ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal
for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 216/2008 in the field of aerodromes, air traffic management
and air navigation services
1.
Rapporteur: David-Maria SASSOLI (S&D/IT)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0098/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0221

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 12 March 2014

4.
Subject: Amending Regulation (EC) No 216/2008 in the field of aerodromes, air traffic management and air navigation services.

5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0187(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 100 (2) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the EU

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

8.
Commission's position:
Acceptable amendments:

Amendments 1, 3, 7, 10, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 24, 25, 27, 28 are acceptable as they clarify the text of the proposed provisions, correct an editorial mistake of the Commission proposal, further align with the Common Approach on decentralised agencies, or support Commission policy.

Amendments acceptable in principle but subject to redrafting:

Amendment 4: The first sentence should be redrafted spelling out that the Agency has an active role to play, but avoiding the impression that the Agency is in the lead for the Union's external aviation strategy.

Amendment 5: The last sentence should be redrafted using the appropriate budgetary terminology.

Amendment 8: Including a statement in the recitals regarding elements to be taken into account in the composition of the Executive Board is in principle acceptable. However, the present reference to taking account of the "importance of aviation in the different Member States" should be replaced by an objective criterion.

Amendment 9: The drafting of this paragraph should be reviewed as subparagraph (a) of the same paragraph already refers to environmental protection.

Amendment 11: The amendment as such is acceptable, but the reference to Article 1 – point 18 of the Commission proposal is wrong as the latter amends Article 15 paragraph 2 and not 3 of Reg. 216/2008.

Amendment 13: As the Agency does not determine the Union's external aviation strategy the wording "…by establishing the appropriate cooperation with…" should be replaced by "…by cooperating with aeronautical authorities of…" in line with Article 27 (2) of the Regulation.

Amendment 26: The appropriate budgetary terminology should be used (see Amendment 5). The paragraph should be moved to Article 29 that deals with staff issues.

Amendment 42: The half sentence "…an enhanced culture of safety and fatigue management systems" is in principle acceptable but refers to Flight Time Limitations (FTL) and not Flight Crew Licencing (FCL) which is the subject of Article 7.

Amendments acceptable only in part:

Amendment 6: Sentences 2 and 3 are not acceptable as they point to a future amendment of another Regulation that is not subject to this amendment procedure.

Amendment 20: While a mid-term evaluation is acceptable, the end of term evaluation should be kept to ensure that the evaluation is relevant for a possible re-appointment of the Executive Director. Furthermore, the last sentence should make clear that the submission of the report is for information.

Amendment 39: The addition "to address the identified safety problems" is acceptable. On the other hand, deleting "amend or supplement this Regulation" makes the empowerment less precise.

Amendments not acceptable:

Amendment 2: This text does not correspond to the Common Understanding on delegated acts. While the Commission will take due account of the experts' opinion, it cannot be bound by it.

Amendment 23: The text should not make reference to an implementing rule but to the SES Regulation. Furthermore, "oversight" limits the scope in relation to "relevant ATM/ANS authority tasks".

Amendment 29: The original wording should be maintained as the qualified entity or its staff do not take a decision, but only provide input for the decision making process. The final decision is taken by EASA.

Amendments 30, 31, 32, 40: An accreditation of national aviation authorities is interesting and could be looked into further; however, it would have important consequences which should be analysed in a detailed impact assessment. Hence it is considered premature at this point.

Amendments 33-38: The Commission proposal uses standard wording from Article 290 TFEU. The deletion could have an impact on the possibility to adopt or amend implementing rules.

Amendment 41: The Commission proposal that adds the reference to Article 4(1)b rectifies an omission in the text that occurred when the text was originally drafted while retaining the current situation and aims at making the legal texts coherent. The Commission proposal does not give any extra rights to third country licensed pilots nor does it exempt them from the scope of application of existing implementing rules as suggested in the justification of the EP report. The conditions that third country licensed pilots need to fulfil if they wish to fly European aircraft in the EU are set out in Article 7(6) and related implementing rules do not change.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The usefulness of a modified proposal will be assessed in the light of the progress in Council.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of Council's position: This dossier is linked to dossier 2013/0186(COD). A political agreement within Council is expected for December 2014. However, this depends on the priorities of the Italian Presidency which are not yet fully identified.

