ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council amending Directive 96/53/EC of 25 July 1996 laying down for certain road vehicles circulating within the Community the maximum authorised dimensions in national and international traffic and the maximum authorised weights in international traffic
1.
Rapporteur: Jörg LEICHTFRIED (S&D/AT)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0256/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0353

3.
Date of adoption of the resolution: 15 April 2014

4.
Subject: Weights and dimensions of certain road vehicles

5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0105(COD)

6.
Legal Basis: Article 91 of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union

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

8.
Commission’s position: The Commission can accept in their entirety or partially (subject to adaptations, redrafting or simplification) a majority of the amendments voted by the Parliament, but is not able to follow the Parliament’s view on a number of other amendments.

The Commission welcomes 46 of the 70 amendments voted by the Parliament, as they clarify or strengthen the original Commission proposal: 5, 8, 10, 11, 13, 14, 15, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 36, 37, 42, 43, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 55, 56, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 63, 66, 67, 68, 69 and 70. These concern for example the definition of low carbon propulsion technologies, the clarification on the requirements related to the type approval framework for motor vehicles and the strengthening of enforcement provisions.

The Commission notes and can accept another 9 amendments subject to redrafting: 7, 9, 17, 34, 35, 38, 39, 41 and 60. The most important are:

On amendments 34, 35 and 38, which aim at improving safety of vulnerable road users as well as the safety and comfort of drivers, some redrafting is needed to avoid being too detailed and too prescriptive with regard to technical solutions. Moreover, it was not the intention of the Commission to mandate safety requirements in this instrument, as such requirements are laid down in the type-approval framework and more specifically in Regulation (EC) No 661/2009 concerning type-approval requirements for the general safety of motor vehicles.

However, another 15 amendments cannot be accepted: 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 12, 23, 40, 44, 45, 50, 53, 54, 64 and 65. Also not acceptable are the last part of amendment 34 and the last part of amendment 35, and amendment 41 as regards the minimum level of safety. The most important amendments that cannot be accepted are the following:

Amendment 23 proposes to limit the extension of aerodynamic rear devices to 500mm. Such devices up to 500mm are already provided for under Commission Regulation (EU) No 1230/2012/EC on type approval. The amendment is therefore redundant. It is also unwarranted, as it limits the potential gain in aerodynamic performance and therefore deprives society from additional benefits of lower emissions and fuel consumption. Improvement in aerodynamic performance continues at least until 2000mm, and the Commission proposal did not provide for length restrictions but lays down conditions for use and safety requirements.

Amendment 40 makes new cab designs mandatory after seven years following the entry into force of the proposed Directive. This runs counter to the proposal of the Commission which seeks to enable (not oblige) manufacturers to produce lorries that are more aerodynamic and safer should manufacturers consider that there is a market for such new cabs. The Commission has deliberately not proposed to mandate new cabs (or flaps for that matter), as this would invite calls for implementation lead-times, which would be counterproductive to the objective to realise what is possible with the products already on the market and will bring immediate benefits to society in terms of lower emissions (aerodynamic flaps are already market ready and used in other parts of the world) and avoided fatalities.

Amendment 41 is not acceptable as minimum level of "safety" performance is not relevant for this legislation but for the type-approval Regulation 661/2009 (type-approval requirements for the general safety of motor vehicles, their trailers and systems, components and separate technical units intended therefor).

Amendments 53 and 54 alter infringement categories related to weight in a way that enforcement would be compromised due to limitations in accuracy of measuring equipment. The Commission proposed categories; "less than 5 %" and "5-10 %" whereas the Parliament proposed "less than 2 %" and "2-10 %".

Amendment 44 and amendment 12, which replace intermodal transport, as proposed by the Commission, by combined transport, are not acceptable given that combined transport only applies to transport between EU Member States, whereas 45’ containers are increasingly used in ocean-going transport.

Amendment 50, making mandatory on-board weighing systems, is in conflict with the Commission proposal, wherein it was proposed to leave methods of controls of overweight to Member States to allow Member States already having other systems in use to continue using these.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: With a view to supporting rapid progress in the Council framework, the Commission will draw the Council's attention to the Commission's position on Parliament's first reading amendments.

10.
Outlook for the adoption of the Council's position: The Greek Presidency has made good progress on this file by scheduling meetings almost on a weekly basis. Following the discussions, compromises on most issues have been proposed by the Presidency, which still preserve the key objectives of the Commission proposal. Political Agreement on this file was reached at the 5-6 June 2014 Transport Council.
