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OPINION
of the SENATE of ROMANIA

regarding the Roadworthiness package

Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive
2014/45/EU on periodic roadworthiness tests for motor vehicles and their trailers and
Directive 2014/47 /EU on the technical roadside inspection of the roadworthiness of
commercial vehicles circulating in the Union - COM(2025) 180 final

Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the registration
documents for vehicles and vehicle registration data recorded in national vehicle registers
and repealing Council Directive 1999/37/EC - COM(2025) 179

The Romanian Senate examined the Roadworthiness package - COM(2025) 180 final and
COM(2025) 179 final - according to the provisions of the Treaty of Lisbon Protocol (no. 2).

Taking into account the report of the Committee for European Affairs, the Plenary of the Senate,
during its session of June 30, 2025,

The Senate of Romania notes that the Roadworthiness package complies with the principle of
subsidiarity and partially with the principle of proportionality.

The Senate of Romania

1. Considers that the legislative package:

a) provides policy tools through which Member States can adapt national vehicle
inspection systems to new technological realities in the automotive sector, ensuring a
unified framework for vehicle safety checks, combating fraudulent manipulations, and
improving data exchange, with the aim of strengthening road safety and protecting the
environment within the Union;

b) provides policy tools through which Member States can modernize vehicle registration
systems by digitizing documents, improving data exchange, and combating fraud
related to odometer tampering and emissions systems, thus supporting objectives
regarding road safety, market transparency, and sustainable mobility at the European
level;

c) generally meets the expectations of stakeholders; however, certain provisions need
adjustment to ensure effective and balanced implementation;



d)

aims to harmonize these with recently adopted EU legislation, digitalize information,
and introduce additional requirements to enhance road safety. Nevertheless, some
provisions require detailed analysis and identification of efficient solutions to ensure
proper implementation at the Member States’ level without generating excessive
administrative costs;

constitutes a significant step forward in terms of new rules regarding periodic
technical inspection, by extending the scope and updating technical procedures in line
with technological advances in road vehicles;

brings significant benefits to Member States with an older vehicle fleet than the EU
average, contributing to increased road safety and improved air quality, especially in
urban areas

2. Welcomes the inclusion of electric and hybrid vehicles in the regulations regarding
technical inspections (ITP), considering the increasing share of these vehicles in the fleet.
At the same time, the entry into force of the new EU Regulation on advanced driver
assistance systems (ADAS) requires a rapid update of the existing rules;

3. Emphasizes that:

a)

b)

c)

some similar provisions are already in force in Romania, so a significant increase in
the number of ITP centers is not anticipated. However, there is a risk that certain
centers, especially SMEs, may face difficulties in continuing their activity due to
equipment and training costs. Therefore, the implementation schedule must be
established so that it is manageable for economic operators;

both a positive reaction related to the improvement of road safety and environmental
protection, as well as a negative reaction caused by the possible increase in costs
associated with technical inspections and the frequency of checks, are expected.
Establishing clear requirements and a realistic timeline can significantly contribute to
increased social acceptance;

the new rules can generate economic, environmental, and road safety benefits, but it is
important that their implementation does not involve significant additional costs;

4. Draws attention to the following observations:

a) regarding the amendment and supplementation of Directive 2014/47/EU, it is
recommended to carefully analyze the provisions concerning the use of remote
sensing technology for the verification of atmospheric and noise pollutant
emissions (Art. 4a);

b) considering the lack of metrological verification capability for remote sensing
equipment, the measure provided in Art. 4 a concerning the notification of the
vehicle owner to present the vehicle at a technical inspection station may be
questionable, especially in cases where no deficiencies are found following the
check, but the costs are borne by the owners;

c) regarding the inclusion of passenger cars (M1) and motorcycles (L) in remote
control, with a threshold of 30% of the vehicle fleet, it is noted that this percentage
is very high, and the implementation deadline is short. Implementation will entail
significant costs, as the system will have to cover all vehicle categories. Clarification
of the technical characteristics of the devices, verification procedures, and
applicable limits is required, taking into account the initial type approval level (e.g.,
EURO standards);

d) difficulties may arise related to ensuring a sufficient number of devices, their
integration into road infrastructure, risks associated with vandalism, as well as
high acquisition and maintenance costs. Similar problems may occur with the



equipment necessary for measuring NOx emissions and particle numbers during
inspections carried out in traffic;

e) regarding emissions evaluation, modern vehicle equipment may create difficulties
in assessing technical condition. Thus, the new provisions regarding the
verification of NOx and particle emissions are welcome but must be accompanied
by clear technical provisions concerning measurement methods and applicable
requirements for the equipment used;

5. Recommends:

a)

b)

d)

setting a more realistic implementation deadline of approximately 5 years for both
Directive 2014/47/EU and Directive 2014 /45/EU regarding equipment for verifying
NOx and particle emissions;

the active involvement of manufacturers in the development of procedurcs and the
training process of inspectors, taking into account the challenges related to access to
technical data and the need for adequate training;

establishing more flexible implementation deadlines, considering the large number of
ITP centers in the EU (approximately 50,000), the need to assess the availability of
equipment on the market, their accessibility, and the costs associated for inspection
centers and authorities. This measure could prevent the risk of reducing the number of
authorized centers and lengthening waiting times for customers;

that the introduction of the digital inspection certificate be preceded by additional
analysis, given that the proposed deadline for transition to this system may be difficult
to meet. A phased approach, similar to that applied to the electronic certificate of
conformity, implemented over more than 5 years, could be more effective.



