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Question for written answer E-010231/2011
to the Commission
Rule 117
Oriol Junqueras Vies (Verts/ALE)

Subject: Importance of including the Port of Vigo in the Trans-European Transport Network

On 19 October 2011, the Commission presented the Connecting Europe Facility, which will fund 
investments to improve the trans-European transport networks, as well as other networks, in order to 
create the necessary employment and improved competitiveness called for in the Europe 2020 
strategy.

The presentation of the Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on 
Union guidelines for the development of the Trans-European Transport Network (COM(2011)0650 
final) and, in particular, maps 16 and 17 contained in Annex I of said proposal, has been a source of 
controversy in the city of Vigo (Galicia), since the proposal categorises this important port as being of 
secondary or complementary importance, rather than as a key port in the trans-European intermodal 
port network, and also considers it to be of secondary importance in terms of rail cargo transport. This 
row has led to recriminations being exchanged between the central and autonomous governments 
and the port authorities over Vigo's exclusion, despite its being one of the major European ports. The 
Spanish minister of public works, who is responsible for forwarding Spain's proposal to the 
Commission, has even said that 'Vigo's relegation in the trans-European transport network is due to 
an error by the Commission'.

The Port of Vigo occupies a strategic position in the trans-European maritime transport network, and 
could potentially be one of the most important intermodal ports linking the Atlantic with the rest of 
Europe, if a real intermodal communication strategy were to be espoused both by the Commission 
and the competent local, regional and national administrations.

1. Is the Commission aware of the present controversy?

2. Can it confirm whether the omission of Vigo as a strategic port of major importance is due to an 
error by the Commission's services?

3. Has the Commission received any information from the Spanish Government concerning 
modification of the proposal to include the Port of Vigo on different terms and the approach which 
should be taken?

 


