NON LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE (CONSULTATION)

European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Council Regulation establishing the Shift2Rail Joint Undertaking
1.
Rapporteur: Josefa ANDRÉS BAREA (S&D/ES)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0259/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0347

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

4.
Subject: Establishment of the Shift2Rail Joint Undertaking

5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0445(NLE)

6.
Legal basis: Articles 187 and 188(1) of the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union
7.
Competent Parliamentary Committee: Committee on Industry, Research and Energy (ITRE)

8.
Commission's position:
The Commission can accept the large majority of amendments. The acceptable amendments largely concern those amendments that are identical or very similar to the amendments made by the Council in its common position adopted on 14 March or that reflect the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP package.

The amendments that could be accepted are: 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24, 25, 26, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33, 38, 39, 40, 42, 44, 46, 47, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67.

The amendments that could not be accepted are: 7, 23, 28, 29, 34, 35, 36, 37, 41, 45, 48, 49, 50, 56, 57.

Amendments 7 and 35:
Unacceptable: The wording is not in line with the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP package. The text is redundant given the numerous references to the Horizon 2020 framework and is overly restrictive.
Amendment 23:
Unacceptable: Additional funds (from CEF for example but possibly other instruments too) should not be limited to mature outcomes only, but to all types of innovative solutions developed by Shift2Rail.

Amendments 28, 29, 34:

Unacceptable: The wording is not in line with the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP package.

Amendments 36 and 37:

Unacceptable: The wording refers to a decision making process that is internal to the Associated or Founding Member and should not be dealt with in the text of the Regulation.

Amendment 41

Unacceptable: The Joint Undertaking will not have the power to define interoperability standards – this is the role of the European Railway Agency. Instead, the Joint Undertaking will have the task of proposing to define such standards.

Amendment 45:

Unacceptable: The wording is not in line with the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP package. The possibility to suspend voting rights of members in breach of their obligations is already dealt with under Article 4(5) of the Regulation.

Amendments 48, 49:
Unacceptable: These amendments propose to specify very detailed procedures that should not be set out in the text of the Regulation, but rather laid down in the rules of procedure of the JU. They are very prescriptive and may even be unnecessary. In particular, on AM 49, the Commission has 50 % of voting rights in the Governing Board and therefore already de facto has the right to object.

Amendment 50:
Unacceptable: The wording proposed by the Commission in this clause results from extensive negotiations with the industry partners and with the Member States in Council, leading to a very delicate compromise, which could not be altered at this stage, as this could significantly delay the adoption.

Amendment 56:

Unacceptable: The wording is not in line with the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP package.

Amendment 57:
Unacceptable: The amendment is neither in line with the outcome of the trilogue on the IIP, nor in line with the general procedures for designating an Executive Director of an Agency.

9.
Outlook for amendment of the proposal: The Commission has drawn the Council's attention to the Commission's position on Parliament's first reading amendments orally.
10.
Outlook for the adoption of the proposal: The Council adopted the proposal on 16 June 2014.
