ORDINARY LEGISLATIVE procedure - First reading
European Parliament legislative resolution on the proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on the implementation of the Single European Sky (recast)
1.
Rapporteur: Marian-Jean MARINESCU (EPP/RO)

2.
EP reference number: A7-0095/2014 / P7_TA-PROV(2014)0220

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

4.
Subject: Recast of the Single European Sky Regulations

5.
Interinstitutional reference number: 2013/0186(COD)

6.
Legal basis: Article 294(2) and Article 100(2) of the Treaty

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

8.
Commission's position:
Acceptable amendments:

Amendments 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 17, 18 19, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 49, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 65, 66, 67, 68, 70, 71, 72, 74, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80, 81, 82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87, 92 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 103, 104, 108, 109, 110, 112, 115, 118, 119, 120, 121, 122, 123, 124, 129, 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 136, 138, 139, 140, 141, 143 are acceptable as they clarify the text of the proposed provisions, or introduce additional detail in line with Commission policy, or recent discussions with stakeholders.

Amendments acceptable in principle but subject to redrafting:

Amendment 4: A clearer link to an enacting term of this Regulation should be formulated.

Amendment 11: What follows from this statement and how it explains one of the enacting terms, should be clarified.

Amendment 20: Recitals to be revised in light of possible changes made to the corresponding articles.

Amendment 24: Legislative provisions should not include examples. It is further unclear what is meant by "neighbouring countries" and how this term relates to the "third country networks" subsequently mentioned.

Amendment 48: Subject to editorial redrafting.

Amendment 50: Subject to editorial redrafting.

Amendment 56: With some redrafting to clarify the meaning of the later part of the addition.

Amendment 69: Clarification should be provided on how this amendment relates to Article 4, Paragraph 1, point (a) to avoid any overlap or inconsistencies.

Amendment 73: Clarification of wording as to the role of the Member States is necessary.

Amendment 75: Clarification on (i) how this network is to execute these tasks and (ii) text of point (e) of the amendment is necessary.

Amendment 88: Clarification on (i) what is meant by "neighbouring third countries", (ii) "if appropriate" and (iii) "mutual agreement between the relevant parties" should be provided.

Amendment 89: Redrafting is necessary to clarify which are the Member States concerned.

Amendment 91: Clarification of the last phrase is necessary.

Amendment 93: Clarification on what is meant by "European economic regulator" should be provided.

Amendment 102: This is not the appropriate place for rules on business plans of the ANSPs. It should also be clarified what is meant by the use of the word "should".

Amendment 105: What is meant by "compensation mechanisms" and how they are to function should be clarified.

Amendment 106: The empowerment to adopt the Union-wide performance targets should be further delineated to ensure compatibility with Article 290 TFEU.

Amendment 107: A revision of the last sentence concerning the steps to be taken after the study is necessary.

Amendment 113: Redrafting is necessary to ensure compatibility with Article 291 TFEU.

Amendment 114: The Deployment Manager can make recommendations, but it cannot recommend binding deadlines.

Amendment 116: The suggested new sentence should be placed elsewhere, so as to avoid the impression that it concerns an implementing act.

Amendment 117: The last sentence should be either adapted or deleted. It cannot be determined by law that a common project makes a decisive contribution.

Amendment 16 and related Amendment 120: It should be clarified how the concepts of 'Member States' and 'national aviation authorities' relate to each other in this context, given that the former term encompasses the latter.

Amendment 126: Clarification in what is meant by "operational" FAB is necessary.

Amendment 127: It is unclear what is without prejudice to what.

Amendment 128: It should be clarified why the service providers need authorisation by the EU legislature to set up partnerships. It could also be clarified what is expected from the Member States and the Commission in this respect.

Amendment 137: It should be clarified why this reference to Member States taking measures is included here (Member States must ensure, within their jurisdiction, that all provisions of this Regulation are complied with). If the essence is the date mentioned, this could be formulated differently.

Amendment 142: What is meant by 'compensation mechanisms' and how they are to function should be clarified. They should be distinguished from any penalties to be provided for.

Amendments acceptable only in part:

Amendment 35: Adaptations should be made so as to ensure that a definition does not contain a norm.

Amendment 36: Acceptable as regards the editorial changes, but the link to accreditation by EASA is part of a wider amendment in the EASA Basic Regulation and that amendment is still considered to be premature and in any case needs to be aligned with changes to the amendments in Regulation 216/2008.

Amendment 60: What is meant by "top management" should be clarified. The criteria mentioned do not relate to aspects that a manager can no longer fulfil but either the recruitment or the period after having worked for the authorities.

Amendment 63: The words "in particular" should be added to allow for more flexible implementing measures. See also below comment on amendment 64.

Amendment 64: This appears not to concern modalities for recruitment and selection.

Amendment 130: "co-ordinated" implies a lack of decision-making power, which would water down the concept of network manager.

Amendment 135: the sentence starting with "with a view to…" should be deleted. The implementing acts concern the consultation mechanisms. Such mechanisms cannot be such as to ensure consistency between the object of the consultation and the ATM Master Plan and common projects.

Amendments not acceptable:

Amendments 15, 25: Deletion of this recital overlooks the fact that the high seas areas in ICAO EUR (European) and AFI (African) regions are already included and the exclusion of north-Atlantic region makes it difficult to ensure consistency in airspace and procedures.

Amendments 21, 90: The amendment returns the situation almost to status quo with only marginal improvement in transparency and tendering efficiency. Furthermore: (1) It is unclear what happened to the last subparagraph of paragraph 1. (2) Paragraph 2 on calling for offers when drawing up a business plan is unclear. (3) The reference to Directive 2004/18 and to the said selection criteria must be clarified. (4) The terms "selection of services" and who is to comply with the rules set out in implementing acts referred to in paragraph 5a are unclear.

Amendment 111: The suggested new second sentence does not concern, as it is drafted at present, implementing acts.

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: A political agreement within Council is expected for December 2014. This remains however dependent on the priorities of the Italian Presidency which are not yet fully identified.

