals. These 

discussions were often accompanied by conferences, 
workshops and other events in which Members had 
been invited to participate. The Minister was 
convinced that the ground had been laid for the 
successful continuation of these files under the 
Hungarian Presidency.

A large majority of Members concluded that the 
Belgian Presidency had been successful. Cooperation 
with the TRAN Committee was close and effective 
and results were achieved in three major and 
sensitive legislative files.

with Ms Weykmans, Minister of the 
German Speaking Community, Belgian 
Presidency, on tourism

The new EU tourism policy was the subject of an 
exchange of views with Ms Weykmans, who 
presented the initiatives undertaken in this area 
during the Belgian Presidency. 

The Minister recalled that, shortly before the Belgian 
Presidency took office, the Commission had 
published a Communication outlining a new EU 
policy framework for tourism. At the initiative of the 
Presidency, EU Ministers met on 12 October 2010 to 
discuss this new framework and subsequently 
adopted Council Conclusions, which broadly 
endorsed the objectives and measures proposed by 
the Commission. 

Furthermore, the Minister mentioned the annual 
European Tourism Forum, on 18 and 19 November 
2010 in Malta, which brought together 
representatives from the tourism industry, European 
Institutions and international organizations as well 
a s  national and regional authorities in order to 
discuss ways to strengthen Europe's role as  the 
leading tourist destination. The focus of this 
conference was  on the implementation of the 
measures foreseen in the Commission's
Communication. 

Members welcomed the Minister's intervention and 
acknowledged the commitment the Belgian 
Presidency had shown in this area. During the 
discussion, they referred to a variety of issues, such 
as the sector's importance for the European 
economy, the need to strengthen training and foster 
innovation, the promotion of cultural and sustainable 
tourism and the possibility of introducing common 
quality labels. 

Most importantly, Members stressed the need to 
provide adequate financing for this new policy area 
within the EU budget. In her closing remarks, the 
Minister agreed but stressed that existing financial 
instruments such as the structural funds or the ESF 
should be used for this purpose. The Minister 
concluded that the EU now has a good conceptual 
framework for tourism policy and that the emphasis 
in the years to come should be on the 
implementation of concrete actions. 

with Mr Völner, State Minister for 
Transport, Hungarian Presidency

The Hungarian Minister of State for transport, Mr Pál 
Völner, stressed the importance of a sustainable and 
integrated transport system for a strong Europe. 
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The ongoing work on the Eurovignette Directive, 
which the Minister hoped to conclude with a 
balanced second reading agreement, features high 
amongst the Hungarian Presidency's priorities. For 
the other 'big' dossier in the field of land transport, 
the recast of the first railway package, the 
Presidency is aiming at a general approach or, 
depending on progress, a political agreement in the 
June Council meeting.

Another priority field is the optimal use of inland 
waterways and their integration into the logistics 
network. To this end the Presidency will organise a 
high-level conference on Naiades, from 6-8 April, in 
order to discuss the principle of funding and the 
future of Naiades as well as a multi-annual action 
programme on the promotion of inland waterway 
transport. In this context, the Minister also 
mentioned the macro-region Danube Strategy which 
encompasses not only transport but also the 
integration of regions and their economic, ecological 
and social development.

Another area of major activity will be the further 
implementation of the Single European Sky II and of 
Air Traffic Management - accompanied by a ATM 
Conference on 3-4 March in Budapest - and the 
preparation of the legislative proposal on the revised 
TEN-T guidelines. The Informal Council on 7-8 
February near Budapest is dedicated to this. Social 
and economic cohesion and a true European 
transport market can only be achieved when the 
missing links are completed and all elements of the 
TEN-T network are integrated and interconnected.

Deploring the delayed adoption of the White Paper 
on the future transport policy by the Commission, Mr 
Völner showed his commitment to launch a policy 
debate, including at the Ministerial Council in June.

Members reacted with a wide range of questions and 
comments focusing mainly on Eurovignette, the first 
railway package, the financing of TEN-T, inland 
waterways and aviation security and the Single 
European Sky; they assured him of their willingness 
to ensure good and efficient cooperation.

Single European Railway area
Rapporteur: Ms Debora SERRACCHIANI
(S&D, IT)
Ordinary legislative procedure, first 
reading

The Parliament has now taken up its work on the 
Commission proposal to recast the first railway 
package establishing a European railway area with 
the aim of improving rail transport in Europe and 
strengthening its position vis-à-vis other transport 
modes. The effects of the last weeks' harsh winter
were felt in many Member States, revealing a 
number of shortcomings in the rail sector that 
cannot be attributed only to the bad weather. The 
fragile condition of infrastructure owing to 
underinvestment and the cancellation of services 
due to lack of personnel or rolling stock raise the 
general question of the current state of European 
rail transport. Revised European legislation might 
provide support for the sector.

The Rapporteur presented her overall approach in a 
working document. In her view, Parliament's work 
needed to address the following elements:

1. The reinforcement of national regulatory bodies 
and the setting-up of a European regulator;

2. Strengthening financial investments in the rail 
sector, in particular in rail infrastructure;

3. The internalisation of external costs caused by 
noise and other negative effects in line with the 
Eurovignette proposal for road transport and the 
financial discount as an incentive for using ERTMS 
equipment;

4. Unbundling in the area of rail-related services and 
open access to these services, i.e. the separation of 
a service facility manager from an incumbent 
transport operator. 

5. The more important unbundling between the 
infrastructure manager and service operator.

Ms Serracchiani deplored that this had not been 
inserted in the Commission's original proposal. She 
considered the resolution adopted by Parliament in 
June 2010 on the implementation of the first railway 
package a s  a political mandate to pursue this 
objective. The package's limited impact was largely 
attributed to the restricted independence of 
infrastructure managers from the incumbent service 
operators; and

6. The rapporteur criticised the Commission's 
exaggerated use of delegated acts to modify the 
content of the annexes.

During the ensuing debate a broad consensus 
emerged on the need to boost rail by means of 
improved European legislation, in particular through 
a greater opening of markets. Members agreed that 
implementation of the first railway package was 
incomplete and insufficiently enforced by Member 
States, a s  demonstrated by the numerous 
infringement procedures. 

An effective regulatory oversight for the sector was 
seen by most Members as an essential condition to 
mend the situation of European rail transport. In 
many Member States the regulatory body is still 
underequipped and not fully independent and 
therefore not up to the task of ensuring a 
competitive environment in the sector. Therefore 
Members generally supported the strengthening of 
national regulatory bodies but also the creation of a
European regulator that would enhance cooperation 
and conflict resolution.  

Improving access to rail-related services was 
considered by most Members as another crucial 
precondition to further open up the rail market. Easy 
access to facilities for all rail transport operators, 
even to those owned by the incumbent service 
provider, would certainly help smaller companies to 
offer their services on the network.  

There was equally consensus that a lack of 
infrastructure investment was  holding back the 
railways' development. The Commission proposed 
that Member States should commit themselves to 
medium-term financing goals by signing up to five-
year rail infrastructure development strategies. But 
Members' views on the effectiveness of this measure 
diverged as Member States' difficult economic 
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situation could hinder further investment in rail 
infrastructure. 

The internalisation of external costs such as noise 
and the promotional discount for the use of the 
ERTMS system also provoked rather mixed reactions 
among TRAN Committee Members. Many stressed 
rail transport's disadvantaged situation relative to 
road and argued that additional costs would further 
weaken its position while the financing of such costs 
was not ensured. Others considered noise to be a 
major problem that should be addressed. 

However, the issue provoking the most debate was 
the question of separation of the infrastructure 
manager from transport operators. Although there 
was a large consensus on the final objective of 
opening markets to achieve better services for 
custome r s ,  several Members considered total 
unbundling unnecessary to reach this goal and 
thought it should not distract attention from other 
more relevant issues. Others argued that, in order to 
avoid constant revision of legislation, Parliament 
should show courage now and be consistent with its 
resolution of June 2010 asking for unbundling.

The Commission stressed that its approach to the 
recast was to ensure the best possible operation of 
rail transport without a complete overhaul of the 
system. It is currently waiting for the European 
Court of Justice to decide on the pending 
infringement cases and will then move on to 
present, probably in 2012, fresh proposals including 
on the setting-up of a European regulatory body and 
on opening national passenger markets. 

Although the question of delegated acts was not 
discussed in depth by Members, it became clear that 
Parliament will carefully assess these provisions to 
make sure that all relevant aspects are dealt with by 
the legislator. The Commission considered an 
intention to limit its power as a step back, because,
in its view, the Annexes only contain technical 
provisions whose implementation requires a certain 
degree of flexibility. 

Timetable foreseen:
 Presentation of draft report: March 2011
 Adoption in TRAN: May 2011
 Adoption in plenary: July 2011.

New report

Reports:

Proposal for a Council decision on the conclusion of 
the agreement on certain aspects of air services 
between the European Union and the Kingdom of 
Saudi Arabia
The Chair or a Vice-Chair will take over the report.

TRAN Committee meeting
14 February, Strasbourg and 28 
February, Brussels

Provisional agenda:

Monday, 14 February 2011, evening

 Exchange of views with Commission: TEN-T, 
aviation security and work programme 2011

 Engine provisions for tractors / Sehnalová

Monday, 28 February, afternoon

 Air transport agreement EC and USA / Zasada 
(vote)

 Air transport agreement EC and Canada/ Țicău 
(vote)

 Air transport agreement EC and Vietnam/ 
Riquet (vote)

 Discharge 2009 Agencies and SESAR / Uggias 
(vote)

 Discharge 2009 Commission / Grosch (vote)
 Tourism in Europe / Fidanza 
 European statistics on tourism / Simpson
 Road Safety / Koch 

TRAN Committee meetings 2011, 
Brussels

Monday, 14 March, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 15 March, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 15 March, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 16 March, 9.00-12.30
Wednesday, 16 March, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 11 April, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 12 April, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 12 April, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 13 April, 9.00-12.30

Monday, 23 May, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 24 May, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 24 May, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 25 May, 9.00-12.30
Wednesday, 25 May, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 20 June, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 21 June, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 21 June, 15.00-18.30
Monday, 11 July, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 12 July, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 12 July, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 13 July, 9.00-12.30
Wednesday, 13 July, 15.00-18.30

Tuesday, 30 August, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 30 August, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 31 August, 9.00-12.30
Wednesday, 31 August, 15.00-18.30

Thursday, 8 September, 9.00-12.30

Monday, 10 October, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 11 October, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 11 October, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 21 November, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 22 November, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 22 November, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 23 November, 9.00-12.30
Wednesday, 23 November, 15.00-18.30

Monday, 19 December, 15.00-18.30
Tuesday, 20 December, 9.00-12.30
Tuesday, 20 December, 15.00-18.30
Wednesday, 21 December, 9.00-12.30
Wednesday, 21 December, 15.00-18.30
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