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Amendment 1
Jens Nilsson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls the need for the EU to develop a 
genuine common transport policy, ensuring 
the pertinence of transport for all regions; 
calls on the Member States to ensure that 
the mix of models reflects moves towards 
more sustainable mobility;

1. Recalls the need for the EU to develop a 
genuine common transport policy, ensuring 
the pertinence of transport within and 
between European regions; calls on the 
Member States and regions to ensure that 
the mix of models ensures a greater focus 
on genuinely sustainable mobility;

Or. sv

Amendment 2
Iosif Matula

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 – introductory part

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls the need for the EU to develop a 
genuine common transport policy, ensuring 
the pertinence of transport for all regions; 
calls on the Member States to ensure that 
the mix of models reflects moves towards 
more sustainable mobility;

1. Recalls the need for the EU to develop a 
genuine common transport policy, ensuring 
the pertinence of transport for all regions; 
calls on the Member States to ensure that 
the mix of models reflects moves towards 
more sustainable mobility; stresses the 
need to promote successful practices in 
the field of sustainable transport with a 
view to their increasingly broad 
implementation and use. 

Or. ro

Amendment 3
Patrice Tirolien
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 1

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls the need for the EU to develop a 
genuine common transport policy, ensuring 
the pertinence of transport for all regions; 
calls on the Member States to ensure that 
the mix of models reflects moves towards 
more sustainable mobility;

1. Recalls the need for the EU to develop a 
genuine common transport policy, ensuring 
the pertinence of transport for all regions 
and its coherence across the regions and 
the Member States and at European level; 
calls on the Member States to ensure that 
the mix of models reflects moves towards 
more sustainable mobility;

Or. fr

Amendment 4
Iosif Matula

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 – point a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

(a) Recommends that local authorities 
build on examples of good practice by 
developing sustainable urban mobility 
plans in close consultation with civil 
society;

Or. ro

Amendment 5
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

1a. Believes that European strategy in the 
field of transport technologies should 
cover all the regions of the EU in order to 
ensure the efficient circulation of people 



AM\934395EN.doc 5/16 PE510.550v01-00

EN

and goods and hence the creation of a 
genuine European single market;

Or. ro

Amendment 6
Patrice Tirolien

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Considers that if there is to be a 
coherent and efficient European transport-
technology strategy, it must be in line with 
the EU 2020 Strategy (COM(2010)2020) 
and the 1990 reduction targets, as well as 
being in full compliance with the 2011 
White Paper on Transport, ‘Roadmap to a 
Single European Transport Area – Towards 
a competitive and resource efficient 
transport system’ (COM(2011)0144), in 
terms of territorial cohesion and balanced 
development; it should permit reductions in 
energy consumption, traffic noise, traffic 
needs, air pollutants and greenhouse gas 
emissions, with targets for 2020, 2030 and 
2050;

2. Considers that a coherent and efficient 
European transport-technology strategy 
must be in line with the EU 2020 Strategy 
(COM(2010)2020) and the 1990 reduction 
targets, as well as being in full compliance 
with the 2011 White Paper on Transport, 
‘Roadmap to a Single European Transport 
Area – Towards a competitive and resource 
efficient transport system’ 
(COM(2011)0144), in terms of territorial 
cohesion and balanced development; it 
should permit reductions in energy 
consumption, traffic noise, traffic needs, 
air pollutants and greenhouse gas 
emissions; maintains that, if the EU is to 
achieve those ends, it will need to set
targets for 2020, 2030 and 2050;

Or. fr

Amendment 7
Jens Nilsson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Considers that if there is to be a coherent 
and efficient European transport-
technology strategy, it must be in line with 

2. Considers that if there is to be a coherent 
and efficient European transport-
technology strategy, it must be in line with 
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the EU 2020 Strategy (COM(2010)2020) 
and the 1990 reduction targets, as well as 
being in full compliance with the 2011 
White Paper on Transport, ‘Roadmap to a 
Single European Transport Area - Towards 
a competitive and resource efficient 
transport system’ (COM(2011)0144), in 
terms of territorial cohesion and balanced 
development; it should permit reductions in 
energy consumption, traffic noise, traffic 
needs, air pollutants and greenhouse gas 
emissions, with targets for 2020, 2030 and 
2050;

the EU 2020 Strategy (COM(2010)2020) 
and the 1990 reduction targets, as well as 
being in full compliance with the 2011 
White Paper on Transport, ‘Roadmap to a 
Single European Transport Area - Towards 
a competitive and resource efficient 
transport system’ (COM(2011)0144), in 
terms of territorial cohesion and balanced 
development; it should permit reductions in 
energy consumption, traffic noise, traffic 
needs, air pollutants and greenhouse gas 
emissions, with firm targets for 2020, 2030 
and 2050;

Or. sv

Amendment 8
Patrice Tirolien

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses that this strategy should be 
based on an integrative model in which 
interregional connections and cross-border 
missing links are accorded the highest 
importance and innovative solutions for 
multimodal transport can reduce regional 
disparities and enhance territorial cohesion;

3. Stresses that this strategy must be based 
on an integrative model in which 
interregional connections and cross-border 
missing links are accorded the highest 
importance and innovative solutions for 
multimodal transport can reduce regional 
disparities and enhance territorial cohesion;

Or. fr

Amendment 9
Iosif Matula

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses that this strategy should be 
based on an integrative model in which 

3. Stresses that this strategy should be 
based on an integrative linear development 
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interregional connections and crossborder 
missing links are accorded the highest 
importance and innovative solutions for 
multimodal transport can reduce regional 
disparities and enhance territorial cohesion;

model in which interregional connections 
and crossborder missing links are accorded 
the highest importance and innovative 
solutions for multimodal transport can 
reduce regional disparities and enhance 
territorial cohesion; is mindful of the fact 
that there are currently considerable 
differences between regions in the field of 
transport networks, and draws attention to 
the need for investment in sustainable 
transport technologies in the poorer and 
more isolated regions in order to ensure 
balanced development in line with the 
objective of cohesion;

Or. ro

Amendment 10
Maria do Céu Patrão Neves

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses that this strategy should be 
based on an integrative model in which 
interregional connections and cross-border 
missing links are accorded the highest 
importance and innovative solutions for 
multimodal transport can reduce regional 
disparities and enhance territorial cohesion;

3. Stresses that this strategy should be 
based on an integrative model in which 
interregional connections and cross-border 
missing links are accorded the highest 
importance, passenger rights are, by 
means of greater regulation, safeguarded  
in geographically fragmented regions and 
in cases where there is a monopoly, 
without neglecting the minimum service 
to be provided in the event of a strike, and 
innovative solutions for multimodal 
transport can reduce regional disparities 
and enhance territorial cohesion;

Or. pt

Amendment 11
Jens Nilsson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3
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Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses that this strategy should be 
based on an integrative model in which 
interregional connections and crossborder 
missing links are accorded the highest 
importance and innovative solutions for 
multimodal transport can reduce regional 
disparities and enhance territorial cohesion;

3. Stresses that this strategy should be 
based on an integrative model in which 
interregional connections and crossborder 
missing links are accorded the highest 
importance and innovative solutions for 
multimodal transport can reduce regional 
disparities and enhance territorial cohesion; 
further considers that the strategy must 
also reflect the need, and the potential, for 
specific transport solutions in regions 
with specific disadvantages;

Or. sv

Amendment 12
Vasilica Viorica Dăncilă

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Stresses that this strategy should be 
based on an integrative model in which 
interregional connections and crossborder 
missing links are accorded the highest 
importance and innovative solutions for 
multimodal transport can reduce regional 
disparities and enhance territorial cohesion;

3. Stresses that this strategy should be 
based on an integrative model in which 
interregional connections and crossborder 
missing links are accorded the highest 
importance and that innovative solutions 
for multimodal transport can stimulate 
regional and crossborder labour mobility, 
reduce regional disparities and enhance 
territorial cohesion;

Or. ro

Amendment 13
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

3a. Believes that in future greater 
importance and increased financing 
should be awarded to the Connecting 
Europe Facility to ensure that this 
programme targets investment in key 
facets of infrastructure that can stimulate 
the competitiveness of Europe and its 
regions;

Or. ro

Amendment 14
Iosif Matula

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Believes that all European regions and 
their respective labour pools should take 
advantage of such a strategy, and stresses 
the need to take account of regional 
specificities and potential, especially when 
developing cleaner transport modes;

4. Believes that all European regions and 
their respective labour pools should take 
advantage of such a strategy, and stresses 
the need to take account of regional 
specificities and potential, especially when 
developing cleaner transport modes; calls 
on the authorities at subsidiary levels to 
create, alongside stakeholders, innovation 
partnerships in the field of sustainable 
mobility;

Or. ro

Amendment 15
Jens Nilsson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Maintains that investments under the EU 5. Maintains that investments under the EU 
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Structural Funds and investment funds 
could be of great help in developing smart 
specialisation applied to sustainable 
mobility;

Structural Funds and investment funds 
create great opportunities in European 
regions to develop smart specialisation 
applied to sustainable mobility;

Or. sv

Amendment 16
Juozas Imbrasas

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5

Draft opinion Amendment

5. Maintains that investments under the EU 
Structural Funds and investment funds 
could be of great help in developing smart 
specialisation applied to sustainable 
mobility;

5. Maintains that investments under the EU 
Structural Funds and investment funds 
could be of great help in developing 
scientific research and smart 
specialisation applied to sustainable 
mobility;

Or. lt

Amendment 17
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 – subparagraph 1 (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

Believes that, in order for it to be more 
efficient, technological research should 
factor in all regional specificities and the 
different requirements that may be 
encountered across the EU in the field of 
infrastructure;

Or. ro

Amendment 18
Iosif Matula
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Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 – point a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

(a) Encourages national and regional 
authorities to devise research and 
development strategies that are based on 
smart specialisation, with a view to 
ensuring a more efficient take-up of 
structural funding and enhancing 
synergies between private and public 
sector investment;

Or. ro

Amendment 19
Jens Nilsson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Recalls, in this connection, that a 
strategy for innovative technology has to 
be thought out through territories’ 
characteristics, in which context a ‘one size 
fits all’ approach will not deliver; 
considers, for instance, that island, 
mountainous and sparsely populated 
regions have specific types of potential 
which call for appropriate and innovative 
mobility solutions;

6. Recalls, in this connection, that a 
strategy for innovative technology has to 
be thought out through territories’ 
characteristics, in which context a ‘one size 
fits all’ approach will not deliver; 
considers, for instance, that island, 
mountainous, outermost and sparsely 
populated regions have specific types of 
potential which call for appropriate and 
innovative mobility solutions so as to 
realise the economic growth potential of 
these regions too;

Or. sv

Amendment 20
Patrice Tirolien

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6
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Draft opinion Amendment

6. Recalls, in this connection, that a 
strategy for innovative technology has to 
be thought out through territories’ 
characteristics, in which context a ‘one size 
fits all’ approach will not deliver; 
considers, for instance, that island, 
mountainous and sparsely populated 
regions have specific types of potential 
which call for appropriate and innovative 
mobility solutions;

6. Recalls, in this connection, that a 
strategy for innovative technology has to 
be thought out through territories’ 
characteristics and distinguishing 
features, in which context a ‘one size fits 
all’ approach will not deliver; considers, 
for instance, that island, mountainous and 
sparsely populated regions have specific 
types of potential which call for 
appropriate and innovative mobility 
solutions; maintains that special attention 
has to be focused on regions affected by 
specific territorial constraints and points 
to the need to earmark substantial 
resources for suitable transport 
infrastructure in the least developed 
regions; points also to the need to develop 
regional transport infrastructure 
encompassing non-EU countries, 
especially in the outermost regions;

Or. fr

Amendment 21
Iosif Matula

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Recalls, in this connection, that a 
strategy for innovative technology has to 
be thought out through territories’ 
characteristics, in which context a ‘one size 
fits all’ approach will not deliver; 
considers, for instance, that island, 
mountainous and sparsely populated 
regions have specific types of potential 
which call for appropriate and innovative 
mobility solutions;

6. Recalls, in this connection, that a 
strategy for innovative technology has to 
be thought out through territories’ 
characteristics, in which context a ‘one size 
fits all’ approach will not deliver; 
considers, for instance, that island, 
mountainous and sparsely populated 
regions have specific types of potential 
which call for appropriate and innovative 
mobility solutions; urges a stepping-up of 
cooperation between regions with similar 
development potentials with a view to 
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enhancing the exchange of feasible good 
practices;

Or. ro

Amendment 22
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

6a. Believes that in the interests of 
sustainable transport mobility, safety 
standards and smart transport systems 
should be standardised as swiftly as 
possible throughout the EU;

Or. ro

Amendment 23
Patrice Tirolien

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Highlights the need to further stimulate
simplification of the administrative 
procedures for research and innovation 
funding at European, national, regional, 
local and cross-border levels, in order to 
establish a clear and transparent legal 
framework;

7. Stresses the need for greater
simplification of the administrative 
procedures for research and innovation 
funding at European, national, regional, 
local and cross-border levels, in order to 
establish a clear and transparent legal 
framework;

Or. fr

Amendment 24
Petru Constantin Luhan

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Believes that in order to ease traffic 
congestion in urban areas and heavily 
built-up regions, it is important not only 
to increase the efficiency of existing 
means of transport but also, through 
technological progress, to pinpoint 
alternative transport solutions and 
promote their use;

Or. ro

Amendment 25
Jens Nilsson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Encourages the Commission not to 
concentrate public transport services 
solely in urban areas, but also to ensure 
mobility in all regions, especially the most 
deprived ones, in the interests of integrated 
territorial cohesion;

8. Considers that a European transport 
technology strategy should seek to ensure 
mobility in all regions, especially the most 
deprived and remote ones, in the interests 
of integrated territorial cohesion and with 
a view to unlocking the growth potential 
of the whole of Europe;

Or. sv

Amendment 26
Iosif Matula

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Encourages the Commission not to 
concentrate public transport services solely 
in urban areas, but also to ensure mobility 
in all regions, especially the most deprived 

8. Encourages the Commission to 
concentrate public transport services in
line with the rural-urban partnership for 
sustainable development (RURBAN) and 
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ones, in the interests of integrated 
territorial cohesion;

also to ensure mobility in all regions, 
especially the most deprived ones, in the 
interests of integrated territorial cohesion;

Or. ro

Amendment 27
Vasilica Viorica Dăncilă

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Encourages the Commission not to 
concentrate public transport services solely 
in urban areas, but also to ensure mobility 
in all regions, especially the most deprived 
ones, in the interests of integrated 
territorial cohesion;

8. Encourages the Commission not to 
concentrate public transport services solely 
in urban areas, but also to ensure mobility 
in all regions, especially the most deprived 
ones, in order to prevent their 
depopulation and in the interests of 
integrated territorial cohesion;

Or. ro

Amendment 28
Jens Nilsson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9

Draft opinion Amendment

9. Welcomes the Commission’s proposal 
on the establishment of a Transport 
Research and Innovation Monitoring and 
Information System (TRIMIS); underlines 
the importance of regular, free, easily 
accessible and reliable information 
provision to regional policymakers; regrets 
the fact that to date it is still very difficult 
to access information concerning EU 
funding for transport projects.

9. Welcomes the Commission’s proposal 
on the establishment of a Transport 
Research and Innovation Monitoring and 
Information System (TRIMIS); underlines 
the importance of regular, free, easily 
accessible and reliable information 
provision to regional policymakers; 
considers that the provision of such 
information could be improved;

Or. sv
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Amendment 29
Iosif Matula

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9 – point a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

(a) Recommends that the Commission 
develop initiatives to identify and reward 
sustainable urban development 
programmes, along the lines, for example, 
of the RegioStars awards;

Or. ro

Amendment 30
Jens Nilsson

Draft opinion
Paragraph 9 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

9a. Considers that all public support 
should be provided in accordance with the 
relevant European legislation on state aid, 
including rules on research, development, 
and innovation activities, funding of 
transport activities and infrastructure; 
takes the view, however, that the EU’s 
state aid rules should also take adequate 
account of the specific disadvantages of 
certain regions.

Or. sv


