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TEN-T and inland waterways
INE overall welcomes the proposal for regulation.
· With regard to inland waterways, the proposal takes into account to a large extent the needs of waterway authorities to help create a reliable and resilient network. 
· Whereas the current guidelines are more focused on increasing capacity, INE welcomes the fact that this proposal enables to improve the quality and performance of the network as well. 
· INE also welcomes the new approach by the Commission to define infrastructure requirements:
· The chosen term ‘navigable channel depth’ is an objective infrastructure parameter which can be monitored, while the current guidelines refer to the ECMT resolution which uses vessel parameters such as ‘draught’ which depend on the type of vessels and their load factor;
· The reference water levels on the basis of the number of days provide the possibility to take account of the hydro-morphology of waterways.

However, INE recommends to clarify and improve Section 2 on Inland waterway transport infrastructure with regard to the terminology and the procedures. 

With regard to the terminology, INE has two proposals 
1. The term ‘Good Navigation Status’ (art. 22.2) should not only cover the protection and the non-deterioration of the minimum infrastructure requirements and levels of services (art. 22.3(a)). The notion of Good Navigation Status should also cover the protection and the non-deterioration of the current status of the waterway network which may be higher than the minimum requirements and levels of services proposed in the legislation. The current status of the waterway network should not be left to deteriorate but be appropriately maintained.

2. The term ‘river basin’ building on the definition of the water framework directive is in our opinion not the right way forward in TEN-T and its transport corridors. On the one hand, river basins are broader and contain non-navigable sections. On the other hand, for transport, certain waterways/waterway sections located in one river basin are linked up to waterways/waterway sections located in other river basins. Moreover, canals cannot always be unequivocally allocated to a single river basin. We therefore propose that minimum requirements and levels of service (art. 22.3) and complementary minimum requirements (art. 22.5) as well as eventual exemptions (art. 22.4) are set out per European Transport Corridor. The corridor method allows a coherent approach across borders which fits into the TEN-T logic, whereby the European Transport Corridors enable Member States to achieve a coordinated and synchronised approach with regard to investment in infrastructure.

With regard to the procedures, we propose a corridor approach which allows an economic and coherent use of implementing acts, as well as the right priority setting for inland waterways. The current formulation in article 22 of the proposal for regulation could lead to 3 or more implementing act per river basin, ie one for the minimum infrastructure requirements (art. 22.3(a)), one or more for eventual exemptions (art. 22.4) and one for the complementing minimum requirements (art. 22.5). This would involve a serious administrative overload for all public stakeholders involved.
We propose the following corridor approach for the implementing acts with regard to waterways:
· Per European Transport Corridor, there is one implementing act pursuant to art. 54(1) covering the rivers, canals and lakes in its geographic catchment area that enable at least the navigation of vessels with a length of 80-85m and a width of 9.5m.
· This implementing act sets out the minimum infrastructure requirements and levels of services (art. 22.3(a)), eventual exemptions (art. 22.4) and the complementary minimum requirements (art. 22.5).
· The work for inland waterways becomes part of the work plans as proposed in article 53 and a revision could take place every four years in that framework when appropriate:
In general, we would welcome an enhanced role of the coordinators to ensure a coherent planning and investment approach in the European Transport Corridors.
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Amendment 1
Transport network and heritage
	Recital 26
	Proposed change by INE

	26. Exemptions from the infrastructure requirements applicable to the core, extended core and comprehensive network should be possible only in duly justified cases and subject to certain conditions. This should include cases where investment cannot be justified, or where there are specific geographic or significant physical constraints, for example in outermost regions and other remote, insular, peripheral and mountainous regions or in sparsely populated areas, or for isolated or partially isolated networks.
	26. Exemptions from the infrastructure requirements applicable to the core, extended core and comprehensive network should be possible only in duly justified cases and subject to certain conditions. This should include cases where investment cannot be justified, or where there are specific geographic, patrimonial heritage or significant physical constraints, for example in outermost regions and other remote, insular, peripheral and mountainous regions or in sparsely populated areas, or for isolated or partially isolated networks.



Justification
The TEN-T should take into account historical and patrimonial aspects of the transport network. Protected patrimonial heritage, such as historic bridges, have to be respected and preserved according to the applicable regulations in vigour.

Amendment 2
The role of inland waterways in the development of sustainable and multimodal freight and passenger transport flows in Europe
	Recital 30 
	Proposed change by INE

	30. As stated in the Sustainable and Smart Mobility Strategy, an integration of the Core Network Corridors and of the Rail Freight Corridors into ‘European Transport Corridors’ is needed to increase synergies between infrastructure planning and the operation of transport. The European Transport Corridors should become the instrument for the development of sustainable and multimodal freight and passenger transport flows in Europe and for the development of interoperable high quality infrastructure and operational performance. As such, they should also be the tool to realise the vision of creating a highly competitive rail network across the Union.
	30. As stated in the Sustainable and Smart Mobility Strategy, an integration of the Core Network Corridors and of the Rail Freight Corridors into ‘European Transport Corridors’ is needed to increase synergies between infrastructure planning and the operation of transport. The European Transport Corridors should become the instrument for the development of sustainable and multimodal freight and passenger transport flows in Europe and for the development of interoperable high quality infrastructure and operational performance. As such, they should also be the tool to realise the vision of creating a highly competitive rail and inland waterway network across the Union.



Justification
As a matter of fact, the European Transport Corridors should become the instrument for the development of sustainable and multimodal freight and passenger transport flows in Europe and for the development of interoperable high quality infrastructure and operational performance. The TEN-T Regulation should however not give priority to one mode over another as both contribute to the environmental objectives of the Sustainable and Smart Mobility Strategy.


Amendment 3
The active involvement of waterway authorities in the entire process
	Recital 45
	Proposed change by INE

	45. Inland waterways in Europe are characterised by a heterogeneous hydro-morphology which hampers a coherent performance for all waterway stretches. Inland waterways, especially free flowing stretches, may be heavily impacted by climate and weather conditions. In order to ensure reliable international traffic, while respecting the hydro-morphology and applicable environmental legislation, TEN-T requirements should take into account the specific hydro-morphology of each waterway (for example free-flowing or regulated rivers) as well as the objectives of environmental and biodiversity policies. Such an approach should be considered at river basin level.
	45. Inland waterways in Europe are characterised by a heterogeneous hydro-morphology which hampers a coherent performance for all waterway stretches. Inland waterways, especially free flowing stretches, may be heavily impacted by climate and weather conditions. In order to ensure reliable international traffic, while respecting the hydro-morphology and applicable environmental legislation, TEN-T requirements should take into account the specific hydro-morphology of each waterway (for example free-flowing or regulated rivers) as well as the objectives of environmental and biodiversity policies. Such an approach should be considered at corridor river basin level in close cooperation with Member States and infrastructure managers.



Justification
The concerned Member States and infrastructure managers should be associated in the preparation of the implementing acts, before the examination procedure. INE proposes a corridor approach.


Amendment 4
Procedure for waterway infrastructure requirements
	Recital 77
	Proposed change by INE

	In order to ensure uniform conditions for the implementation of this Regulation, implementing powers should be conferred on the Commission as regards implementing acts which specify reference water levels and minimum requirements per river basin (good navigation status), which define a single entity for the construction and management of cross-border infrastructure projects of common interest, which establish a methodology for the urban mobility data to be collected by Member States and implementing acts for each work plan of the European Transport Corridors and the two horizontal priorities as well as for the implementation of specific sections of the European Transport Corridor or for the implementation of specific transport infrastructure requirements of the European Transport Corridor or of the horizontal priorities. Those powers should be exercised in accordance with Regulation (EU) No 182/2011 of the European Parliament and of the Council.
	In order to ensure uniform conditions for the implementation of this Regulation, implementing powers should be conferred on the Commission as regards implementing acts which specify reference water levels and minimum requirements per river basin (good navigation status), which define a single entity for the construction and management of cross-border infrastructure projects of common interest, which establish a methodology for the urban mobility data to be collected by Member States and implementing acts for each work plan of the European Transport Corridors and the two horizontal priorities as well as for the implementation of specific sections of the European Transport Corridor or for the implementation of specific transport infrastructure requirements of the European Transport Corridor or of the horizontal priorities. Those powers should be exercised in accordance with Regulation (EU) No 182/2011 of the European Parliament and of the Council.



Justification
We propose that the reference water levels and minimum requirements (art. 22.3) for waterways are not specified in implementing acts per river basin, but in implementing act of the European Transport Corridors where the waterways geographically belong to. (See also amendments 3, 9, 13)


Amendment 5
Cooperation with third countries and continuity of flows
	Art. 9.1
	Proposed change by INE

	1. The Union may cooperate with neighbouring countries in order to connect the trans-European transport network with their infrastructure networks with a view to enhancing economic growth and competitiveness, and in particular to:
	1. The Union may cooperate with neighbouring countries and may support, including financially, projects of common interest in order to connect the trans-European transport network with their infrastructure networks with a view to enhancing sustainable economic growth and competitiveness, and in particular to:



Justification
The possibility of financial support which is explicit in the current TEN-T guidelines should be maintained. For instance, without continued financial support, bottlenecks in Serbia on the Danube and Tisza rivers could remain in place and risk to negatively impact the continuity of the cross-border Rhine-Danube corridor and its modal shift potential to sustainable modes. At present, Serbia takes part in multi-national projects. This cooperation between Danube riparian states to participate in joint projects allows a coherent approach across borders which fits into the TEN-T logic enabling a coordinated and synchronised investment effort to clear bottlenecks. Waterway authorities have negative experiences with projects that are co-financed by different EU programmes as the diverging management of these programmes jeopardises coordination efforts among project partners and negatively affects the implementation of projects. The current approach whereby third neighbouring countries can participate together with Member States in joint projects should therefore be explicitly maintained.


Amendment 6
Inland waterways infrastructure components & criterion for passenger traffic volumes
	Art. 20.3, point (a)
	Proposed change by INE

	An inland port shall be part of the comprehensive network where it meets the following conditions:
(a) it has an annual freight transhipment volume exceeding 500,000 tonnes. The total annual freight transhipment volume shall be based on the latest available three-year average, based on the statistics published by Eurostat;
(b) it is located on the inland waterway network of the trans-European transport network.
	An inland port shall be part of the comprehensive network where it meets the following conditions:
(a) it has an annual freight transhipment volume exceeding 500,000 tonnes. The total annual freight transhipment volume shall be based on the latest available three-year average, based on the statistics published by Eurostat; or
it has an annual volume of passenger traffic volume exceeding 500,000 persons. The reference amount for this total volume is the latest available three-year average.
(b) it is located on the inland waterway network of the trans-European transport
network.



Justification
Passenger transport is a growing segment on Europe’s inland waterways and offers a sustainable way of mobility. Not all inland ports important for passengers are covered in the list of inland ports that comply with the criterion of freight transhipment volume under art. 20.3. Therefore, we advocate to add a criterion for passenger traffic volume in inland ports so sustainable mobility of people can be developed and supported on Europe’s waterways.

Amendment 7
Environmental facilities
	Art. 21.1, point (c)
	Proposed change by INE

	1. Member States shall ensure that inland ports on the comprehensive network, by 31 December 2050:
(a) will be connected with the road or rail infrastructure;
(b) offer at least one multimodal freight terminal open to all operators and users in a non-discriminatory way and which shall apply transparent and nondiscriminatory charges;
(c) are equipped with facilities to improve the environmental performance of vessels in ports, including reception facilities, degassing facilities, noise reduction measures, measures to reduce air and water pollution.
2. Member States shall ensure that alternative fuels infrastructure is deployed in inland ports in compliance with the requirements of Regulation (EU) […] [on the deployment of alternative fuels infrastructure].
	1. Member States shall ensure that inland ports on the comprehensive network, by 31 December 2050:
(a) will be connected with the road or rail infrastructure;
(b) offer at least one multimodal freight terminal open to all operators and users in a non-discriminatory way and which shall apply transparent and nondiscriminatory charges;
(c) are equipped with facilities to improve the environmental performance of vessels in ports, including reception facilities, degassing facilities, noise reduction measures, measures to reduce air and water pollution.
2. Member States shall ensure that alternative fuels infrastructure is deployed in inland ports in compliance with the requirements of Regulation (EU) […] [on the deployment of alternative fuels infrastructure].



Justification
This paragraph proposes that every inland port on the comprehensive network, by 31 December 2050, shall be equipped with facilities to improve the environmental performance of vessels in ports, including reception facilities, degassing facilities, noise reduction measures, measures to reduce air and water pollution. INE agrees that it is important to have adequate environmental facilities in place in the European Transport Corridors. The problem in the current proposal is that it does not lay out the specific requirements for these environmental facilities. We propose to develop specific requirements for these environmental facilities by means of article 22.5 but as part of a corridor implementing act. Laying down the requirements per corridor will ensure a coherent approach. (see amendment 12)


[bookmark: _Hlk99960599]Amendment 8
Definition of Good Navigation Status
	Art. 22.2
	Initially proposed change by INE

	2. Member States shall ensure that the inland waterway network, including connections referred to in Article 20(1), point (e), is maintained to enable efficient, reliable and safe navigation for users by ensuring minimum waterway requirements and levels of service and by preventing the deterioration of these minimum requirements or any of its defined underlying criteria (Good Navigation Status).
	[bookmark: _Hlk101362423][bookmark: _Hlk101362541]2. Member States shall ensure that the inland waterway network, including connections referred to in Article 20(1), point (e), is maintained to enable efficient, reliable and safe navigation for users by ensuring minimum waterway requirements as laid down in paragraph 3, point (a) and minimum levels of service as laid down in paragraphs 3, points (b)(c)(d) (1) and by preventing. Member States shall prevent the deterioration of these minimum requirements or any of its defined underlying criteria and of the status of the inland waterway network which exceeds these minimum requirements at the date of entry into force of this Regulation (2) (Good Navigation Status). 	Comment by karin de schepper: Further to amendment 8: paragraph 3, points (a) and (b) and minimum levels of service as laid down in paragraphs 3, points (c)(d)(e)



Justification
(1) For a univocal interpretation of the terms ‘Good Navigation Status’, ‘minimum waterway requirements’ and ‘levels of service’, it is important that it is explicitly mentioned to what these terms refer.
(2) Good Navigation Status should not only cover the obligation to achieve the minimum requirements, it should also oblige Member States that have achieved a status beyond the minimum requirements to safeguard this status and to ensure their inland waterway network does not deteriorate to a lower status. 

Amendment 9
Deadline for implementation
Inclusion of width as parameter
	Art. 22.3, point (a)
	Proposed change by INE

	Member States shall in particular ensure that:
(a) Rivers, canals, lakes, inland ports and their access routes provide a navigable channel depth of at least 2.5 m and a minimum height under non-openable bridges of at least 5.25 m at defined reference water levels, which are exceeded at a defined number of days per year on a statistical average.

The reference water levels shall be established on the basis of the number of days per year on which the actual water level exceeded the specified reference water level. The Commission shall adopt implementing acts specifying the reference water levels referred to in the previous subparagraph per river basin. Those implementing acts shall be adopted in accordance with the examination procedure referred to in Article 59(3).

When specifying the reference water levels the Commission shall take into account the requirements which are set out in international conventions and in agreements concluded between Member States.
	Member States shall in particular ensure by 31 December 2030(1) that:
(a) Rivers, canals and lakes enable at least the navigation of vessels with a length of 80-85m and a width of 9.5m;
(b) Rivers, canals, lakes, inland ports and their access routes provide(2) 
- a navigable channel depth of at least 2.5 m for a defined navigable channel width(3); and
- a minimum height under non-openable bridges of at least 5.25 m 
at defined reference water levels, which are exceeded at a defined number of days per year on a statistical average.

The reference water levels shall be established on the basis of the number of days per year on which the actual water level exceeded the specified reference water level. The Commission shall adopt implementing acts specifying the reference water levels referred to in the previous subparagraph per river basin(4). Those implementing acts shall be adopted in accordance with the examination procedure referred to in Article 59(3). (5) The minimum requirements and the reference water levels referred to in the previous subparagraph shall be specified per waterway and where appropriate per waterway section. (4)

[bookmark: _Hlk97734475]When specifying the reference water levels defining the number of days, the Commission shall refer to(6) take into account specifications set by river navigation commissions and the requirements which are set out in international conventions and in agreements concluded between Member States



 Justification
(1) The implementation deadline for implementation should be explicitly specified to avoid any confusion and ensure a timely implementation.
(2) The formatting of the text should make clear by means of two bullets that the defined reference water level refers to the combined minimum requirements. 

(3)When defining the navigable channel depth, the minimum navigable channel width shall be defined as horizontal parameter which is relevant for instance for locks, two-ways traffic, turning basins, etc.

(4)We propose to remove any reference to river basins: this term which relates to the Water Framework Directive is confusing for TEN-T and waterways for several reasons
•	River basins are broader, whereas TEN-T only concerns the navigable parts;
•	Canals do not fit in this definitions and it is unclear how to categorise canals that connect river basins;
•	Some basins are connected and form one navigation area, it does not make sense to split these up.
We propose instead to lay down minimum requirement per corridor for every navigable waterway and where appropriate for specific waterway sections. Every navigable waterway which minimally allows the navigation of vessels with a length of 80-85m and a width of 9.5m shall be assigned to a corridor.

(5) For waterways, we propose that minimum requirements (art. 22.3), as well as eventual exemptions (art. 22.4) and complementary minimum requirements (art. 22.5) are laid down in the implementing act of the European Transport Corridors to which the waterways geographically belong. This will reduce the administrative burden of elaborating three or more different implementing acts and strengthen the corridor approach proposed by this Regulation. (see amendment 13)

(6))We propose that the Commission shall not only take into account but refer in the implementing acts to the already existing specifications by river navigation commissions and requirements which are set in legally binding agreements in vigour.

Overall, INE very much welcomes the flexibility enshrined in the new formulation of the proposal. Omitting the reference to ECMT and replacing it by the possibility to refer to water reference levels provides the required flexibility for rivers and river sections that have a heterogeneous hydro-morphology by nature and face the challenge of conditions influenced by climate change. Where the ECMT parameters refer to vessels, the parameters in the proposal refer to the infrastructure which are to a greater extent under control by the Member States and can be objectively monitored. The new formulation in combination with Good Navigation Status ensures reliability and transparency. 

For reasons of consistency, the new approach in article 22.3 should also be applied to the inland waterway maps in annex 1. In the present proposal, the ECMT class ≥ IV logic of the current TEN-T guidelines is maintained for the maps in annex 1. We propose that all rivers, canals and lakes enabling at least the navigation of vessels with a length of 80-85m and a width of 9.5m are included in the inland waterway maps in annex 1.


Amendment 10
Exemptions 
	Art. 22.4
	Proposed change by INE

	4. At the request of a Member State, in duly justified cases, exemptions from the minimum requirements referred to in paragraph (3), point (a), may be granted by the Commission. Any request for exemption shall be based on a socio-economic cost-benefit analysis, the assessment of specific geographic or significant physical constraints and/or of potential negative impacts on environment and biodiversity.

Deterioration of the minimum requirements caused by direct human action or by lack of diligence in the maintenance of the inland waterway network shall not be considered as a case justifying the granting of an exemption.

Member States may be granted an exemption in case of force majeure. Member States shall rehabilitate the navigability conditions to the previous status as soon as the situation allows for it.

Any request for exemption shall be coordinated and agreed with the neighbouring Member State(s) where applicable.
	4. At the request of a Member State, in duly justified cases, exemptions from the minimum requirements referred to in paragraph (3), point (a), may be granted by the Commission per waterway and where appropriate per waterway section by means of implementing acts (1). Any request for exemption shall be based on a socio-economic cost-benefit analysis, the assessment of specific geographic, historical or significant physical constraints and/or of potential negative impacts on environment, patrimonial heritage(2) and biodiversity.	Comment by karin de schepper: Further to amendment 8: paragraph 3, points (a) and (b)

Deterioration of the minimum requirements caused by direct human action or by lack of diligence in the maintenance of the inland waterway network shall not be considered as a case justifying the granting of an exemption.

Member States may be granted an exemption in case of force majeure. Member States shall rehabilitate the navigability conditions to the previous status as soon as the situation allows for it. (3)

Any request for exemption shall be communicated and coordinated and agreed with the neighbouring Member State(s) where applicable. The European Coordinator shall support the coordinated implementation. (4)



Justification
(1)We propose to remove any reference to river basins: this term which relates to the Water Framework Directive is confusing for TEN-T and waterways for several reasons/
•	River basins are broader, whereas TEN-T only concerns the navigable parts;
•	Canals do not fit in this definitions and it is unclear how to categorise canals that connect river basins;
•	Some basins are connected and form one navigation area, it does not make sense to split these up.
We propose that exemptions acts for waterways or where appropriate for waterway sections are laid down in the implementing act of the European Transport Corridor where the waterways geographically belong to. This will reduce the administrative burden of elaborating an implementing act per exemption and strengthen the corridor approach proposed by this Regulation. (see amendment 13)

(2)The inland waterway network includes at certain locations natural and cultural infrastructure of historical value. The preservation of patrimonial heritage, such as historical bridges, should, in case no alternative solutions can be found, be taken into account.

(3) Force majeure is not defined in EU law but is commonly understood as ‘an abnormal and unforeseeable circumstance outside of your control, the consequences of which, in spite of the exercise of all due care, could not have been avoided’. It would be an administrative burden to apply for exemptions by means of implementing decisions in this case. (see amendment 11)

(4) The agreement of neighbouring countries in the case of exemptions could become a potential veto. The coordination of exemptions on cross-border infrastructure remains however essential. And this can be ensured in the corridor framework.


Amendment 11
Force majeure
	Art. 22, new paragraph
	Proposed new paragraph by INE

	
	In case of force majeure, Member States shall rehabilitate the navigability conditions to the previous status as soon as the situation allows for it.



Justification
While the application for an exemption would be an administrative burden, the obligation to rehabilitate the navigable conditions after a sudden event which constitutes force majeure is paramount.


Amendment 12
Complementing minimum requirements in corridor implementing acts
	Art. 22.5
	Change proposed by INE

	5. The Commission shall adopt implementing acts setting out requirements complementing the minimum requirements established in accordance with paragraph (3), point (a), second subparagraph, per river basin. These requirements may be related in particular to:
(a) complementary parameters for waterways specific for free flowing rivers;
(b) specifications for inland waterway infrastructure;
(c) specifications for infrastructure of inland ports;
(d) appropriate mooring places and services for commercial users;
(e) deployment of alternative energy infrastructure to ensure corridor-wide access to alternative fuels;
(f) requirements for digital applications of the network and automation processes;
(g) resilience of the infrastructure to climate change, natural hazards and humanmade disasters or intentional disruptions;
(h) introduction and promotion of new technologies and innovation for zero carbon energy fuels and propulsion systems.
The implementing act referred to in the first subparagraph shall be adopted in accordance with the examination procedure referred to in Article 59(3).
	5. The Commission shall adopt implementing acts setting out requirements complementing the minimum requirements established in accordance with paragraph (3), point (a), second subparagraph, per river basin per waterway and where appropriate per waterway section(1). These requirements may be related in particular to:	Comment by karin de schepper: Further to amendment 8: paragraph 3, points (a) and (b)
(a) complementary parameters for waterways specific for free flowing rivers;
(b) specifications for inland waterway infrastructure;
(c) specifications for infrastructure of inland ports;
(d) appropriate mooring places and services for commercial users;
(e) deployment of alternative energy infrastructure to ensure corridor-wide access to alternative fuels;
(f) requirements for digital applications of the network and automation processes;
(g) resilience of the infrastructure to climate change, natural hazards and humanmade disasters or intentional disruptions;
(h) introduction and promotion of new technologies and innovation for zero carbon energy fuels and propulsion systems;
(i) requirements for facilities to improve the environmental performance of vessels in ports, including reception facilities, degassing facilities, noise reduction measures, measures to reduce air and water pollution.(2) When specifying these requirements, the Commission shall refer where appropriate to international conventions and agreements concluded between Member States.
The implementing act referred to in the first subparagraph shall be adopted in accordance with the examination procedure referred to in Article 59(3). (1).



Justification
(1) We propose to remove any reference to river basins: this term which relates to the Water Framework Directive is confusing for TEN-T and waterways for several reasons
•	River basins are broader, whereas TEN-T only concerns the navigable parts;
•	Canals do not fit in this definitions and it is unclear how to categorise canals that connect river basins;
•	Some basins are connected and form one navigation area, it does not make sense to split these up.
We propose instead to lay down transport infrastructure requirements per corridor.

(2) We propose that complementary minimum requirements (art. 22.5) for waterways are laid down in the implementing act of the European Transport Corridors where the waterways geographically belong to. This will reduce the administrative burden of elaborating three or more implementing acts per river basin and strengthen the corridor approach proposed by this Regulation. (see amendment 13)


Amendment 13
Transport infrastructure requirements and exemptions in one implementing act per European Transport Corridor
	Art. 22, new paragraph
	Proposed new paragraph by INE

	
	Rivers, canals and lakes meeting the minimum specifications of paragraph 3(a) are assigned to a European Transport Corridor. The Commission adopts implementing acts in accordance to article 54(1) specifying the requirements set out in paragraphs 3(a) and 5, as well as the exemptions referred to in paragraph 4, per waterway and where appropriate per waterway section.	Comment by karin de schepper: Further to amendment 8: paragraphs 3(a) and (b)



Justification
The preparation and adoption process of different implementing acts may be a long and cumbersome administrative process. We propose that minimum requirements (art. 22.3), as well as the exemptions (art. 22.4) and the complementary minimum requirements (art. 22.5) for waterways are laid down in the implementing act of the European Transport Corridor where the waterways geographically belong to. This will reduce the administrative burden involved in the preparation of multiple implementing acts.
The definition and adoption of waterway infrastructure requirements per European Transport Corridor helps to achieve the envisaged corridor logic of the proposed regulation. The work plans of the European Transport Corridors will be an important reference for long-term investment plans in infrastructure and will be adopted as implementing acts.

Amendment 14
Corridor approach instead of river basins
	Art. 22.6
	Proposed change by INE

	The Commission shall ensure a coherent approach on the application of the good navigation status in the Union and may adopt guidelines thereto. When establishing minimum requirements for paragraphs € and (f), the Commission shall ensure that the interoperability between river basins is not compromised.
	The Commission shall ensure a coherent approach on the application of the good navigation status in the Union and may adopt guidelines thereto. When establishing minimum requirements for paragraphs (e) and (f), the Commission shall ensure that the interoperability between river basins European Transport Corridors is not compromised.



Justification
We propose a corridor approach for waterways. We propose to remove any reference to river basins: this term related to the Water Framework Directive is confusing for TEN-T and waterways for several reasons
•	River basins are broader, whereas TEN-T only concerns the navigable parts
•	Canals do not fit in this decision and it is unclear how to categorise canals that connect river basins
•	Some river basins are connected and form one navigation area where it does not make sense to split these up.
Moreover, paragraphs (e) and (f) may be of multimodal relevance which make it also logical to address these in a corridor approach.


Amendment 15
Monitoring, digitalisation and automation
	Art. 23
	Proposed change by INE

	(a) where appropriate, achieving higher standards for modernising existing waterways and for creating new waterways, in order to meet market demands;
(b) prevention and mitigation measures against flooding and droughts;
(c)the promotion of sustainable, safe and secure inland waterway transport, including within urban nodes;


(d)modernisation and expansion of the capacity of the infrastructure necessary for transport operations within as well as outside the port area;
(e)promoting and developing measures to improve the environmental performance of inland waterway transport and transport infrastructure, including zero and low emission vessels and measures to mitigate impacts on water bodies and water-dependent biodiversity, in accordance with the applicable requirements under Union law or relevant international agreements.
	(a) where appropriate, achieving higher standards for modernising existing waterways and for creating new waterways, in order to meet market demands;
(aa) developing and deploying means to monitor fairway conditions; (1)
(b) prevention and mitigation measures against flooding and droughts;
(c) the promotion of sustainable, safe and secure inland waterway transport, including within urban nodes;
(ca) the promotion of the deployment of digitalisation and automation of infrastructure and vehicles; (2)
(d) modernisation and expansion of the capacity of the infrastructure, including mooring and rest places and their services, necessary for transport and mobility operations within as well as outside the port area and along the waterway;
(e) promoting and developing measures to improve the environmental performance of inland waterway transport and transport infrastructure, including zero and low emission vessels and measures to mitigate impacts on water bodies and water-dependent biodiversity, in accordance with the applicable requirements under Union law or relevant international agreements.



Justification
(1) To ensure all member states can provide information on the number of days per year during which the actual water level exceeds or does not achieve the specified reference water level for navigable channel depth, it is important that sufficient monitoring means are in place. The information is important for informed policy making and informing users on the fairway conditions. 

(2) In parallel to the implementation of RIS along the TEN-T (which is a prerequisite for additional services), priority should be given to the deployment digitalisation and automation such as sensor deployment, remote vehicle control and remote infrastructure management.


Amendment 16
Identification and prioritization of investment priorities
	Art. 51.6
	Proposed new paragraph by INE

	6. The European Coordinators of the European Transport Corridors shall:
(a) cooperate closely with the rail freight governance to identify and prioritise investment needs for rail freight on the rail freight lines of the European Transport Corridors;
(b) monitor administrative, operational and interoperability aspects of freight traffic on the rail freight lines of the European Transport Corridors, including monitoring the performance of rail freight services, in close cooperation with the rail freight governance.
	The European Coordinators of the European Transport Corridors shall:
(a) cooperate closely with the rail freight governance to identify and prioritise investment needs for rail freight on the rail freight lines of the European Transport Corridors;
(b) monitor administrative, operational and interoperability aspects of freight traffic on the rail freight lines of the European Transport Corridors, including monitoring the performance of rail freight services, in close cooperation with the rail freight governance; 
(c) identify and prioritise the investment needs for rivers, canals and lakes enable at least the navigation of vessels with a length of 80-85m and a width of 9.5m. 



Justification
We propose in section 2, article 22 a corridor approach for waterways so infrastructure requirements and eventual exemptions are laid down in the corridor implementing acts in accordance with article 54(1). All rivers, canals and lakes enable at least the navigation of vessels with a length of 80-85m and a width of 9.5m shall be assigned to the European Transport Corridors to which they geographically belong. Since inland waterways has a high share in cross-border transport, the corridor method for waterways allows a coherent approach across borders which fits into the TEN-T logic, whereby the European Transport Corridors enable Member States to achieve a coordinated and synchronised approach with regard to investment in infrastructure. 


Amendment 17
Involvement of intergovernmental cooperation mechanisms and the committee established under article 59.2
	Art. 52.2
	Proposed new paragraph by INE

	2. The “Corridor Forum” shall be formally established and chaired by the European Coordinator. The Member States concerned shall agree on the membership of the Corridor Forum for their part of the European Transport Corridor and ensure representation of the rail freight governance. 

	2. The “Corridor Forum” shall be formally established and chaired by the European Coordinator. The Member States concerned shall agree on the membership of the Corridor Forum for their part of the European Transport Corridor and ensure representation of the rail freight governance, intergovernmental cooperation mechanisms such as river navigation commissions and the Committee established pursuant to Article 7 of Council Directive 91/672/EEC referred to in article 59.2. 



Justification
To decrease the administrative burden and strengthen a coherent corridor approach, we have proposed to address the infrastructure requirements and exemptions for inland waterways per corridor.  In analogy to involving the existing rail freight governance, it is important to closely involve river navigation commissions and the inland waterway committee created under this proposal to assist the Commission with the infrastructure requirements. 


Amendment 18
Involvement of intergovernmental cooperation mechanisms and the committee established under article 59.2
	Art. 52.3
	Proposed new paragraph by INE

	3. With the agreement of the Member States concerned, the European Coordinator may set up and chair corridor working groups which focus on:
(a) interoperability and deployment of new digital technologies and infrastructure;
(b) the coordinated development and implementation of infrastructure projects in cross-border sections;
(c) cross-border passenger rail services;
(d) operational bottlenecks;
(e) urban nodes;
(f) cooperation with third countries;
(g) other ad-hoc working groups deemed necessary.
When relevant, the European Coordinator shall cooperate and coordinate with the rail freight governance on the activities of the working groups to avoid any duplication of work.
	3. With the agreement of the Member States concerned, the European Coordinator may set up and chair corridor working groups which focus on:
(a) interoperability and deployment of new digital technologies and infrastructure;
(b) the coordinated development and implementation of infrastructure projects in cross-border sections;
(c) cross-border passenger rail services;
(d) operational bottlenecks;
(e) urban nodes;
(f) cooperation with third countries;
(g) other ad-hoc working groups deemed necessary.
When relevant, the European Coordinator shall cooperate and coordinate with the rail freight governance, intergovernmental cooperation mechanisms such as river navigation commissions and the Committee established pursuant to Article 7 of Council Directive 91/672/EEC referred to in article 59.2 on the activities of the working groups to avoid any duplication of work.



Justification
To decrease the administrative burden and strengthen a coherent corridor approach, we have proposed to address the infrastructure requirements and exemptions for inland waterways per corridor.  In analogy to involving the existing rail freight governance, it is important to closely involve river navigation commissions and the inland waterway committee created under this proposal to assist the Commission with the infrastructure requirements. 


Inland Navigation Europe (INE) is the European platform of national & regional waterway authorities and organisations promoting waterway transport, established in 2000 with the support of the European Commission. INE sees major opportunities to contribute to long-term strategies for sustainable transportation by moving more goods and people by water in EU regions and cities.
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