Commission Communication on the action taken on opinions and resolutions adopted by Parliament at the April 2009 
I and II part-sessions
CO-DECISION PROCEDURE - First reading

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council concerning a rail network for competitive freight
1.
Rapporteur: Petr DUCHOŇ (EPP-ED/CZ)

2.
EP reference number: A6-0220/2009 / P6_TA-PROV(2009)0285

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 23 April 2009

4.
Subject: European rail network for competitive freight

5.
Inter-institutional reference number: 2008/0247(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 71(1) of the EC Treaty

7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Transport and Tourism (TRAN)

8.
Commission‘s position: The Commission can support most of the amendments: 40 out of 71 amendments are acceptable (1-3; 5; 9-13; 14; 17; 19; 21-23; 31-33; 35; 38; 40; 41; 43; 45; 46; 51-58; 60-64; 67; 70), 4 are acceptable in principle (26, 34, 39, 44), 2 are acceptable subject to re‑drafting (4, 15) and 1 is partially acceptable (47). However, 24 amendments cannot be accepted (6, 7, 8, 13, 16,18, 20, 24, 25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 36, 37, 42, 48, 49, 50, 59, 65, 66, 68, 69, 71).

Accepted amendments:
1-3; 5; 9-13; 14; 17; 19; 21-23; 31-33; 35; 38; 40; 41; 43; 45; 46; 51-58; 60-64; 67; 70.

Amendments accepted in principle:

Amendments 26, 34, 39 and 44 are acceptable, subject to some minor changes in the wording.

Amendments acceptable subject to re‑drafting:

The second part of amendment 4 is acceptable, but an alternative should be provided for “facilitation”.

Amendment 15: the text must be re‑drafted.

Amendment accepted in part:
Amendment 47: the addition of the term “integrated” before “strategy” can be accepted but it is premature to involve local authorities and source land to develop terminals; a strategy will determine the locations in which the terminals are developed.

Amendments rejected:
The following amendments are not necessary as they duplicate existing provisions.

Amendments 24 and 42 are superfluous because the proposed criteria are already indicated in the annex.

Amendments 59 and 66 are unnecessary because they are already provided for in the existing legislation.

The following amendments cannot be accepted by the Commission.

Amendments 6, 7, 8 and 25 restrict consultation of the sector to railway undertakings alone; all players in the relevant sectors (consignors, logisticians, ports, etc.) should be consulted.

Amendment 16 is incongruous because, by definition, a “stand‑alone local or regional network” cannot form part of a priority freight corridor.

Article 18 consists of a definition (“heavy maintenance work”) of a term that Amendment 45 has replaced by “coordination of works”. This definition should therefore be deleted.

Amendment 20 weakens the essential concept of “one‑stop shop”, which must be a single joint centre for train path requests.

Amendment 27 entails the risk of there not being corridors in all the Member States, because it imposes just one corridor per Member State, even for Member States which border on several others.

Amendment 28 no longer provides for the selection of corridors to be validated at European level, which is vital in order to ensure European cohesion.

Amendment 29 means that it is no longer possible to modify corridors or create new ones, whereas the process should be evolutionary.

Amendment 30 requires railway undertakings to participate in the governance body for corridors, whereas this body must remain completely independent of its clients and users.

Amendments 36 and 37 mean that the implementation plan no longer has to include the measures adopted to improve performance and nor does this plan have to be updated regularly, which are crucial points for the corridor’s development.

Amendment 48 makes it possible to set up a one‑stop shop for several networks, whereas it should be dedicated to one corridor.

Amendment 49 serves no purpose (“may"), because the one‑stop shop will be managed by infrastructure managers.

Amendment 50 makes use of the one‑stop shop optional, whereas all request for international train paths must be made to the one-stop shop.

Amendment 65 means that a common approach to define performance indicators is no longer mandatory, whereas it is essential.

Amendments 13 and 68 abolish the requirement to set up a working group of infrastructure managers, whereas cooperation between these managers needs to be consolidated.

Amendment 69 imposes a review of the TEN-T legislation, which is incompatible with the Commission’s right of initiative.

Because it does not require the regulation to be applied during peak hours for priority rules, amendment 71 considerably reduces its scope and the need for it, which is not acceptable. 

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: To ensure that the proposal is processed rapidly by the Council, the Commission intends to draw the Council's attention verbally to its position on Parliament's amendments at first reading.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of a common position: The Council aims to reach a political agreement by June 2009.

