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Amendment 16

Reinhard Bütikofer on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Proposal for a decision
Recital 3 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(3) The Council has stated on several 
occasions that the system resulting from 
the Galileo programme is a civilian system 
under civilian control, that is, it was 
created in accordance with civilian 
standards based on civilian requirements 
and under the control of the European 
Union institutions.

(3) The Council has stated on several 
occasions that the system resulting from 
the Galileo programme is a civilian system 
under civilian control, that is, it was 
created in accordance with civilian 
standards based on civilian requirements 
and under the control of the European 
Union institutions. Is concerned about the 
fact that the European Commission now 
indicates that the defence sector will be 
the sector using by far the most volume of 
PRS receivers and that, except for the 
United Kingdom and Germany, all 
member states plan PRS applications 
within their national defence sector; 
regrets the fact that the dominance of the 
military use of PRS has been denied by 
both Council and Commission for many 
years but now seems to become reality.

Or. en

Justification

Since the late 90ies the European Commission communicated to the Council, European 
Parliament and the wider public, that Galileo and its different services is designed for purely 
civilian use. In its 2000 Communication the Commission stated that “Galileo is a non-
military programme. Its coverage is global and it provides three services” (page 40). Also in 
the context of Public Regulated Services the 2000 Commission Communication remained 
silent: “Of particular concern are applications intended for air and sea navigation, the 
management and regulation of road and rail traffic, the emergency services, road tolls, 
controlled access to towns and cities, transport of dangerous substances, carriage and 
monitoring of dangerous persons, humanitarian operations and, lastly, the registration of 
black boxes” (page 13).In 2011, the Commission continued to promote the idea that Galileo 
is designed for “civil use” (page 2). But from Commission document COM(2010) 550 final 
and the charts on pages 6 and 7 it now becomes clear that military use is the dominant 
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element within PRS and that, with the exception of two member states all European nations 
seek to use PRS for defence and by far the most PRS receivers will be purchased by member 
states' armed forces.

Amendment 17
Sabine Lösing

Proposal for a decision
Recital 3 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(3) The Council has stated on several 
occasions that the system resulting from 
the Galileo programme is a civilian system 
under civilian control, that is, it was 
created in accordance with civilian 
standards based on civilian requirements 
and under the control of the European 
Union institutions.

(3) The Council has stated on several 
occasions that the system resulting from 
the Galileo programme is a civilian system 
under civilian control, that is, it was 
created in accordance with civilian 
standards based on civilian requirements 
and under the control of the European 
Union institutions, therefore the Galileo -
System and in particular the PRS must 
not be used for military purposes, in 
particular not for ESDP missions and 
operations.

Or. en

Justification

This amendment underlines the civil character of the Galileo System and excludes the military 
use of Galileo/ the PRS.

Amendment 18

Reinhard Bütikofer on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Proposal for a decision
Recital 3 b (new) 
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Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(3 b) It is important to note that the 
services offered by PRS might play an 
important role for different weapon 
systems, especially when it comes to 
navigation and guidance and it is 
therefore important that the European 
Commission, the Council, the European 
External Action Service and EU member 
states act in accordance with the 1967 
Outer Space Treaty and that EU member 
states and the European External Action 
Service increase their efforts regarding 
the possible revision of the international
legal framework or, alternatively, 
regarding a new treaty which takes into 
account the technological progress since 
the 1960s and effectively prevents an arms 
race outer space.

Or. en

Justification

Considering  that PRS will mainly be used by member states' armed forces as stated in 
COM(2010) 550 final pages 6 and 7, PRS and the Galileo program need to be put in the 
perspective of the 1967 Outer Space Treaty as satellites and receivers may play a part in 
complex weapons systems. The EU should not follow the examples of the USA, Russia and 
China, all of which possess satellite based weapons systems or are in the process of creating 
such capabilities and contribute to an arms race in the outer space, which is not in 
accordance with the spirit of the 1967 Treaty. Moreover, the EU should play a part in the 
creation of an international legal instrument that addresses current technical developments 
and prevents the further militarisation of space.

Amendment 19

Reinhard Bütikofer on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Proposal for a decision
Recital 4 
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Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(4) Of the various services offered by 
European satellite navigation systems, the 
PRS is both the most secure and the most 
sensitive. It must ensure service continuity 
for its participants, even in the most serious 
crisis situations. The consequences of 
infringing the security rules when using 
this service are not restricted to the user 
concerned, but could potentially extend to 
other users. Use and management of the 
PRS is therefore the joint responsibility of 
Member States in order to protect the 
security of the European Union and their 
own security. Consequently, access to the 
PRS must be strictly limited to certain 
categories of user which are subject to 
continuous monitoring.

(4) Of the various services offered by 
European satellite navigation systems, the 
PRS is both the most secure and the most 
sensitive. It must ensure service continuity 
for its participants, even in the most serious 
crisis situations. This is only possible if 
one can technically prevent that no major 
players in the field of space and 
navigation like the United States of 
America or the People's Republic of 
China are able to modify, disrupt or even 
destroy Galileo or its components. The 
consequences of infringing the security 
rules when using this service are not 
restricted to the user concerned, but could 
potentially extend to other users. Use and 
management of the PRS is therefore the 
joint responsibility of Member States in 
order to protect the security of the 
European Union and their own security. 
Consequently, access to the PRS must be 
strictly limited to certain categories of user 
which are subject to continuous 
monitoring.

Or. en

Justification

It is highly questionable if the EU has the political and technical ability to ensure “service 
continuity” in any crisis situation because it is well known that at least the US has the 
capability to severely block the signals of the EU system.

Amendment 20
Petru Constantin Luhan

Proposal for a decision
Recital 8 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(8) Generally speaking, the European (8) Generally speaking, the European 
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Union and the Member States must do their 
utmost to ensure that both the system 
derived from the Galileo programme and 
PRS technologies and equipment are safe 
and secure, to prevent signals emitted for 
the PRS from being used by non-
authorised natural or legal persons, and to 
prevent any hostile use of the PRS against 
them.

Union and the Member States must do their 
utmost to ensure that both the system 
derived from the Galileo programme and 
PRS technologies and equipment are safe 
and secure, to prevent signals emitted for 
the PRS from being used by non-
authorised natural or legal persons, and to 
prevent any hostile use of the PRS against 
them. A European monitoring system 
should therefore be introduced.

Or. ro

Amendment 21
Maria Eleni Koppa, Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Recital 9 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(9) It is important in this connection that 
the Member States determine the system 
of penalties applicable in the event of non-
compliance with the obligations stemming 
from this Decision, and that they ensure 
that those penalties are applied. The
penalties must be effective, proportionate 
and dissuasive.

(9) It is important in this connection that 
the Commission determines the system of 
administrative measures applicable in the 
event of non-compliance with the 
obligations stemming from this Decision, 
while the member states shall determine 
what penalties are applicable when 
national provisions enacted pursuant to
this Decision are infringed. The member 
states ensure that those penalties and 
administrative measures are applied. In all 
cases, the administrative measures and 
the penalties must be effective, 
proportionate and dissuasive. When 
administrative measures or penalties are 
imposed, the right of appeal for the 
accused individual or entity should be 
guaranteed.

Or. en

Amendment 22
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Reinhard Bütikofer on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Proposal for a decision
Recital 12 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(12) The Council is also called upon to 
play a role in managing the PRS, both 
through the application of Council Joint 
Action 2004/552/CFSP of 12 July 2004 on 
aspects of the operation of the European 
satellite radio-navigation system affecting 
the security of the European Union8 , and 
through the approval of international 
agreements authorising a non-member 
country or an international organisation to 
use the PRS.

(12) The Council is also called upon to 
play a role in managing the PRS, both 
through the application of Council Joint 
Action 2004/552/CFSP of 12 July 2004 on 
aspects of the operation of the European 
satellite radio-navigation system affecting 
the security of the European Union8 , and 
through the approval of international 
agreements authorising a non-member 
country or an international organisation to 
use the PRS. It must be noted that the 
security governance remains unclear in 
the event of an immediate attack by a 
hostile state or non state actor against the 
European Union, its member states or 
partner countries using PRS or other 
Galileo services. Joint Action 
2004/552/CFSP needs to be modified in 
order to be more detailed on the question 
whether the High Representative for 
Foreign Affairs and Security Policy/Vice-
President of the Commission has the right 
to disrupt or significantly modify the 
service without further consultation in the 
event of an immediate threat.

Or. en

Justification

The decision-making procedures laid down in Joint Action 2004/552/CFSP are not 
appropriate for a situation which requires immediate action. Immediate action could be 
required in case a hostile state or non-state actor uses a stolen receiver for route guidance of 
a missile carrying WMD or at least a so called ‘dirty bomb’.
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Amendment 23
Anneli Jäätteenmäki

Proposal for a decision
Recital 13 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(13) With regard to receiver manufacture 
and security, security requirements make it 
necessary for this task to be entrusted only 
to a Member State which has access to the
PRS or to undertakings established on the 
territory of a Member State which has 
access to the PRS. Furthermore, the 
receiver manufacturer must have been duly 
authorised in advance by the European 
GNSS Agency established by means of 
Regulation (EC) No xxx/20109 and must 
comply with the rules laid down by its 
internal approval authority. It is the 
responsibility of the Competent PRS 
Authorities to continuously monitor 
compliance both with the approval 
standards issued by the approval authority 
and with specific technical requirements 
stemming from the minimum common 
standards.

(13) With regard to receiver manufacture 
and security, security requirements make it 
necessary for this task to be entrusted only 
to a Member State which has designated a 
Competent PRS Authority or to 
undertakings established on the territory of 
a Member State which has designated a 
Competent PRS Authority. Furthermore, 
the receiver manufacturer must have been 
duly authorised in advance by the 
European GNSS Agency established by 
means of Regulation (EC) No xxx/20109

and must comply with the rules laid down 
by its internal approval authority. It is the 
responsibility of the Competent PRS 
Authorities to continuously monitor 
compliance both with the approval 
standards issued by the approval authority 
and with specific technical requirements 
stemming from the minimum common 
standards.

Or. en

Amendment 24

Reinhard Bütikofer on behalf of the Verts/ALE Group

Proposal for a decision
Article 2 – paragraph 7 – indent 1 a (new) 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

- The non-member country or 
international organisation respects all 
eight criteria of the EU Code of Conduct 
on Arms Export set out in Council 
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Common Position 2008/944/CFSP of 8 
December 2008 defining common rules 
governing control of exports of military 
technology and equipment 1, and
___________
1   OJ L 335, 13.12.2008, p. 99.

Or. en

Justification

Export of Galileo technology and components that are needed for the use of the PRS shall be 
in strict compliance with the eight criteria of the so called code of conduct on arms exports 
because PRS may play an important role for a variety of complex weapons systems.

Amendment 25
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 2 – paragraph 7 – indent 2 a (new) 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

- The non-member country or 
international organisation respects the 
democracy, the rule of law, the 
universality and indivisibility of human 
rights and fundamental freedoms, 
protection of religious faith, respect for 
human dignity, the principles of equality 
and solidarity, and respect for the 
principles of the United Nations Charter 
and international law.

Or. en

Justification

It is necessary that the non-member states or international organisations have access to the 
PRS only when they respect the fundamental principles based on the provisions in Chapter I 
of Title V of the Treaty on European Union, as the PRS should not be misused by non-member 
states with repressive, totalitarian or authoritarian regimes.
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Amendment 26
Anneli Jäätteenmäki

Proposal for a decision
Article 4 – paragraph 3 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

3. If it emerges that data relating to the 
PRS have been disclosed to third parties 
not authorised to receive them, the 
Commission shall launch an inquiry, 
inform the Council and the Parliament of 
the results of its investigations and take 
appropriate measures to remedy the 
consequences of the improper disclosure.

3. If it emerges that data relating to the 
PRS have been disclosed to third parties 
not authorised to receive them, the 
Commission shall take appropriate 
measures to make sure that the breach 
does not continue and shall:

(a) inform the originator;
(b) assess the potential damage caused to 
the interests of the EU or of the
Member States;

(c) take appropriate measures to prevent a 
recurrence; and
(d) notify the appropriate authorities of 
the action taken.

Or. en

Amendment 27
Maria Eleni Koppa, Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 5 – title 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

Penalties Penalties and administrative measures

Or. en
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Amendment 28
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 5 – paragraph 1 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

Member States shall determine what 
penalties are applicable when national 
provisions enacted pursuant to this 
Decision are infringed. The penalties shall 
be effective, proportionate and dissuasive.

Member States shall determine what 
penalties and administrative measures are 
applicable when national provisions 
enacted pursuant to this Decision are 
infringed.

Or. en

Justification

The Member States should be entitled to establish in advance not only penalties on the basis 
of criminal law, but also measures of administrative nature.

Amendment 29
Maria Eleni Koppa, Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 5 – paragraph 1 a (new) 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

The Commission shall determine what 
administrative measures are applicable 
when the provisions of the present 
Decision are infringed by any of the PRS 
participants.

Or. en

Amendment 30
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 5 – paragraph 1 b (new) 
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Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

In the case of non-member countries or 
international organisations, the 
agreement mentioned in Article 2(7) will 
provide for penalties and administrative 
measures in case of infringement.

Or. en

Justification

This Amendment adds the important element of administrative sanctions along with the 
penalties for the agreements with the non-member countries and international organisations.

Amendment 31
Maria Eleni Koppa, Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 5 – paragraph 1 c (new) 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

The penalties and administrative 
measures shall be effective, proportionate 
and dissuasive. Endangering the security 
of the system can lead to the lift of access 
authorisation. When penalties or 
administrative measures are imposed, the 
right of appeal for the accused individual 
or entity shall be guaranteed.

Or. en

Amendment 32
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 6 – paragraph 4 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

4. As the operator of the security centre 4. As the operator of the security centre 
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referred to in Article 16(a)(ii) of 
Regulation (EC) No 683/2008 (hereinafter 
‘Security Centre’), the European GNSS 
Agency may be designated as a Competent 
PRS Authority by a PRS participant.

referred to in Article 16(a)(ii) of 
Regulation (EC) No 683/2008 (hereinafter 
‘Security Centre’), the European GNSS 
Agency may be designated as a Competent 
PRS Authority by a PRS participant. The 
European GNSS Agency acts as the 
designated Competent PRS Authority for 
the Council, the Commission and the 
European Union agencies.

Or. en

Amendment 33
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 6 – paragraph 7 a (new) 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

7 a. The Competent PRS Authorities shall 
regularly report about the compliance 
with the minimum common standards to 
the Commission and to the European 
GNSS Agency.

Or. en

Amendment 34
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 6 – paragraph 7 b (new) 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

7 b. The Commission shall, with the help 
of the European GNSS Agency, annually 
report on the compliance of the 
Competent PRS Authorities with the 
minimum common standards to the 
Parliament and the Council.

Or. en
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Amendment 35
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 6 – paragraph 8 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

8. Where a Competent PRS Authority does 
not comply with the minimum common 
standards, the Commission may require 
that authority to use the technical resources 
of the European GNSS Agency.

(Does not affect the English version)

Or. cs

Justification

This amendment is only relevant for Czech translation.

Amendment 36
Anneli Jäätteenmäki

Proposal for a decision
Article 8 – paragraph 1 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. Any Member State which uses the PRS 
may either manufacture PRS receivers and 
the associated security modules itself, or 
else assign the task to undertakings 
established on the territory of a Member 
State which uses the PRS. The Council or 
the Commission may assign the task of 
manufacturing PRS receivers and the 
associated security modules to a Member 
State which uses the PRS, or to 
undertakings established on the territory of 
a Member State which uses the PRS.

1. Any Member State which has 
designated a Competent PRS Authority
may either manufacture PRS receivers and 
the associated security modules itself, or 
else assign the task to undertakings 
established on the territory of a Member 
State which has designated a Competent
PRS Authority. The Council or the 
Commission may assign the task of 
manufacturing PRS receivers and the 
associated security modules to a Member 
State which has designated a Competent
PRS Authority, or to undertakings 
established on the territory of a Member 
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State which has designated a Competent
PRS Authority.

Or. en

Amendment 37
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 8 – paragraph 5 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

5. The authority responsible for approving 
the security of European satellite 
navigation systems may at any time 
withdraw from a body referred to in 
paragraph 1 the authorisation it has granted 
to that body to manufacture PRS receivers 
and the associated security modules if it 
appears that the measures provided for in 
paragraph 3 have not been complied with.

5. The authority responsible for approving 
the security of European satellite 
navigation systems may at any time 
withdraw from a body referred to in 
paragraph 1 the authorisation it has granted 
to that body to manufacture PRS receivers 
and the associated security modules if it 
appears that the measures provided for in 
paragraph 3 have not been complied with.
The decision on withdrawal of 
authorisation shall be subject to appeal. 
In the case of endangering the security of 
system based on the previous, current or 
potential acts of body referred to in 
paragraph 1 the appeal procedure has no 
suspensive effect.

Or. en

Justification

Due to the standard principles of European law it is essential for any accused individual or 
entity to have the right of appealing the decision on withdrawal of authorisation, however, 
such appeal procedure should not have a suspensive effect in case of security reasons.

Amendment 38
Petru Constantin Luhan

Proposal for a decision
Article 8 – paragraph 5 a (new) 
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Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(5a) The systems and modules must be 
flexible in order to meet needs which are 
constantly increasing over time.

Or. ro

Amendment 39
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 10 – paragraph 1 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

A non-member country on whose territory 
a reference station housing PRS equipment 
and forming part of the system derived 
from the Galileo programme is installed 
shall not be considered merely by virtue of 
that fact to be a PRS participant. The 
Commission shall lay down in conjunction 
with the non-member country the detailed 
rules for hosting and operating the 
reference station housing PRS equipment.

A non-member country on whose territory 
a reference station housing PRS equipment 
and forming part of the system derived 
from the Galileo programme is installed 
shall not be considered merely by virtue of 
that fact to be a PRS participant. The 
Commission shall lay down in conjunction 
with the non-member country the detailed 
rules for hosting and operating the 
reference station housing PRS equipment.
These detailed rules shall include the 
possibility of access to the reference 
station for control purposes for the 
appropriate European bodies.

Or. en

Justification

European control bodies should have guaranteed access to the reference station in non-
member states for control purposes.

Amendment 40
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 11 a (new) 
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Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

Article 11a
Financing

The Commission, with the help of the 
Member States, shall propose the proper 
financing model of the PRS. The 
Commission shall report the financial 
framework to the European Parliament 
and the Council. This report shall detail 
the exact costs of how the PRS will be 
covered.

Or. en

Amendment 41
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Article 11 b (new) 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

Article 11b
Consultations and Transfer of Powers

The Commission shall establish the 
conditions, that the European GNSS 
Agency can be in the shortest possible 
time involved in the decision-making 
processes on the PRS. The Commission 
shall consult, when it is necessary, the 
European GNSS Agency on all matters 
related to the PRS and the Commission 
shall transfer the powers linked to the 
PRS to the European GNSS Agency as 
soon as it is feasible, however, only in the 
case that these powers can be effectively 
exercised in that way.

Or. en



AM\856570EN.doc 19/20 PE458.596v01-00

EN

Amendment 42
Sabine Lösing

Proposal for a decision
Article 14 – paragraph 1 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. The European Parliament and the 
Council may object to the delegated act 
within a period of two months from the 
date of notification. At the initiative of the 
European Parliament or the Council, this 
period shall be extended by one month.

1. The European Parliament and the 
Council may object to the delegated act 
within a period of two months from the 
date of notification. At the initiative of the 
European Parliament or the Council, this 
period shall be extended by two month.

Or. en

Justification

The amendment corrects the extension of time the European Parliament and the Council shall 
have to object delegated acts, as it was adopted in the second reading of the external financial 
instruments.

Amendment 43
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Annex – point 6 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

6. Since any incident affecting the security 
of the PRS (such as the loss or theft of a 
receiver) must be notified, each Competent 
PRS Authority shall implement methods of 
detecting and rectifying the incident and of 
reporting it to the Security Centre.

6. Since any event affecting the security of 
the PRS (such as the loss or theft of a 
receiver) must be notified, each Competent 
PRS Authority shall implement methods of 
detecting and rectifying the event and of 
reporting it to the Security Centre.

Or. en

Justification

The term "event" is more consistent with the rest of the legislative text and it covers both 
situations of intentional and unintentional acts.
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Amendment 44
Zuzana Roithová

Proposal for a decision
Annex 1 – point 6 

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

6. Since any incident affecting the security 
of the PRS (such as the loss or theft of a 
receiver) must be notified, each Competent 
PRS Authority shall implement methods of 
detecting and rectifying the incident and of 
reporting it to the Security Centre.

6. Since any event affecting the security of 
the PRS (such as the loss or theft of a 
receiver) must be notified, each Competent 
PRS Authority shall implement methods of 
detecting and rectifying the event and of 
reporting it to the Security Centre.

Or. cs

Justification

This amendment is mostly relevant to Czech translation.

[English translator’s note: In the Czech text of the Commission proposal, the first use of the 
term ‘incident’ in point 6 is preceded by the word ‘unintentional’.] In the light of the fact that 
theft, which is an intentional criminal act, is mentioned in the list of incidents, the term 
‘incident’ [or in Czech ‘unintentional incident’] is not an appropriate expression. With a view 
also to the other language versions, it would be more appropriate to use the term ‘event’, 
which is consistent with the rest of the legislative text and covers both intentional and 
unintentional acts.


