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Izmantoto apzimejumu skaidrojums
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seskor
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Apspriezu procediira

nodoto balsu vairakums

Sadarbibas procediira (pirmais lasijums)

nodoto balsu vairakums

Sadarbibas procediira (otrais lastjums)

nodoto balsu vairakums, lai apstiprinatu kopéjo nostaju
Parlamenta deputatu vairakums, lai noraiditu vai grozitu kopéjo
nostaju

PiekriSanas procediira

Parlamenta deputatu vairakums, iznemot gadijumus, kas minéti
EK liguma 105., 107., 161. un 300. pantd un ES liguma 7. pantd
Koplémuma procedira (pirmais lasjjums)

nodoto balsu vairakums

Koplémuma procediira (otrais lasijums)

nodoto balsu vairakums, lai apstiprindtu kopéjo nostaju
Parlamenta deputatu vairakums, lai noraiditu vai grozitu kopéjo
nostaju

Koplémuma procediira (tresais lasijums)

nodoto balsu vairakums, lai apstiprinatu kopigo projektu

(Noradito procediiru izvelas atkariba no Komisijas ierosinata juridiska

pamata)

Grozijumi normativa teksta

Parlamenta grozijumos izmainas ir trekna slipraksta. Teksts parasta slipraksta
tehniskajiem dienestiem norada tas normativa teksta dalas, kuras ir ierosinati
labojumi galigajam teksta variantam (piemé&ram, neparprotami kltidainas
teksta dalas vai to izlaidumi kada no valodam). Sie labojumu ierosinajumi
jaapstiprina attiecigajiem tehniskajiem dienestiem.
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EIROPAS PARLAMENTA NORMATIVAS REZOLUCIJAS PROJEKTS

attiectba uz Padomes kopéjo nostaju, lai pienemtu Eiropas Parlamenta un Padomes
Direktivu, ar ko groza Direktivu 1999/62/EK par dazu infrastruktiiru lietoSanas maksas
noteik§anu smagajiem kravas transportlidzekliem

(9856/2005 — C6-0274/2005 — 2003/0175(COD))

(Koplémuma procediira, otrais lasijjums)

Eiropas Parlaments,

nemot véra Padomes kop&jo nostaju (9856/2005 — C6-0274/2005),

— nemot VEra ta nostaju pirmaja lasijuma! attieciba uz Komisijas priekSlikumu Eiropas
Parlamentam un Padomei (KOM(2003)0448)>,

— nemot veéra EK Liguma 251. panta 2. punktu,
— npemot véra Reglamenta 62. pantu,

— nemot vera Transporta un tirisma komitejas ieteikumu otrajam lasijumam (A6—
0377/2005)

1. apstiprina grozito kop€jo nostaju;

2. uzdod ta priekSsédetajam nosiitit Parlamenta nostaju Padomei un Komisijai

Padomes kop€ja nostaja Parlamenta izdaritie grozijumi

Grozijums Nr.1

VIRSRAKSTS
Eiropas Parlamenta un Padomes Direktiva, Eiropas Parlamenta un Padomes Direktiva,
ar ko groza Direktivu 1999/62/EK par dazu ar ko groza Direktivu 1999/62/EK par dazu
infrastruktiiru lietoSanas maksas noteikSanu infrastrukturu lietoSanas maksas noteikSanu
smagajiem kravas transportlidzekliem kravas transportlidzekliem
Pamatojums

Since the directive also includes goods vehicles upwards of 3.5 tonnes, no distinction should
be made between light and heavy goods vehicles.

1OV C 104, 30.4.2004., Ipp.
2 OV vél nav publicéts.
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Grozijums Nr. 2
2. APSVERUMS

2) Taisnigaka sistema maksas iekas€Sanai 2) Taisnigaka sistema maksas iekas€Sanai
par autocelu infrastrukttiras lietoSanu ir par autocelu infrastruktiras lietoSanu, kas
butiska, lai veicinatu ilgtsp€jigu transportu balstita uz “lietotajs maksa” un
Kopiena. Merki, kas attiecas uz esoSo “piesarnpotajs maksa” principiem, ir
autocelu tiklu optimalu lietoSanu un butiska, lai veicinatu ilgtsp€jigu transportu
bitisku to negativas ietekmes Kopiena. Merki, kas attiecas uz esoSo
samazinaSanu, vajadz&tu sasniegt, autocelu tiklu optimalu lietoSanu un
neuzliekot papildu apgritinajumu biitisku to negativas ietekmes
operatoriem stabilas ekonomiskas samazinasanu, vajadzetu sasniegt,
izaugsmes un iek$gja tirgus pareizas izvairoties no nodokju dubultas

darbibas intereses. uzlik§anas un neuzliekot papildu

apgrutinajumu operatoriem stabilas
ekonomiskas izaugsmes un iek$gja tirgus
pareizas darbibas interes€s, aptverot art
nomalos regionus.

Pamatojums

Re-introducing approach EP from first reading.

Grozijums Nr. 3
3.A APSVERUMS (jauns)

3a) Geteborgas Eiropadomes sanaksmeée
2001. gada 15. un 16. junija, tas
secinajumu 29. dala Eiropadome
pazinoja, ka ilgtspejigai transporta
politikai jarisina arvien pieaugosa
satiksmes apjoma un parliekas
noslogotibas, trokSna un piesarnojuma
problemas, ka art javeicina videi
draudzigu transporta veidu izmantoSana
un socialo un vides izmaksu pilniga
internalizacija.

Pamatojums

Grozijums Nr. 4
5. APSVERUMS
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5) Starptautiskie autotransporta
parvadajumi koncentr&jas Eiropas autocelu
transporta tikla. Turklat pareiza ieks$¢ja
tirgus darbiba ir butiska
komercparvadajumiem. Tade] Kopienas
noteikumi japieméro
komercparvadajumiem Eiropas autocelu
tikla, ka noteikts Eiropas Parlamenta un
Padomes Lémuma Nr. 1692/96/EK

(1996. gada 23. julijs) par Kopienas
pamatnostadném Eiropas transporta tikla
attistibai. Saskana ar subsidiaritates
principu dalibvalstis var piemérot
autocelu nodevas un/vai lietoSanas maksu
uz tiem autoceliem, kas nav Eiropas
autocelu tikla, saskanda ar Ligumu.

5) Starptautiskie autotransporta
parvadajumi koncentr&jas Eiropas autocelu
transporta tikla. Turklat pareiza ieks$¢ja
tirgus darbiba ir butiska
komercparvadajumiem. Tade] Kopienas
noteikumi japiemeéro
komercparvadajumiem Eiropas autocelu
tikla, ka noteikts Eiropas Parlamenta un
Padomes Lémuma Nr. 1692/96/EK

(1996. gada 23. julijs) par Kopienas
pamatnostadném Eiropas transporta tikla
attistibai. Lai izvairitos no satiksmes
novirziSanas, kam potenciali varetu biit
nopietnas sekas attiectba uz celu droSibu,
ka art lai optimali izmantotu transporta
ttklu, daltbvalstim ir atlauts ieviest maksu
par jebkura cela lietoSanu, kurs tiesi
konkure ar Eiropas komunikaciju tiklu
(galveno autocelu tiklu). Saskana ar
subsidiaritates principu daltbvalstis, ka art
regionaldas un vietejas varas iestades
atbilstosi to attiecigam pilnvaram, var
piemerot autocelu nodevas un/vai
lietoSanas maksu uz tiem celiem, kas nav
galveno autocelu tikla, saskana ar
Ligumu. Papildus $is direktivas
noteikumiem daltbvalstis vai attiecigas
kompetentdas iestades saskana ar
Direktivas 1999/62/EK 9. pantu var
noteikt pilsetas celu izmantoSanas maksu
un reguléjosas maksas par pilsetu celu,
tostarp tadu TEN celu izmantoSanu, kas
Skerso pilsetas teritoriju.

Grozijums Nr. 5
6. APSVERUMS

6) IevieSot autocelu nodevu ickaséSanas
sistémas, izmaksu efektivitates noluka
piekluves ierobezojumi, kas paredzeti
autocelu nodevas iekaséSanas kontrolei, var
nebiit attiecinati uz visu infrastruktiiru,
attieciba uz kuru noteikta autocelu nodeva.
Dalibvalstis var Tstenot So direktivu,
piemérojot autocelu nodevu iekaséSanu
tikai kada noteikta tadas infrastruktiiras
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6) IevieSot autocelu nodevu iekasésanas
sistemas, izmaksu efektivitates noluka
piekluves ierobezojumi, kas paredzeti
autocelu nodevas ickasesanas kontrolei, var
nebiit attiecinati uz visu infrastruktiiru,
attieciba uz kuru noteikta autocelu nodeva.
Dalibvalstis var Tstenot So direktivu,
piemérojot autocelu nodevu iekas€Sanu
tikai kada noteikta tadas infrastruktiiras
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punkta, uz ko attiecas autocelu nodeva.

punkta, uz ko attiecas autocelu nodeva. Ta
nedrikst biit diskriminéjosa pret
transportu, kas nav vietéjais.

Pamatojums

Tolling at a particular point must not discriminate against non-local traffic.

Grozijums Nr. 6
11. APSVERUMS

11) Ja dalibvalstis iekas€ autocelu nodevas
vai lietoSanas maksas par Eiropas autocelu
tikla ieklauto autocelu lietoSanu, autoceliem,
par kuru lietoSanu uzliek maksas, vajadzétu
pieskirt attiecigu prioritati dalibvalstu
uzturésSanas darbu grafikos.

11) Ja dalibvalstis iekas€ autocelu nodevas
vai lietoSanas maksas par Eiropas autocelu
tikla ieklauto autocelu lietoSanu, Sie
ieneémumi jaizmanto attiecigas
infrastruktiiras un visa transporta sektora
uzturesanai, lai panaktu lidzsvarotu un
noturigu transporta tiklu attistibu.

Grozijums Nr. 7
12. APSVERUMS

12) Ipa$a uzmaniba biitu javelta kalnu
regioniem, pieméram, Alpiem un
Pirenejiem. Lielu jaunu infrastruktiiras
projektu sakSana biezi nav izdevusies, jo nav
bijusi pieejami projektiem nepiecieSamie
ievérojamie finansu lidzekli. Sados regionos
autocelu lietotajiem tadel, iesp&jams, ir
jamaksa papildu maksa, lai finansétu
nozimigus projektus, kuriem ir loti augsta
Eiropas veértiba, tostarp tos, kas ietver citus
transporta veidus taja pasa koridora. Sai
summai vajadz€tu bt saistitai ar projekta
finanSu vajadzibam. Tai vajadzetu biit ar1
saistitai ar autocelu nodevu pamatlimeni, lai
1zvairitos no maksligi augstas autocelu
lietoSanas maksas jebkura koridora, kas
varétu izraisit satiksmes novirzisanos uz
citiem koridoriem, tadgjadi radot viet&jas
sastréguma problémas un neefektivu
autocelu tiklu lietoSanu.
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12) Ipa$a uzmaniba biitu javelta kalnu
regioniem, pieméram, Alpiem un
Pirenejiem. Lielu jaunu infrastruktiiras
projektu sakSana biezi nav izdevusies, jo nav
bijusi pieejami projektiem nepiecieSamie
ievérojamie finansu lidzekli. Sados regionos
autocelu lietotajiem tadel, iesp&jams, ir
jamaksa papildu maksa, lai finansétu
nozimigus projektus, kuriem ir Joti augsta
Eiropas veértiba, kas ietver citus transporta
veidus taja pasa koridora vai taja pasa
regiond. Sai summai vajadzétu bit saistitai
ar projekta finansu vajadzibam. Tai
vajadz€tu but arT saistitai ar autocelu nodevu
pamatliment, lai izvairitos no maksligi
augstas autocelu lietoSanas maksas jebkura
koridora, kas var&tu izraisit satiksmes
novirzisanos uz citiem koridoriem, tadgjadi
radot vietgjas sastréguma problémas un
neefektivu autocelu tiklu lietoSanu. Ieprieks
minétais neskar Direktivas 1999/62/EK 9.
panta noteikumus par pilsetas celu
izmantoSanas maksu un reguléjosam
maksam.
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Grozijums Nr. 8
14. APSVERUMS

14) Lai nodroS$inatu vienotu, saskanotu
infrastruktiiras maksas iekas€Sanas
sist€mas piemérosanu, jauniem autocelu
nodevu iekaséSanas pasakumiem izmaksas
vajadz€tu aprékinat saskana ar
pamatprincipu kopumu vai nosakot tadu
Iimeni, kas neparsniedz to, kads varétu
rasties $o principu piemé&rosanas rezultata.
Sis prasibas nevajadzetu piemérot
pasreizgjiem pasakumiem, ja vien nakotné
tie netiek bitiski groziti. Sadi batiski
grozijumi ietvertu jebkadas biitiskas
izmainas sakotngjas autocelu nodevu
iekas€sanas sist€émas noteikumos, izdarot
izmainas liguma ar autocelu nodevu
iekas€Sanas operatoru, bet neietverot
1zmainas, kas paredzetas sakotn&ja shéma.
Gadijuma, ja noslegts koncesijas ligums,
btiski grozijumi var tikt piemeroti péc
publiska iepirkuma procediiras. Lai
sasniegtu parskatamibu, neradot Skerslus
tirgus ekonomikas darbibai un
partnerattiecibam starp valsts un privato
sektoru, dalibvalstim ar1 biitu japazino
Komisijai, lai ped€ja var€tu sniegt savu
atzinumu, par ierices vertibu un citiem
parametriem, ko tie ieceréejusi piemérot, lai
aprekinatu dazadus lietoSanas maksu
izmaksu elementus, vai koncesijas liguma
gadijuma, attiecigo ligumu un vispargjo
gadijumu. Komisijas atzinumi, ko ta
pien€musi pirms jauno autocelu nodevu
iekas€Sanas pasakumu ievieSanas
dalibvalstis, pilniba neskar Liguma
paredzeéto Komisijas pienakumu nodrosinat
Kopienas tiesibu aktu piemeroSanu.

14) Lai nodroS$inatu vienotu, saskanotu
infrastruktiiras maksas iekasé€Sanas
sistemas piemeéroSanu, jauniem autocelu
nodevu iekas€Sanas pasakumiem izmaksas
vajadzetu aprékinat saskana ar I11
pielikuma pamatprincipu kopumu vai
nosakot tadu Itmeni, kas neparsniedz to,
kads varétu rasties So principu
piemérosanas rezultata. Sis prasibas
nevajadzetu piemeérot pasreiz€jiem
pasakumiem, ja vien nakotng tie netiek
biitiski groziti. Sadi bitiski grozijumi
ietvertu jebkadas biitiskas izmainas
sakotngjas autocelu nodevu iekaséSanas
sisttmas noteikumos, izdarot izmainas
liguma ar autoce]u nodevu iekas€Sanas
operatoru, bet neietverot izmainas, kas
paredzétas sakotngja shéma. Gadijuma, ja
nosléegti koncesijas ligumi, butiski
grozijumi var tikt pieméroti péc publiska
iepirkuma procediiras. Lai sasniegtu
parskatamibu, neradot Skérslus tirgus
ekonomikas darbibai un partnerattiecibam
starp valsts un privato sektoru, dalibvalstim
ar1 japazino Komisijai, lai pedgja varétu
sniegt savu atzinumu, par ierices vertibu un
citiem parametriem, ko fas ieceréjusas
piemérot, lai aprékinatu dazadus lietoSanas
maksu izmaksu elementus, vai koncesijas
ligumu gadijuma, par attiecigo ligumu un
vispargjo gadijumu. Komisijas atzinumi, ko
ta pienémusi pirms jauno autocelu nodevu
iekas€Sanas pasakumu ievieSanas
dalibvalstis, nekada gadijuma neskar
Liguma paredzeto Komisijas pienakumu
nodroSinat Kopienas tiesibu aktu
piemeroSanu.

Pamatojums

Makes explicit that this recital only regards the core principles in Annex II1.

RR\592139L.V.doc
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Grozijums Nr. 9
14.A APSVERUMS (jauns)

14.a) Lai nodroSinatu turpmaku
wpiesarnotdajs maksa” principa
piemeéroSanu visiem transporta veidiem,
jaizstrada vienoti aprekinasanas principi,
kuru pamata ir zinatniski pamatoti dati,
tadejadi veicinot arejo izmaksu
internalizdciju visiem transporta veidiem.
Turpmakas piemeroSanas gaita biitu
janem vera nodoklu slogs, piemeéram,
transportlidzeklu nodevas un degvielas
akcizes nodokli, kas jau gulstas uz kravu
autoparvaddajumu uznémumiem.

Grozijums Nr. 10
14.B APSVERUMS (jauns)

14.b) Lai izvairitos no satiksmes
novirziSanas tadel, ka ES dalibvalstis un
treSas valstis pastav atSkirigi reZimi,
Komisijai sarunas par starptautiskiem
noligumiem ir jacenSas nodroSinat, ka
tresas valstis neveic tadus pasakumus ka,
piemeéram, tranzittiesibu tirdzniecibas
sistemas ievieSana, kam var biit
diskriminéjoSa ietekme uz tranzitu.

Grozijums Nr. 11
1. PANTA 1. PUNKTA B) APAKSPUNKTS
2. panta -aa) apakSpunkts (jauns) (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)

- aa) “galvenais autocelu tikls” ir Eiropas
autocelu tikls un jebkurs cits autocels, pa
kuru satiksme var tikt novirzita no
Eiropas autocelu tikla un kurs tiesi
konkure ar $a tikla noteiktiem posmiem;

Grozijums Nr. 12
1. PANTA 1. PUNKTA B) APAKSPUNKTS
2. panta aca) apakspunkts (jauns) (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)
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aca) “arejas izmaksas” ir izmaksas, kuras
neapSaubami izraisijusi kravu
autoparvadajumi, bet kuras nav
apreékinatas to pakalpojumu tirgus cends.
Tajas var ieklaut iekasejamas parmeriga
noslogojuma izmaksas, ka ari izmaksas
attieciba uz, kaitejumu videi, piemeram,
par vietéjo un globalo gaisa
piesarnojumu, troksni, ainavas bojajumu
un socialas izmaksas, tostarp izmaksas
veseltbai un par netiesi izraisitiem
nelaimes gadijumiem, ko neapmaksa
apdrosinasanas agentiiras.

Grozijums Nr. 13
1. PANTA 1. PUNKTA A) APAKSPUNKTS (jauns)
6.panta 2. punkta ievaddala (Direktiva/1999/62/EK)

L.a) 6. panta 2. punkta ievaddalu aizstaj
ar Sadu tekstu:

2. Neskarot 7. b pantu, dalibvalstis var
piemerot pazeminatas nodoklu likmes vai
atbrivojumus:

Grozijums Nr. 14
1. PANTA 2. PUNKTA A) APAKSPUNKTS
7. panta, 1. punkta (Direktiva/1999/62/EK)

1. Dalibvalstis var saglabat vai ieviest
nodevas un/vai lietoSanas maksu attieciba
uz Eiropas autocelu tiklu vai §7 tikla dalam
vienigi saskana ar nosacijumiem, kas
izklastiti no 2. [idz 12. punktam. Tas
neskar dalibvalstu tiesibas saskana ar
Ligumu piemérot nodevas un/vai lietoSanas
maksu uz autoceliem, kas nav ieklauti
Eiropas autocelu tikla, vai attieciba uz cita
veida mehaniskajiem transportlidzekliem,
kas neietilpst “transportlidzekla” definicija
Eiropas autocelu tikla.

RR\592139L.V.doc
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1. Dalibvalstis var saglabat vai ieviest
nodevas un/vai lietoSanas maksu attieciba
uz Eiropas autocelu tiklu vienigi saskana ar
nosacijumiem, kas izklastiti no 2. lidz

12. punktam. Informeéjot Komisiju,
daltbvalstis var paplaSinat ceJu nodevu un
lietoSanas maksas pieméeroSanu ari ug
citiem galvena autocelu tikla celiem.
Nosakot Sadu paplasSinasanu, daltbvalstis
nodroSina saskanoSanu ar iestadem, kas
ir atbildigas par tiem celiem, uz kuriem
Sada paplaSinasana attieksies, lai
nodrosinatu, ka Sis nodevas un/vai
lietoSanas maksa ir savietojamas ar citam
vietéja vai regionala limena nodevu
shemam. 8T direktiva neskar dalibvalstu
tiesibas saskana ar Liguma noteikumiem
piemérot celu nodevas un/vai lietoSanas
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maksu uz citiem celiem vai attieciba uz cita
veida mehaniskajiem transportlidzekliem,
kas neietilpst “transportlidzekla” definicija
Eiropas autocelu tikla.

Pamatojums

This amendment is re-introducing the geographical scope accepted in EP'’s first reading.

Grozijjums Nr. 15
1. PANTA 2. PUNKTA A) APAKSPUNKTS
7. panta, 1.a punkta (jauns) (Direktiva/1999/62/EK)

1. Informejot Komisiju saskana ar 9.c
panta 2. punkta minéto procediiru,

- daltbvalstis var nepiemérot celu nodevas
vai lietoSanas maksas tados autocelu tikla
posmos, kuros

1. ir nepiecieSamiba sekmet un saglabat
izoletu vai ekonomiski vaju regionu
ekonomisko integraciju; vai

2. ir nepiecieSamiba izvairities no
nedabiskiem satiksmes novirziSandas
stimuliem;

- vajadzibas gadijuma, lai istenotu
konkrétus TEN celu projektus, piemeéram,
valsts un privata sektora partneribu,
daltbvalstis var piemérot celu nodevas vai
lietoSanas maksu kada tikla dald vai
dalas.

Pamatojums

Member States should have the possibility to exempt from tolls or from user charges part(s) of
the network, but only according to the criteria. This is for the benefit of the accessibility of
isolated regions.

Grozijums Nr. 16
1. PANTA 2. PUNKTA A) APAKSPUNKTS
7. panta, 2. punkts (Direktiva/1999/62/EK)

2. Dalibvalsts var izveleties, vai saglabat 2 a) Dalibvalsts var saglabat vai ieviest
vai ieviest nodevas un/vai lictoSanas nodevas un/vai lietoSanas maksu, kas
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maksu, kas piemérojamas tikai tadiem
transportlidzekliem, kuru maksimala
pielaujama masa ar kravu nav mazaka par
12 tonnam. Ja dalibvalsts izvelas piemerot
nodevas un/vai lietoSanas maksu attieciba
uz transportlidzekliem, kuru masa ir
mazaka par So noteikto masu, tad tiek
piemeroti $is direktivas noteikumi.

piemérojamas tikai tadiem
transportlidzekliem, kuru maksimala
pielaujama masa ar kravu nav mazaka par
3,5 tonnam.

2b) Tadejadi daltbvalstis pastavosa
kartiba $is direktivas speka stasanas bridi
nemainas. Tacu, ja mainas cela
parvaldibas reZims vai tiek ieviestas
ieverojamas tehniskas vai tehnologiskas
izmainas celu nodevu iekaséSanas
sistema, bet ne velak ka 2010. gada st
direktiva ir jaattiecina uz visiem kravas
transportlidzekliem, kuru masa nav
mazaka par 3,5 tonnam.

Grozijums Nr. 17
1. PANTA 2. PUNKTA B) APAKSPUNKTS
7. panta, 4.a punkts (Direktiva/1999/62/EK)

"4a. Dalibvalstis var noteikt samazinatas
nodevu likmes vai lietoSanas maksas, ka ar1
paredz€t atbrivojumu no pienakuma maksat
nodevas vai lietoSanas maksu
transportlidzekliem, kas ir atbrivoti no
prasibas uzstadit registracijas kontrolierices
saskana ar Padomes Regulu (EEK)

Nr. 3821/85 (1985. gada 20. decembris) par
registracijas kontroliericém, ko izmanto
autotransporta*, ka art gadijumos, kas
paredzeti $is direktivas 6. panta 2. punkta
a) un b) apakspunkta.
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"4a. Dalibvalstis var noteikt samazinatas
nodevu likmes vai lietoSanas maksas, ka ar1
paredz€t atbrivojumu no pienakuma maksat
nodevas vai lietoSanas maksu Saja panta
minetajiem transportlidzekliem, kas ir
atbrivoti no prasibas uzstadit registracijas
kontrolierices saskana ar Padomes Regulu
(EEK) Nr. 3821/85 (1985. gada

20. decembris) par registracijas
kontroliericém, ko izmanto autotransporta®.

a) transportlidzekli, kas ir brunoto spéeku,
civilas aizsardzibas, ugunsdzesibas vai par
sabiedriskas kartibas uzturésanu atbildigo
dienestu ipaSums vai kurus tie iznoma bez
vaditaja, ja vien parvaddajumi paredzeti
Siem dienestiem uzticeto pienakumu izpildei
un ir paklauti to uzraudzibai;

b) autocelu uzturesanas dienesta
transportlidzekli;

¢) transportlidzekli, kurus arkartas
situdacijas izmanto humanas palidzibas
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transportam vai glabSanas pasakumu
veikSanai;

d) specialie transportlidzek]i medicinas
merkiem;

Transportlidzekli, ar kuriem tehniskas
attistibas noliikos vai saistiba ar
remontdarbiem vai tehniskas apkopes
darbibam notiek izmeégindjuma braucieni
uz autoceliem, ka ari jauni vai parbiiveti
transportlidzekli, kas vel nav nodoti
ekspluatacija.

Pamatojums

This amendment is the logical follow-up to the amendment on the vehicle scope . The
following rule must apply: where a Member State decides on a toll system, tolls must be
charged from upwards of 3.5 tonnes and as far as possible without exceptions..

Grozijums Nr. 18
1. PANTA 2. PUNKTA E) APAKSPUNKTS
7. panta, 10. punkta b) apakSpunkts (Direktiva/1999/62/EK)

10 b) ieverojot a) punkta nosacijumus,

nodevu likmes var tikt mainitas saskana ar:

— EURO emisijas klasi, kas noteikta

0 pielikuma, ar noteikumu, ka nodevas
apmeérs neparsniedz vairak ka 100% tas
celu nodevas apméru, ko nosaka
lidzvertigiem transportlidzekliem , kas
atbilst stingrakiem emisijas standartiem;
un/vai

— dienas laiku, dienu vai gadalaiku,
paredzot, ka:

1) nodeva nav lielaka ka 100 % nodevas,
kas ickaséta tada diennakts laika, diena vai
gadalaika, kad nodeva ir viszemaka; vai

i1) ja laikposma, kura ir viszemaka nodeva,
nodevas likme ir nulle, piemaksa par
dienas laiku, dienu vai gadalaiku, kura
nodeva ir visaugstaka, nevar biit vairak ka
50 % tas nodevas likmes, kas biitu
piemérojama attiecigajam
transportlidzeklim.
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10 b) ieverojot a) punkta nosacijumus,
nodevu likmes var tikt mainitas saskana ar:

— EURO emisijas klasi, kas noteikta

0 pielikuma, tostarp PM10 un NOx
limeni, ar noteikumu, ka nodevas apmeérs
neparsniedz vairak ka 100 % tas celu
nodevas apméru, ko nosaka lidzvertigiem
transportlidzekliem , kas atbilst
stingrakiem emisijas standartiem; un/vai

— dienas laiku, dienu vai gadalaiku,
paredzot, ka:

1) nodeva nav lielaka ka 100 % nodevas,
kas ickaséta tada diennakts laika, diena vai
gadalaika, kad nodeva ir viszemaka; vai

11) ja laikposma, kura ir viszemaka nodeva,
nodevas likme ir nulle, piemaksa par
dienas laiku, dienu vai gadalaiku, kura
nodeva ir visaugstaka, nevar biit vairak ka
50 % tas nodevas likmes, kas butu
piemérojama attiecigajam
transportlidzeklim.
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Ne velak ka 2010. gada dalibvalstim biis
japielago celu nodevu likmes saskana ar
pirmd ievilkuma nosacijumiem.

Pamatojums

level of PM10 and NOx It is mainly for the benefit of highly polluted regions and urban areas.

Grozijums Nr. 19
1. PANTA 2. PUNKTA F) APAKSPUNKTS
7. panta 11. punkts (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)

11. Izneémuma gadijumos attieciba uz
infrastruktiiru kalnu regionos un péc
pazinoSanas Komisijai var pievienot
uzcenojumu konkrétos autocelu posmos:

a) kas paklauti lieliem sastrégumiem, kuri
ietekmé transportlidzek]u brivu kustibu, vai

b) kurus lietojot, transportlidzekli rada
butisku kait€jumu videi,

ar nosacijumu, ka:

- ienakumus, kas iegiiti no uzcenojuma,
iegulda Eiropas intereSu prioritaros
projektos, kas noraditi III pielikuma
Lémumam Nr. 884/2004/EK, kas sniedz
tieSu ieguldijumu attiecigas sastrégumu
problémas vai videi nodarita kait€juma
1zskauSana, un atrodas viena koridora ar
autocelu posmu, kura noteikts uzcenojums;

- uzcenojums, ko pieméro nodevam, kuru
apmers tiek variets saskana ar 10. punktu,
neparsniedz 15 % no videjas svertas

nodevas apmeéra, kas aprekinats saskana ar

9. punktu, iznemot gadijumus, kad iegiitie
ienakumi ir iegulditi parrobezu autocelu
posmos, kas ir Eiropas intereSu prioritari
projekti , tostarp infrastruktiiras kalnu
regionos, un Saja gadijuma uzcenojums
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11. Izneémuma gadijumos attieciba uz
infrastruktiiru ipasi problematiskos
regionos, jo ipasi kalnu regionos, k@ art
pilsétu aglomeracijas Direktivas 96/62/EK
8. panta 1. punkta izpratnée un pec
pazinoSanas Komisijai var pievienot
uzcenojumu konkrétos autocelu posmos:

a) kas paklauti lieliem sastrégumiem, kuri
ietekmeé transportlidzeklu brivu kustibu, vai

b) kurus lietojot, transportlidzekli rada
butisku kait€jumu videi,

ar nosacijumu, ka:

- ienakumi, kas iegiiti no uzcenojuma, ir
pietiekami, lai biitu iespéjams ieguldit
investiciju izmaksu starpnozaru
finanséSanai citas vides aizsardzibas
prasibam un Eiropas interesém atbilstigam
transporta infrastruktiras, piemeram,
Eiropas interesu prioritaros projektos, kas
noraditi III pielikuma Lémumam

Nr. 884/2004/EK, kas sniedz tieSu
ieguldijumu attiecigas sastrégumu
problémas vai videi nodarita kaitg§juma
izskausana, un atrodas viena koridora ar
autocelu posmu, kura noteikts uzcenojums;

- uzcenojums, ko pieméro nodevam,
neparsniedz 25 % no nodevas apmera;
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nedrikst parsniegt 25 %;

- uzcenojuma piemeérosana nerada
nevienlidzigu attieksmi pret
transportlidzekliem, kas veic komercialus
parvaddajumus, salidzinot ar citiem autocela
lietotajiem;

— finanSu planu infrastruktiirai, kurai pieméro
uzcenojumu, un izmaksu un ieguvumu analizi
attieciba uz jaunas infrastruktiras projektu
iesniedz Komisijai pirms uzcenojuma
piemeéroSanas;

— laikposms, kurd uzcenojums ir japiemero,
ir ieprieks noteikts un ierobeZots, tas
saskan ar finanSu plana un izmaksu un
ieguvumu analizé noteikto sagaidamas
pelnas apmeru.

— finanSu planu infrastruktiirai, kurai pieméro
uzcenojumu, un izmaksu un ieguvumu
analizi attieciba uz jaunas infrastruktiiras
projektu iesniedz Komisijai pirms
uzcenojuma piemerosanas;

Pamatojums

Reinstatement of Parliament’s approach at 15! reading.

Grozijums Nr. 20
1. PANTA 3. PUNKTA A) APAKSPUNKTS (jauns)
7.b panta virsraksts un 1. punkts (jauns) (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)

3a) Ieklauj Sadu pantu:
7.b pants

1. Kompensacija attieciba uz celu
nodevam janodroSina bez
diskriminéjoSiem nosacijumiem visiem ES
daltbvalstu kravu parvadatdajiem
neatkarigi no valsts, kura transportlidzekli
registreti.

Pamatojums

Grozijums Nr. 21
1. PANTA 3. PUNKTA A) APAKSPUNKTS (jauns)
7.b panta 2. punkts (jauns) (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)
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2. Kompensacijas apmeram jabiit
proporcionalam samaksatajam celu
nodevas un/vai lietoSanas maksas
apmeéram. Tomer dalibvalstis var
aprekinat videjo kompensacijas apmeru,
ko maksat daZadu kategoriju
transportlidzekliem, ka minéts pielikuma.

Pamatojums

Grozijums Nr. 22
1. PANTA 6. PUNKTA A) APAKSPUNKTS
9. panta 1. punkta ca) apakSpunkts (jauns) (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)

ca) regulejoSas maksas nelabveligas vides
ietekmes, tai skaita sliktas gaisa kvalitates
noversanai,

Pamatojums

In light with the conclusions of the Goteborg European Council and the objectives of the
Transport White Paper it is important to indicate clearly that Member States are free to apply
charges designed to combat poor air quality. This is particularly relevant in urban areas
where action is urgently needed in order to comply with Air Quality Directives. This is in
accordance with the EP first reading, where references to air quality and, in particular, PM;,
and NOx, were introduced in various parts of the Directive.

Grozijums Nr. 23
1. PANTA 6. PUNKTA B) APAKSPUNKTS
9. panta 2. punkts (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)

2) Ieverojot subsidiaritates principu, 2) Dalibvalstis nosaka, ka izlietojami
dalibvalstis nosaka, ka izlietojami ieneémumi no maksam par autocelu
ienemumi no maksam par autocelu infrastruktiiras lietoSanu. Lai veicinatu
infrastruktiiras lietoSanu. Lai veicinatu transporta tikla atfisttbu kopuma,
transporta tikla attistibu kopuma, ienémumi no maksam biitu jaizlieto
ienemumus no maksam biitu jaizlieto transporta sektora laba un visas transporta
transporta sektora laba un visas transporta sistemas pilnveidoSanai.

sistemas pilnveidoSanai.
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Pamatojums

Serious reinvestment in EU transport infrastructure is an urgent priority to support the
continued integration of the internal market. Nevertheless the principle of subsidiarity let the
choice to the Member States to provide compensation in case of using the revenue other than

in transport sector.

Grozijums Nr. 24
1. PANTA 8. PUNKTS
11. pants (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)

11. pantu aizstaj ar $adu tekstu:

Ne vélak ka 5 gadus péc §is direktivas speka
staSanas Komisija iesniedz Eiropas
Parlamentam un Padomei zinojumu par §is
direktivas 1stenoSanu un tas raditas sekas,
nemot véra tehnologijas attistibu un
satiksmes blivuma tendenci, ka ar1
novertgjot direktivas ietekmi uz ieksejo
tirgu, tostarp Kopienas salas, regionos bez
pieejas jurai un periferos regionos,
investiciju limeni sektora un direktivas
ieguldijumu 1lgtsp€jigas transporta politikas
mérku sasniegSana.

Ja nepiecieSams, 11dz ar zinojumu iesniedz
priekslikumus Eiropas Parlamentam un
Padomei par §is direktivas turpmaku
parskatisanu.
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11. pantu aizstaj ar $§adu tekstu:

Ne velak ka 5 gadus péc §is direktivas speka
staSanas Komisija iesniedz Eiropas
Parlamentam un Padomei zinojumu par $is
direktivas 1stenoSanu un tas raditas sekas,
nemot véra tehnologijas attistibu un
satiksmes blivuma tendenci, ka ari
novertejot direktivas ietekmi uz ieksejo
tirgu, tostarp Kopienas salas, regionos bez
pieejas jiirai un nomajos regionos,
investiciju [imeni sektora un direktivas
ieguldijumu 1lgtsp€jigas transporta politikas
mérku sasnieg$ana.

Ne vélak ka 2 gadus péc [5is direktivas
transponéSanas termins$| Komisija
iesniedz (1) plasi izmantojamu,
parskatamu un saprotamu modeli visu
arejo izmaksu, t. i. , vides kaitejuma, celu
noslogotibas un ar veselibu saistito
izmaksu, novertéjumam, kas biitu
izmantojams ka pamats turpmako
infrastruktiiru nodevu aprékiniem. Sim
modelim sekotu (2) rezultatu analize, kas
raksturotu visu transporta veidu arejo
izmaksu internalizaciju, un stratégija
pakapeniskai un pardomatai st modela
attiecinasanai uz visiem transporta
veidiem.

Lidz ar zinojumu un modeli iesniedz
priekslikumus Eiropas Parlamentam un
Padomei par $is direktivas turpmaku
parskatisanu.
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Ja saistiba ar arejo izmaksu
internalizdciju parskatita direktiva netiek
pienemta tris gadus pec modela
iesniegSanas, lai atspogulotu minimalas,
ar infrastruktiiru saistitas izmaksas,
daltbvalstis drikst pievienot ne vairak ka
60% no izmaksam, kas saistitas ar

infrastruktiiru.
Dalibvalstis iesniedz nepiecieSamo Dalibvalstis iesniedz nepiecieSamo
informaciju Komisijai ne vélak ka..." informaciju Komisijai ne velak ka..."
Pamatojums

The request for a model is in conformity with EP first reading. It is needed to ensure the
future application of the polluter pays principle for all modes of transport.

Grozijums Nr. 25
1. PANTA 9. PUNKTS
II pielikums (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)

Ne vairak ka  Ne mazak ka Ne vairak ka  Ne mazak ka
tris asis Cetras asis tris asis Cetras asis
EURO un 1020 1648 EURO 0 1332 2223
EURO I EURO I 1158 1933
EUROIlun 904 1488 EURO II 1008 1681
EURO III EURO III 876 1461
EUROIVun 797 1329 EURO IV un
EURO V un EEV mazak piesarnojoss 797 1329
Pamatojums

Grozijums Nr. 26
II PIELIKUMS
III pielikuma 1. punkta 1. apakSpunkts (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)

Ja nav paredzets piemérot vienotu autocela Ja nav paredz€ts piemé&rot vienotu autocela

nodevu iekas€Sanas reZimu visa Eiropas nodevu iekaséSanas reZimu visa Eiropas

autocelu tikla, dalibvalsts precizi norada to autocelu tikla, dalibvalsts precizi norada to
RR\592139LV.doc 19/27 PE 360.277v03-00
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tikla dalu vai dalas, kuras paredzéts piemérot tikla dalu vai dalas, kuras paredz€ts piemérot

autocela nodevu iekas@Sanas rezimu, ka ar1 autocela nodevu ickas€Sanas rezimu, ka ar1
sistemu, ko ta izmanto, lai klasificétu sistému, ko ta izmanto, lai klasificétu
transportlidzeklus nodevu variéSanas transportlidzeklus nodevu varié$anas
vajadzibam. Dalibvalstis art norada, vai tas vajadzibam.

paplaSina autocela nodevu iekaséSanas
reZimam paklauto transportlidzek]u loku
zem 12 tonnu robeivertibas.

Pamatojums

Since tolls are to be levied anyway from upwards of 3.5 tonnes, this stipulation is not

required.
Grozijums Nr. 27
II PIELIKUMS
III pielikuma 2.1. punkta 6. apakSpunkts (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)
Smagajiem kravas transportlidzekliem Kravas transportlidzekliem izmaksas sadala,
izmaksas sadala, ieveérojot objektivus un ieverojot objektivus un parskatamus
parskatamus kritérijus, npemot vera tikla kritérijus, nemot vera tikla paredzamas
paredzamas smago kravas transportlidzeklu smago kravas transportlidzek]u satiksmes
satiksmes Tpatsvaru un ar to saistitas Ipatsvaru un ar to saistitas izmaksas. Kravas
izmaksas. Smago kravas transportlidzeklu transportlidzeklu kilometrazu Saja noluka
kilometrazu $aja noluka drikst koriget ar drikst korigét ar objektivi pamatotiem
objektivi pamatotiem ,,ekvivalences »ekvivalences koeficientiem”, pieméram,
koeficientiem”, piem&ram, 4. punkta 4. punkta izklastitajiem.
izklastitajiem.

Pamatojums

Since tolls are to be levied anyway from upwards of 3.5 tonnes, this stipulation is not
required.

Grozijums Nr. 28

I PIELIKUMS
III pielikuma, 4. punkta ievaddala (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)

Smago kravas transportlidzeklu satiksmes Kravas transportlidzeklu satiksmes dala,
dala, ekvivalences koeficienti un korekcijas ekvivalences koeficienti un korekcijas
mehanisms mehanisms
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Pamatojums

Since tolls are to be levied anyway from upwards of 3.5 tonnes, this stipulation is not
required.

Grozijums Nr. 29
I PIELIKUMS
III pielikuma 4. punkta 1. ievilkums (Direktiva 1999/62/EK)

- Autocelu nodevas aprekins balstits uz - Autocelu nodevas aprékins balstits uz
smago kravas transportlidzeklu faktisko un smago kravas transportlidzek]u faktisko un
prognozeto kilometrazas dalu, kuru, ja prognozeto kilometrazas dalu, kuru, ja
nepiecieSams, korige ar ekvivalences nepiecieSams, korige ar ekvivalences
koeficientiem, lai pienacigi nemtu véra koeficientiem, lai pienacigi nemtu véra
smago kravas transportlidzek]u lietoSanai kravas transportlidzeklu lietoSanai
paredzetas infrastruktiiras paaugstinatas paredzetas infrastruktiiras paaugstinatas
izbiives un remonta izmaksas. izbiives un remonta izmaksas.
Pamatojums

Since tolls are to be levied anyway from upwards of 3.5 tonnes, this stipulation is not
required.
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PASKAIDROJUMS

A. Introduction

The revision of the Directive on charging of heavy goods vehicles for the use of certain
infrastructure (1999/62/EC) is one of the key priorities of the current European Transport
policy. In the White Paper on European Transport policy until the year 2010 the European
Commission has stated that one of the main reasons for the existing imbalance in the transport
system is that the transport modes do not always pay the costs for which they are responsible.
On the occasion of the adoption of the resolution concerning the White Paper (COM (2001)
370) on February 12t 2003 the European Parliament confirmed to be in favour of charging
for the use of infrastructure and charging the connected external costs. The conclusions of
the European Council of Goteborg in June 2001 are of similar purport.

General aims are:

¢ harmonisation of the transport tariffs in all Member States in order to strengthen the
internal market

e a fair system of charging for the use of infrastructure based on the ‘user pays’ and the
‘polluter pays’ principles, accompanied by the internalisation of both the costs of
infrastructure and the external costs for all transport modes

e homogeneous methods for the calculation of the costs of the transport modes

e Transport policy instruments for governments, based on the costs of infrastructure, and
aimed at promoting the use of transportation with the least environmental impact and
stimulating new investments in transport infrastructure

In this context the Commission has proposed in July 2003 a revision of the Eurovignette
Directive (1999/62/EG), in order to elaborate this approach for road transport.

Reaching an agreement about the revision of this Directive is urgent, as an increasing number
of Member States contemplates implementing tolling and/or road charging. On the one hand
because of investments which are necessary to satisfy the growing demand for transport
infrastructure. Because of budget restrictions the appeal to private funds, several forms of
public-private partnership and mainly concessions increases. On the other hand instruments
and investments are needed to fight congestion, air pollution, noise and also to improve road
safety and sustainable transport.

B. Parliament's first reading and the Council common position

The European Parliament decided in first reading on 20 April 2004 and formulated some
important wishes: the Parliament introduced a definition for external costs and requested that
the Commission should develop uniform calculation principles, based on scientifically
recognised data, which will clear the way for future internalisation of external costs. The
Parliament also expressed the wish for more possibilities for toll variation and agreed with the
Commission proposal regarding the scope of the Directive. These wishes are not covered in
the common position approved by Council.
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- The scope of the Directive

The geographical scope: In first reading the European Parliament expresses the wish, in line
with the Commissions proposal, to have tolls and user charges applied to the whole of the
trans-European road network. If Member States introduce tolls on the main road network,
these should also be in accordance with the Eurovignette Directive.

However, in the Council’s opinion, tolls or user charges should only be applied to the TEN-
network or “parts of it" (art. 7.1). For all other roads, including the ‘main road network’, the
Member States have the freedom to introduce other tolling arrangements as the possible
extension of the Directive to the main road network has been cancelled from the Parliament’s
first reading.

This means Member States will have the freedom to pick and choose where they want to
apply tolls, even on the trans-European road network.

Parliament agreed with the Commission that Member States may maintain or introduce tolls
and/or user charges applicable to vehicles with a maximum permissible laden weight of over
3.5 tonnes. The Council, contrary to both the European Parliament's first reading and the
Commission proposal, gives Member States the choice to maintain or introduce tolls and/or
user charges from 12 tonnes upwards (art. 7.1 a). This might work out as an incentive to the
use of smaller (and thus more) vehicles, which will have a negative impact on the
environment and on congestion.

- The definition of ‘construction’ costs and ‘weighted average toll’

The common position contains an elaborate definition of construction costs (art 2). The
Council added elements out of art. 7.9 regarding the weighted average toll, as well as wishes
of some Member States. The Council’s definition explicitly includes the finance costs which
are defined as interest on borrowed money and return (dividend + capital gains) on equity.
With this, Council accepts Parliament's approach in first reading. This is an important element
to attract private capital for concessions and other PPP’s.

The Commission proposed to allow Member States to recover costs which are not older than
15 years and the EP proposed in its amendment 21 to limit the possibilities to recover only
costs not yet amortised at the moment of entry into force of this Directive. The Council,
however, proposes to widen the period of recovery to 30 years, unless the design lifetime of
an infrastructure project is longer than 30 years but it should not be less than 20 years.This of
course creates more possibilities for Member States to"calculate back in time" to recover their
costs.

The Commission included in the weighted average toll (art. 7.9) the infrastructure costs
designed to reduce nuisance related to noise and costs of actual payment made by
infrastructure operators corresponding to objective environmental elements such as soil
contamination. The Parliament’s amendment 28 also mentioned investments for prevention of
accidents. Council included these types of costs in the construction costs (art 2).

In addition to the Commission’s proposal, the Parliament’s amendment 28 states that the

weighted average toll shall also be related to: “the costs corresponding to objective
environmental elements such as for example atmospheric pollution, including congestion
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costs where these can be objectively quantified by a methodology duly adopted at European
level for the purpose of such calculations.” This has been removed in the Council’s text, and
must be judged in relation to Council’s rejection of introducing external costs in this
Directive.

- The external costs

The European Parliament added to the Commission’s proposal a definition of external costs.
(art. 2 f). The Parliament also added a recital which stated that the Commission should
develop uniform calculation principles, based on scientifically recognised data, which will
clear the way in the future for the internalisation of external costs. The Council excluded this
article and recital from the text. This is not consistent with the Commission’s White Paper and
the European Council’s conclusions of its meeting in Goteborg in 2001.

- Toll variation and mark-up

In addition to the European Parliament’s first reading, the Council added (art 7.10) a number
of explicit conditions which have to be fulfilled when applying the toll variations
(proportionality, transparency, no discrimination, not designed to generate additional revenue,
linear). In this the Council accepted Parliament’s wish, expressed in amendment 12, that the
variation of tolls may not lead to a rise of the weighted average tolls.

The Council strengthened the toll variation in such a way that, for (1) EURO emission classes
and/or for (2) time of day, type of day or season, the toll rates may vary 100%. This means
that Council increases the total maximum variety of the rates to 200 %. With this, the Council
shows awareness of the importance of aims such as combating environmental damage,
tackling congestion and promoting road safety.

However, Council did not agree with EP wishes to include other elements such as variation
according to the vehicle type based on its road damage class, the environmental sensitivity of
the area and the level of PM10 and NOx level.

The possibility to add a mark up to the tolls for mountainous areas (art. 7.10, 7.11) has been
maintained. Together with the Commission the Council is not in favour of the Parliament’s
amendment 30 to ad a mark up for urban areas. Furthermore, a difference with both the
Commission's proposal and the European Parliament's first reading (where the mark up was
25 % as a general rule) is that the "normal" mark up is 15 %. However, for frontier sections of
the priority projects of the TEN's, the mark up can be 25 %.

It should be pointed out that the yield of this mark up is earmarked for priority projects of
European interest in the same corridor. This means that cross financing (financing road-rail) is
possible, and that the mark-up is closely linked to a specific alternative project which is to be
submitted to the Commission.

The Council also introduces a more elaborate article on discounts for frequent users (art. 7.4
b, 7.4 ¢). This allows frequent users to be granted a discount of maximum 13 % of their
"normal" toll. These discounts or reductions should be transparent and correspond to real

savings in administrative costs.

- Concessions
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The European Parliament’s amendment 24 introduces a definition for concessions in the
Directive. However, with amendment 9 Parliament made clear that the rights of existing
concessions may not be affected. The Council followed this approach for the existing
concessions. For new concessions a set of special arrangements is developed (art. 7A,1a). The
Council’s proposal for new concession tolls is that the toll tariffs shall not be higher than if
the toll was calculated according to the principles of the Directive (Annex III). In this way
there is a ceiling on toll tariffs, which seems quite reasonable.

As an increasing amount of road infrastructure needs to be built, exploited and financed via a
public-private-partnership and is therefore subject to concession arrangements, the rapporteur
points out the importance of clear, straightforward rules which prevent unfair competition.

C. Concluding remarks

The common position seems a workable starting point for European Parliament’s second
reading. Obviously further steps in internalising external costs are missing, although Council
shows awareness of the importance of strengthening environmental elements. It is remarkable
that the Council introduces more flexibility for the Member States, and includes special
interest of some of them. To some extent that is understandable, although too much freedom
undermines the aims of this Directive. A European approach to achieve harmonised common
principles for the use of infrastructure and tolls and/or user charges in the Member States,
improve sustainable transport and improve a level playing field is necessary.

In this setting Parliament’s rapporteur tabled a limited number of essential amendments,
which have an added value towards the common position. These amendments express
Parliament’s position in first reading, and are aimed at improving the common position.
Parliament’s rapporteur wants to express the wish for an agreement in second reading. Of
course this will depend on the willingness of the Council to accept the wishes of Parliament.

Regarding the geographical scope of the Directive the rapporteur suggests to reintroduce the
position of Parliament in first reading, although some consideration for the Council’s wish for
more flexibility is justifiable. Therefore an amendment is tabled which stated that exemptions
should be subject to objective criteria regarding congestion and pollution level. The
rapporteur also reintroduces the 3.5 tonnes weight limit.

The rapporteur suggests to reintroduce European Parliament’s amendment regarding the
definition of external costs. She also proposes to reintroduce the request for a model for
assessment of external costs. Keeping in mind the aims expressed in the White Paper it is
important to develop a model for all modes of transport. The European Commission recently
stated that it is already working on a study on the internalisation of the external costs for all
modes of transport, including an impact analysis. The rapporteur wants to encourage the
European Commission in this.

The Council shows awareness of the importance of aims such as combating environmental
damage, tackling congestion and promoting road safety. This is for instance the case in the
approach regarding the variation of tolls. Parliament’s rapporteur wants to strengthen this
approach by reintroducing Parliament’s wish to make it possible to vary tolls according to the
level of PM10 and NOx. These can be considered to be objective measures which are mainly
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for the benefit of highly polluted regions and urban areas. Second is an addition to article 7
which states that no later than 2010, Member States shall be required to vary rates of which
tolls are charges on Euro classes and/or levels of PM10 and NOx. Third, the rapporteur wants
to reintroduce Parliament’s position regarding variation on Euro-classes for road charging .

The rapporteur reintroduced some amendment from first reading to assure that Member States
apply the Directive in a way that insures compensation will be proportionate and without
discrimination.

Your rapporteur is convinced that the common position together with the proposed
amendments is an important step in providing a transparent and harmonised European system
for the calculation of tolls and/or road charging for heavy goods vehicles. The Directive will
provide clarity to all parties involved and it contributes significantly to the improvement of
sustainable transport and the improvement of investments in infrastructure.
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