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Amendment 1
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 1 

Draft opinion Amendment

1. Recalls that enhancing accessibility, 
strengthening regional economies and 
achieving cohesion is also an objective of 
the Trans-European Network for Transport 
(TEN-T) programme and is fully 
compatible with the need for efficient 
mobility, meeting the climate change 
challenges and the general internal market 
goals;

1. Recalls that enhancing accessibility, 
strengthening regional and local
economies and achieving cohesion is also 
an objective of the Trans-European 
Network for Transport (TEN-T) 
programme and is fully compatible with 
the need for efficient mobility, meeting the 
climate change challenges and the general 
internal market goals;

Or. en

Amendment 2
Ville Itälä

Draft opinion
Paragraph 2

Draft opinion Amendment

2. Recalls that about 23.7% (€82 billion) 
of the Cohesion and Structural Funds 
allocation 2007 - 2013 are intended for 
transport, but only half of it will be spent 
on TEN T projects (€17 billion on TEN T 
priority network and €27.2 billion for the 
comprehensive part); the other half is 
supposed to be invested in national, 
regional and local projects not indicated in 
the TEN T maps;

2. Recalls that resources from the
Cohesion Fund and Structural Fund must 
be distributed in such a way as to provide 
the best support for TEN-T programmes 
and that in distributing the funds account 
must also be taken of national, regional 
and local projects not indicated in the TEN 
T maps;

Or. fi
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Amendment 3
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3 

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls the imbalance of the planned 
transport investments between the different 
modes (road infrastructure 41 billion 
versus rail: €23.6 billion and inland 
waterways €0.6 billion), that is neither 
helpful to enhance modal swift objectives 
to reduce CO2 emissions nor to ensure fair 
and efficient co-modality;

3. Recalls the distribution of the planned 
transport investments between the different 
modes (road infrastructure 41 billion 
versus rail: €23.6 billion and inland 
waterways €0.6 billion), that is less 
supportive to enhance modal swift 
objectives to reduce CO2 emissions and to 
ensure fair and efficient co-modality;

Or. en

Amendment 4
Michel Dantin, Dominique Riquet

Draft opinion
Paragraph 3

Draft opinion Amendment

3. Recalls the imbalance of the planned 
transport investments between the different 
modes (road infrastructure 41 billion 
versus rail: €23.6 billion and inland 
waterways €0.6 billion), that is neither 
helpful to enhance modal swift objectives 
to reduce CO2 emissions nor to ensure 
fair and efficient co-modality;

3. Deplores the imbalance of the planned 
transport investments between the different 
modes (road infrastructure 41 billion 
versus rail: €23.6 billion and inland 
waterways €0.6 billion), which is 
damaging to the creation of sustainable 
intermodal European transport; hopes 
therefore that European funds allocated 
to rail transport projects will be assigned 
priority and will be increased where road 
infrastructure is already sufficiently 
developed;

Or. fr
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Amendment 5
Michel Dantin

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Deplores the tendency to procrastinate 
in the launching of the cross-border 
projects and railway projects in general, 
which risks the TEN-T network to remain a 
badly connected agglomeration of 27 
national networks;

4. Deplores the slowing down of the cross-
border projects and railway projects in 
general, due to a lack of funding from the 
European Union and to excessive 
dependence on financing by the Member 
States, which risks the TEN-T network to 
remain a badly connected agglomeration of 
27 national networks;

Or. fr

Amendment 6
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 

Draft opinion Amendment

4. Deplores the tendency to procrastinate in 
the launching of the cross-border projects 
and railway projects in general, which risks 
the TEN-T network to remain a badly 
connected agglomeration of 27 national 
networks;

4. Deplores the tendency to procrastinate in 
the launching of the cross-border projects 
and railway projects in general, which risks 
the TEN-T network to remain a badly 
connected agglomeration of 27 national 
networks, and stresses the importance of 
developing links between priority TEN-T 
projects and of intermodality;

Or. ro

Amendment 7
Ville Itälä

Draft opinion
Paragraph 4 a (new)
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Draft opinion Amendment

4a. Recalls that projects which transcend 
the EU’s internal borders must be taken 
into account in constructing the TEN-T 
network; observes that border crossing 
points present a challenge to the TEN-T 
network, because political consensus 
alone regarding them is not sufficient –
practical implementation is also needed in 
order for the network to function properly 
even in cross-border regions; observes 
that, in addition, attention should be 
devoted to border crossing points at the 
EU’s external borders;

Or. fi

Amendment 8
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 5 a (new) 

Draft opinion Amendment

5a. Stresses the importance of transport in 
general – and rail transport in particular 
– in ensuring territorial, economic and 
social cohesion and promoting eco-
efficient transport and calls on the 
Commission and Member States to 
encourage the development of high-speed 
rail infrastructures connecting all 
Member State capitals;

Or. ro

Amendment 9
Michel Dantin, Dominique Riquet

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6
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Draft opinion Amendment

6. Is concerned by the lack of detailed 
information on the ongoing 
implementation of transport investments; 
questions if a more accurate evaluation of
implementation would not highlight 
serious delays of the programmed 
investments on TEN T projects and insists, 
especially against the background of the 
economic crisis, on more certainty in 
respect of the timetable;

6. Is concerned by the lack of detailed
information on the ongoing 
implementation of transport investments 
and by the delays which have occurred in 
the majority of the TEN-T projects 
currently under way; calls in this context 
for a more accurate evaluation of the 
implementation of these projects and 
insists, especially against the background 
of the economic crisis, on more certainty in 
respect of the timetable;

Or. fr

Amendment 10
Michael Cramer, Eva Lichtenberger

Draft opinion
Paragraph 6 

Draft opinion Amendment

6. Is concerned by the lack of detailed 
information on the ongoing 
implementation of transport investments; 
questions if a more accurate evaluation of 
implementation would not highlight 
serious delays of the programmed 
investments on TEN T projects and insists, 
especially against the background of the 
economic crisis, on more certainty in 
respect of the timetable;

6. Is concerned by the lack of detailed 
information on the ongoing 
implementation of transport investments; 
questions if a more accurate evaluation of 
implementation would not highlight 
serious delays of the programmed 
investments on TEN T projects and insists, 
especially against the background of the 
economic crisis, on more certainty in 
respect of the timetable; reminds the 
Commission of the resolution of the EP of 
22 April 2009 on the TEN-T green paper, 
where the EP calls in § 46 "... on the 
Commission and the EIB to submit an 
annual list of specific co-financed projects 
to the Parliament and Council in the case 
of regional, cohesion and EIB co-funding 
of TEN-T projects, as is already the case 
for TEN-T co-financing;

Or. en
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Amendment 11
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 

Draft opinion Amendment

7. Draws particular attention to the 
European added value of the TEN-T, 
particularly evident in cross border sections 
of projects and in their interconnection 
with national rail and inland waterways 
projects;

7. Draws particular attention to the 
European added value of the TEN-T, 
particularly evident in cross border sections 
of projects and in their interconnection 
with national road, rail and inland 
waterways projects;

Or. en

Amendment 12
Dominique Riquet, Michel Dantin

Draft opinion
Paragraph 7 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

7a. Stresses that cohesion and structural 
funding allocated to transport is 
distributed between transport modes and 
networks in a way which takes 
insufficient account of the objectives of 
the European Union;

Or. fr

Amendment 13
Dominique Riquet

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Calls therefore for an increase in the 
overall funds available for TEN-T 
through earmarking cohesion funding for 
transport projects and the dedication of 

8. Calls therefore for European transport 
policy to be taken into account better, 
particularly policy on the TEN-Ts, in 
allocating cohesion policy funding, as this
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an amount within this for the core TEN T 
network as thus would lead to a more 
efficient and consistent use of cohesion 
funding with the EU climate change and 
sustainable development targets and a more 
effective realisation of the TEN-T network;

would lead to a more efficient and 
consistent use of these funds with the EU 
climate change and sustainable 
development targets and a more effective 
realisation of the TEN-T network; calls on 
the Commission, in cohesion policy, to 
consider the possibility of adopting 
distribution and conditionality criteria 
which take better account of the 
European interest of transport networks;

Or. fr

Amendment 14
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Calls therefore for an increase in the 
overall funds available for TEN-T through 
earmarking cohesion funding for 
transport projects and the dedication of an 
amount within this for the core TEN T 
network as thus would lead to a more 
efficient and consistent use of cohesion 
funding with the EU climate change and 
sustainable development targets and a more 
effective realisation of the TEN-T network;

8. Calls therefore for an increase in the 
overall funds available for TEN-T and for 
other transport projects and the dedication 
of an amount within this for the core TEN 
T network as thus would lead to a more 
efficient and consistent use of cohesion 
funding with the EU climate change and 
sustainable development targets and a more 
effective realisation of the TEN-T network;

Or. en

Amendment 15
Michel Dantin

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8

Draft opinion Amendment

8. Calls therefore for an increase in the 
overall funds available for TEN-T through 
earmarking cohesion funding for transport 

8. Calls therefore for an increase in the 
overall funds available for TEN-T through 
earmarking cohesion funding for cross-
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projects and the dedication of an amount 
within this for the core TEN T network as 
thus would lead to a more efficient and 
consistent use of cohesion funding with the 
EU climate change and sustainable 
development targets and a more effective 
realisation of the TEN-T network;

border and/or intermodal transport 
projects and the dedication of an amount 
within this for the core TEN T network as 
this would lead to a more efficient and 
consistent use of cohesion funding with the 
EU climate change and sustainable 
development targets and a more effective 
realisation of the TEN-T network;

Or. fr

Amendment 16
Ville Itälä

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new)

Draft opinion Amendment

8a. Stresses that Member States ought 
more than previously to focus on ensuring 
that the EU’s cohesion funds are used for 
the right purposes, as the margin for error 
has been remarkably large in some EU 
Member States;

Or. fi

Amendment 17
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new) 

Draft opinion Amendment

8a. Stresses that the application of 
information and communications 
technology to the road transport sector 
and its interfaces to other transport modes 
will make a significant contribution to 
improving energy efficiency, as well as 
road transport safety and security, and 
calls on the Commission and Member 
States to ensure that intelligent transport 
systems are implemented in a coordinated 
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and efficient manner throughout the EU 
and accorded adequate funding;

Or. ro

Amendment 18
Oldřich Vlasák

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 a (new) 

Draft opinion Amendment

8a. Calls on the Commission to work out a 
good practice guidance for public 
consultation as regards large projects of 
general interest. The aim is to avoid not 
unfrequented situations when individual 
concerns obstruct transport projects of 
general interests, limit the effective use of 
Funds and restrain reaching Cohesion 
and Transport Policy goals.

Or. en

Amendment 19
Silvia-Adriana Ţicău

Draft opinion
Paragraph 8 b (new) 

Draft opinion Amendment

8b. Calls on the Commission and Member 
States to use the opportunity offered by 
the mid-term review of the 2007-2013 
financial perspective, which enables 
Member States to reassess their 
operational programmes, to consider 
giving greater importance to priority 
trans-European transport projects;

Or. ro


