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 Tilanneselvitys 
  

I EHDOTUKSEN TAUSTA JA SISÄLTÖ 

1. Komissio esitteli 17. toukokuuta 2018 edellä mainitun ehdotuksen Euroopan parlamentille ja 

neuvostolle. Ehdotus on osa kolmatta Eurooppa liikkeellä -pakettia, jonka tavoitteena on 

tehdä liikkuvuudesta Euroopassa turvallisempaa, puhtaampaa, tehokkaampaa ja 

esteettömämpää. 

2. Ehdotuksen päätavoitteena on yksinkertaistaa lupamenettelyä koskevia sääntöjä, mikä 

helpottaisi Euroopan laajuisten liikenneverkkojen (TEN-T) valmiiksi saattamista. 

Tarkoituksena on myös lisätä selkeyttä niihin prosesseihin, joita hankkeiden toteuttajien on 

noudatettava, etenkin lupamenettelyyn, julkisiin hankintoihin ja muihin menettelyihin. 
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3. Ehdotus pyrkii päätavoitteensa saavuttamiseen 

– määrittämällä yhden ainoan toimivaltaisen viranomaisen (keskitetty asiointipiste), joka 

vastaa koko prosessista ja toimii hankkeen toteuttajien ja muiden investoijien 

keskitettynä asiointipisteenä; 

– ottamalla käyttöön yhdennetyt menettelyt, joiden mukaisesti tehdään yksi kattava 

päätös; 

– asettamalla määräaikoja kaksivaiheiselle prosessille, joka kestää enintään kolme vuotta. 

II KÄSITTELY MUISSA TOIMIELIMISSÄ 

4. Euroopan parlamentissa asiasta vastaavaksi valiokunnaksi nimettiin liikenne- ja 

matkailuvaliokunta (TRAN) ja esittelijäksi Dominique Riquet (ALDE, FR). Parlamentti 

äänesti mietinnöstä ja hyväksyi ensimmäisen käsittelyn kantansa 13. helmikuuta 2019. 

5. Euroopan talous- ja sosiaalikomitea antoi lausunnon täysistunnossaan 17. lokakuuta 2018. 

6. Alueiden komitea antoi lausuntonsa 7. helmikuuta 2019. 

III ASIAN KÄSITTELY NEUVOSTOSSA 

7. Yhdistettyjen kuljetusten ja verkkojen työryhmä aloitti työnsä kesäkuussa 2018 ehdotuksen 

yleisellä esittelyllä ja vaikutustenarvioinnilla. Ehdotusta tarkasteltiin myöhemmin kolmessa 

työryhmän kokouksessa, jotka järjestettiin heinäkuun ja lokakuun 2018 välisenä aikana, ja 

niiden pohjalta laadittiin tilanneselvitys1, joka esiteltiin neuvostolle 3. joulukuuta 2018. 

8. Puheenjohtajavaltio jatkoi työtään ja on helmikuun ja toukokuun 2019 välisenä aikana 

järjestänyt kuusi kokousta, joissa asiaa on tarkasteltu perusteellisesti kulloisenkin 

kompromissitekstin pohjalta. Kompromissitekstien tarkoituksena on yleisesti ollut lisätä 

selkeyttä ja joustavuutta joihinkin säännöksiin, jotta kansallisten lupamenettelyjen 

erityispiirteet, jotka vaihtelevat suuresti jäsenvaltiosta riippuen, voidaan ottaa paremmin 

huomioon. 

                                                 
1 14226/18. 
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9. Puheenjohtajavaltio esitteli työryhmän kokouksessa 10. toukokuuta kaikkien valtuuskuntien 

pyyntöjen pohjalta kompromissiehdotuksen2, jolla ehdotuksen säädöstyyppi muutetaan 

asetuksesta direktiiviksi. Kompromissiehdotus yksinkertaisti huomattavasti menettelyjä ja toi 

jäsenvaltioille joustoa, sillä ne voivat ehdotuksen perusteella soveltaa useimpia kansallisia 

lupamenettelyjä. Yksi ainoa toimivaltainen viranomainen määritellään hankkeen toteuttajan 

keskeiseksi yhteyspisteeksi, ja sillä on edistäjän rooli lupamenettelyssä, tämän vaikuttamatta 

muiden menettelyyn osallistuvien viranomaisten toimivaltaan. Lisäksi 

kompromissiehdotuksessa oli neljän vuoden yleinen määräaika lupamenettelyn loppuun 

saattamiseksi. Kaikki jäsenvaltiot pitivät kompromissiehdotusta merkittävänä askeleena 

oikeaan suuntaan. 

10. Muutamat kysymykset kuitenkin edellyttävät lisäkäsittelyä teknisellä tasolla. Keskeiset 

kysymykset voidaan tiivistää seuraavasti: 

a) Soveltamisala (1 artikla): Puheenjohtajavaltion kompromissiehdotuksessa tarkoitetaan 

TEN-T-verkkojen ydinverkkokäytäviä ja määritellään mahdollisuus laajentaa 

soveltamisalaa muihin ydinverkkoa ja kattavaa verkkoa koskeviin hankkeisiin. 

Useimmat valtuuskunnat vaikuttivat kannattavan nykyistä muotoilua, joka mahdollistaa 

soveltamisalan laajentamisen. Muutamat valtuuskunnat kuitenkin rajoittaisivat 

soveltamisalan mieluummin rajatylittäviin hankkeisiin, kun taas toiset ehdottivat muita 

ratkaisuja. 

b) Nimetty toimivaltainen viranomainen (2 artiklan d kohta ja 5 artikla): 

Puheenjohtajavaltion kompromissiehdotuksessa nimetyn toimivaltaisen viranomaisen 

rooli ymmärretään hankkeen toteuttajan "ensisijaiseksi yhteyspisteeksi" ja se toimii 

"edistäjänä" lupaprosessissa. Muutamat valtuuskunnat ovat pyytäneet lisäselvennyksiä 

erityisesti nimetyn toimivaltaisen viranomaisen roolin, vastuun ja tehtävien osalta. 

                                                 
2 8687/19 + REV 1. 
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c) Lupamenettelyn kesto (6 artikla): Puheenjohtajavaltion ehdotuksessa lupamenettelyn 

loppuun saattamiselle asetetaan neljän vuoden määräaika. Useat valtuuskunnat ovat 

korostaneet, että mahdollisuus noudattaa määräaikaa riippuu suoraan siitä, millaiset 

luvat neljän vuoden aikana on tarkoitus saada ja mitkä luvat eivät kuulu direktiivin 

soveltamisalaan. Tältä osin muutamat valtuuskunnat kannattivat voimakkaasti tiettyjen 

lupamenettelyjen, kuten alueidenkäytön suunnittelua ja ympäristövaikutusten arviointia 

koskevien menettelyjen, sulkemista soveltamisalan ulkopuolelle perustellen 

näkemystään sillä, että kyseiset prosessit ovat mutkikkaita ja pitkäkestoisia ja 

aiheuttavat hyvin todennäköisesti viivästyksiä, minkä vuoksi ehdotetun aikarajan 

noudattaminen on vaikeaa tai jopa mahdotonta. 

d) Lupamenettelyn järjestäminen (6 a artikla): Puheenjohtajavaltion 

kompromissiehdotus antaa jäsenvaltioille joustavuutta lupamenettelyn toteuttamiseksi 

kansallisten erityispiirteidensä mukaisesti mutta jättää hakemuksen yksityiskohtaisen 

rakenteen kuvauksen nimetyn toimivaltaisen viranomaisen tehtäväksi. Muutamilla 

valtuuskunnilla oli epäilyjä, tuoko yksityiskohtainen rakenteen kuvaus lisäarvoa, sillä 

kansallinen lainsäädäntö määrittelee selkeät vaatimukset hankkeiden toteuttajille tässä 

suhteessa. 

Lisäksi jäsenvaltiot toivoivat selvennystä menettelyn käynnistämiseen ja asiakirjoihin, 

jotka hankkeen toteuttajan on toimitettava hankkeesta ilmoittamisen yhteydessä. 

e) Muut asiat: 

– Ensisijainen asema (3 artikla): Muutamat valtuuskunnat ilmaisivat huolensa 

tämän säännöksen täytäntöönpanokelpoisuudesta. 

– Lupamenettelyjen säännöt (4 artikla): Jäsenvaltioiden viranomaisilla on 

velvoite suorittaa arvioinnit ympäristöön kohdistuvista vaikutuksista, mihin myös 

unionin lainsäädäntö samanaikaisesti velvoittaa, ja muutamat valtuuskunnat 

korostivat, että jäsenvaltioiden viranomaisilla olisi myös oltava mahdollisuus 

soveltaa koordinoituja menettelyjä yhteisten menettelyjen lisäksi. 
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– Eurooppalaiset koordinaattorit (7 artikla): Eurooppalaisten koordinaattorien 

roolin osalta sellaisia hankkeita koskevissa lupaprosesseissa, joihin osallistuu 

kaksi tai useampia jäsenvaltioita, muutamat valtuuskunnat korostivat, että 

säännöksen on oltava yhdenmukainen TEN-T-asetuksen3 45 artiklan kansa ja että 

uusien tehtävien ja vastuiden osoittamista eurooppalaisille koordinaattoreille on 

vältettävä. 

– Saattaminen osaksi kansallista lainsäädäntöä (10 a artikla): 

Puheenjohtajavaltion kompromissiehdotuksessa säädetään 24 kuukauden 

määräajasta, jonka aikana säännökset on saatettava osaksi kansallista 

lainsäädäntöä. Enemmistö valtuuskunnista vaikutti kannattavan määräaikaa, 

vaikka muutamat toivoivat pidempää eli 36 kuukauden määräaikaa. 

IV LOPUKSI 

11. Tässä vaiheessa kahdella valtuuskunnalla on parlamentaarinen tarkasteluvarauma. Tämän 

ilmoituksen liitteenä olevasta puheenjohtajavaltion viimeisimmästä kompromissiehdotuksesta 

useimmilla valtuuskunnilla on tarkasteluvarauma. 

12. Teknisellä tasolla käydyt keskustelut ovat osoittaneet, että edellä esitettyjä kysymyksiä on 

käsiteltävä seuraavan puheenjohtajakauden aikana, jotta asiassa edistyttäisiin edelleen ja 

päästäisiin sopimukseen. Valtuuskunnat ovat kuitenkin olleet tyytyväisiä puheenjohtajavaltion 

toimiin asian edistämiseksi, ja puheenjohtajavaltio katsoo, että kompromissiehdotus tarjoaa 

tukevan perustan ehdotuksen käsittelylle jatkossa. 

13. Edellä esitetyn perusteella pysyvien edustajien komiteaa ja neuvostoa pyydetään panemaan 

merkille edistyminen ehdotuksen tarkastelussa.  

 

                                                 
3 Euroopan parlamentin ja neuvoston asetus (EU) N:o 1315/2013, annettu 11 päivänä 

joulukuuta 2013, unionin suuntaviivoista Euroopan laajuisen liikenneverkon kehittämiseksi 

ja päätöksen N:o 661/2010/EU kumoamisesta (EUVL L 348, 20.12.2013, s. 1). 
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LIITE 

Proposal for a 

DIRECTIVE OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL 

on streamlining measures for advancing the realisation of the trans-European transport 

network  

THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL OF THE EUROPEAN UNION, 

Having regard to the Treaty on the Functioning of the European Union, and in particular Article 172 

thereof, 

Having regard to the proposal from the European Commission, 

After transmission of the draft legislative act to the national parliaments, 

Having regard to the opinion of the European Economic and Social Committee4,  

Having regard to the opinion of the Committee of the Regions5,  

Acting in accordance with the ordinary legislative procedure, 

Whereas: 

                                                 
  This text is identical to the annex of doc. 8687/1/19 REV 1 presented to the intermodal WP 

on 17 May 2019. 
4 OJ C , , p. . 
5 OJ C , , p. . 
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(1) Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council6 sets out a 

common framework for the creation of state-of-the-art, interoperable networks for the 

development of the Internal Market. The trans-European transport networks (TEN-T) have a 

dual layer structure: the comprehensive network ensures connectivity of all regions of the 

Union, whereas the core network consists of those elements of the comprehensive network 

which are of the highest strategic importance for the Union. Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013 

defines binding completion targets for implementation, with the core network to be completed 

by 2030 and the comprehensive network by 2050. 

(2) Notwithstanding the necessity and binding timelines, experience has shown that many 

investments aiming to complete the TEN-T are confronted with complex permit granting 

procedures, cross-border procurement procedures and other procedures. This situation 

jeopardises the on time implementation of projects and in many cases results in significant 

delays and increased costs. In order to address these issues and make synchronised TEN-T 

completion possible, harmonised action is necessary at Union level.  

(2a)  This Directive should cover project related procedures, including for instance the 

environmental impact assessment, other environmental assessments related to the project, 

spatial planning and land use, as well as other procedures. However, the Directive should be 

without prejudice to the steps undertaken at strategic level and which are not project related, 

such as strategic environmental assessment, public budgetary planning as well as national or 

regional transport plans, strategic land planning. In order to increase the efficiency and 

ensure high quality project documentation, preparatory works such as preliminary 

studies and reports should be carried out before the start of the permit granting 

procedure. 

                                                 
6 Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 11 

December 2013 on Union guidelines for the development of the trans-European transport 

network and repealing Decision No 661/2010/EU (OJ L 348, 20.12.2013, p. 1). 
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(3) Priority treatment should be given to projects covered by this Directive. In the legal 

frameworks of many Member States priority treatment is given to certain project categories 

based on their strategic importance for the economy. Priority treatment is characterised 

bymight provide for shorter timelines, simultaneous procedures or limited timeframes for 

appeals while ensuring that the objectives of other horizontal policies are also reached. In the 

legal frameworks of many Member States priority treatment is given to certain project 

categories based on their strategic importance for the economy. When such a framework 

exists within a national legal framework, it should automatically apply to projects on the core 

network corridors provided for under Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013 within the scope of the 

directive. 

 (4) In order to improve the effectiveness of the environmental assessments and streamline the 

decision-making process , where the obligation to carry out assessments related to 

environmental issues of core network projects arises simultaneously from Directive 

2011/92/EU, as amended by Directive 2014/52/EU, and from other Union legislation such as 

Directive 92/43/EEC, Directive 2009/147/EC, Directive 2000/60/EC, Directive 2008/98/EC, 

Directive 2010/75/EU and, Directive 2012/18/EU and Directive 2011/42/EC, Member States 

should ensure that a joint procedure fulfilling the requirements of these Directives is provided. 

(5) Projects on the core network corridors should be supported by efficient permit granting 

procedures to make clear management of the overall procedure possible and to provide a main 

entry point for investorsproject promoters. Member States should designate a single 

competent authority in accordance with their national legal frameworks and administrative 

set-ups and type of project. 

(6) The establishment designation of a single competent authority at national level acting as the 

main point of contact for the project promoter for all permit granting procedures should 

reduce the complexity, improve the efficiency and increase the transparency of the 

procedures. It should also enhance the cooperation between Member States where 

appropriate. The procedures should promote a real cooperation between investors project 

promoters and the single competent authority.  
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(6a)  The single competent authority may also be entrusted with tasks related to the coordination 

and the authorisation, in compliance with Union and national legislation, of specific projects 

of common interest aiming at the reconstruction of infrastructure on the core network of the 

trans-European transport network in the case of natural or man-made disasters. 

(7) The procedure set out by this Directive should be without prejudice to the fulfilment of the 

requirements defined in the international and Union law, including provisions to protect the 

environment and human health.  

(8) Given the urgency to complete the TEN-T core network, the simplification of permit granting 

procedures should be accompanied by a time limit within which competent authorities 

responsible should take an authorising decision to build the transport infrastructure. This time 

limit should stimulate a more efficient handling of procedures and should, under no 

circumstances, compromise the Union's high standards for environmental protection and 

public participation. 

(9) Member States should endeavour to ensure that appeals challenging the substantive or 

procedural legality of an authorising decision are handled in the most efficient way possible.  

(10) Cross-border TEN-T infrastructure projects that involve two or more Member States face 

particular challenges as regards the coordination of permit granting procedures. The European 

Coordinators should be informed about these procedures in order to facilitate their 

synchronisation and completion. 
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(11) Public procurement in cross-border projects of common interest should be conducted in 

accordance with the Treaty and Directives 2014/25/EU and/or 2014/24/EU. In order to ensure 

the efficient completion of the cross-border core network projects of common interest, public 

procurement carried out by a joint entity should be subject to a single national legislation. By 

way of derogation from the Union public procurement legislation, the applicable national 

rules should in principle be those of the Member State where the joint entity has its registered 

office. It should remain possible to define the applicable legislation in an intergovernmental 

agreement. For reasons of legal certainty, Member States participating in a joint entity set up 

before [entry into force of Directive] may jointly decide that current procurement strategies 

remain applicable for that joint entity. For reasons of legal certainty, current procurement 

strategies should remain applicable for a joint entity set up before [entry into force of 

Directive] if the Member States concerned do not agree otherwise. 

(12) The Commission is not systematically involved in the authorisation of individual projects. 

However, in some cases, certain aspects of the project preparation are subject to clearance at 

Union level. Where the Commission is involved in the procedures, it will give priority 

treatment to the Union projects of common interest and ensure certainty for project promoters. 

In some cases State aid approval might be required. In line with the Best Practice Code for the 

conduct of State aid control procedures, Member States may ask the Commission to deal with 

projects of the TEN-T they consider to be of priority with more predictable timelines under 

the case portfolio approach or the mutually agreed planning.  

(13) The implementation of infrastructure projects on the TEN-T core network should be also 

supported by Commission guidelines that bring more clarity as regards the implementation of 

certain types of projects while respecting the Union acquis. For example the Action Plan for 

nature, people and the economy7 foresees such guidance to bring more clarity in view of 

respecting the Birds and Habitats Directives. Direct support related to public procurement 

should be made available for projects of common interests to ensure the best value for public 

money8.  

                                                 
7 COM(2017) 198 final. 
8 COM(2017) 573 final 
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(14) Since the objectives of this Directive cannot be sufficiently achieved by the Member States 

and can therefore, by reason of the need for coordination of those objectives, be better 

achieved at Union level, the Union may adopt measures in accordance with the principle of 

subsidiarity as set out in Article 5 of the Treaty on European Union. In accordance with the 

principle of proportionality, as set out in that Article, this Directive does not go beyond what 

is necessary in order to achieve those objectives. 

(15) For reasons of legal certainty, the permit granting procedures which started prior to the 

transposition of this Directive should not be subject to the provisions of this Directive. 
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HAVE ADOPTED THIS DIRECTIVE: 

CHAPTER I - GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Article 1 

Subject matter and scope 

1. This Directive shall apply to the permit granting procedures required in order to authorise the 

implementation of projects on the core network corridors of the trans-European transport 

network. 

2. Member States may decide to extend the application of this Directive to other projects on the 

core and comprehensive network of the trans-European transport network. 

Article 2 

Definitions 

For the purposes of this Directive, the following definitions shall apply: 

(a) "authorising decision" means the final act which can be based on a decision or a set of 

decisions according to national legal and administrative systems that determines 

whether or not a project promoter is entitled to proceed with the project 

implementation, without prejudice to any decision taken in the context of an 

administrative appeal procedure; the decision or set of decisions may be taken 

simultaneously or successively taken by a Member State authority or authorities, not 

including courts or tribunals, adopted, according to national legal or administrative 

systems; the authorising decision determines whether or not a project promoter is 

entitled to proceed with the project implementation without prejudice to any decision 

taken in the context of an administrative appeal procedure;   
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(b) "permit granting procedures" means any procedure related to the individual project that 

has to be followed or step that has to be taken related to an individual project as 

required by the authorities of a Member State, under Union or national law, before the 

project promoter can implement the project., It shall not includeing procedures for the 

award of public procurements nor steps undertaken at strategic level and which are 

not project related, such as strategic environmental assessment, public budgetary 

planning as well as national or regional transport plans, and strategic land use 

planning; 

(b)(i) "Project" means the construction, adaptation or modification of a defined section in the 

transport infrastructure, which leads to improvement of capacity, safety  and efficiency 

of the infrastructure and whose implementation requires a permit granting procedure; 

(c) "Project promoter" means the applicant for authorisation of a project implementation or 

the public authority which initiates a project"; 

(d) "single competent authority" means the authority, which is the main point of contact for 

the project promoter and is responsible for facilitating  the permit granting procedures in 

accordance with this Directive;  

(e) "Cross-border project of common interest" means a project of common interest covering 

a cross-border section as defined in Article 3 point (m) of Regulation (EU) No 

1315/2013 which is managed and implemented by a joint entity established by the 

Member States concerned. 
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CHAPTER II – PERMIT GRANTING 

Article 3 

Priority status 

Member States shall endeavour take the necessary measures to ensure that all authorities 

concerned involved in the permit granting procedure, excluding courts and tribunals, give 

priority to projects covered by this Directive.  

Where specific permit granting procedures for priority projects exist under national law, Member 

States shall, without prejudice to the requirements and time-limits of this Directive, ensure that 

projects covered by this Directive are treated under these procedures.  

This shall be without prejudice to budgetary decisions. 

Article 4 

Provision of a permit granting procedure 

14. Member States shall provide for a permit granting procedure resulting in the authorising 

decision, in order to meet the time limit set out in Article 6.  

15. In the case of projects for which the obligation to carry out assessments of the effects on the 

environment arises simultaneously from Directive 2011/92/EU of the European Parliament 

and of the Council and Council Directive 92/43/EEC, Directive 2009/147/EC , and/or other 

relevant environmental Union lawlegislation, Member States shall ensure that joint 

procedures within the meaning of Article 2(3) of Directive 2011/92/EU are provided for.  
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Article 5a 

Single Competent Authority  

1. The Member State shall ensure that a single competent authority is responsible for facilitating 

the permit granting procedure for a project leading to the authorising decision.  

2. The Member State shall designate a single competent authority at the appropriate 

administrative level. Member States may, where relevant, designate different authorities as 

the single competent authority per project or category of projects, transport mode, or per 

geographical area provided that there is only one single competent authority is responsible 

per project. 

3. The Member States shall ensure that the single competent authority has at its disposal all the 

required personnel and material resources in order to perform its tasks. 

4. The responsibilities of the single competent authority shall consist of the following principles: 

(a) It is the main point of contact for the project promoter in the procedure leading to the 

Authorising decision for a given project;  

(b) It provides the Detailed Application Outline to the project promoter, including the time-

limits within the permit granting procedures, in line with the time limit set out in 

accordance with Article 6; 

(c) It assists advises the project promoter in the submission of all relevant documents and 

information.  

The responsibilities of the single competent authority are without prejudice to the 

competence of other authorities involved in the permit granting procedure. 

5. When taking the authorising decision tThe single competent authority shall ensure verify that 

all the necessary permits, decisions and opinions for the authorising decision have been 

obtained and shall duly justify its decision. 
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Article 6 

Duration of the permit granting process 

1a. The Member States shall set deadlines for the permit granting procedure not exceeding 4 

years from the start of the permit granting procedure. The Member States may adopt the 

necessary measures in order to break down the available period in different steps and 

according to Union and national law. 

2a.  The period of 4 years shall be without prejudice to administrative appeal procedures and 

judicial remedies before a court and tribunal. 

3a.  The Member States shall adopt the necessary measures to ensure that in duly justified cases 

or of unforeseeable circumstances, an appropriate extension to the four-year period defined in 

this article may be granted. The single competent authority shall determine, on a case-by-case 

basis, the duration of the prolongation and shall duly justify its decision.  

4. [deleted] 

16. 5. [deleted] 

17. 6.  [deleted] 

18. 7. [deleted] 

19.  

20. Article 6a 

Organisation of the permit granting procedure 

 

1. The notification of the project by the project promoter to the single competent authority 

shall serve as the start of the permit granting procedure. 

 

1a. Member States may define the level of detail of information and the relevant documents to 

 be provided by the project promoter when notifying a project, in order to assess the 

 maturity of the project. 
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2. When a project promoter notifies the project to the single competent authority, the single 

competent authority shall draw up the Detailed Application Outline and communicate it to the 

project promoter, unless it considers that the project is not mature enough. In this latter case, 

the single competent authority shall reject the notification and justify its decision.  

 

The notification by the project promoter to the competent authority shall serve as the start of 

the permit granting procedure.   

 

3. The detailed application outline shall contain a schedule to prepare the project application file 

with at least the following points: 

(a) The individual stages of the procedure and their indicative time limits; 

(b) The material scope and level of detail of information to be submitted by the project 

promoter; 

(c) List of necessary permits, decisions and opinions to be obtained by the project 

promoter during the permit granting procedure, in accordance with Union and 

national law;  

(d) Authorities and stakeholders to be involved in relationship with the respective 

obligations, including during the formal phase of the public consultation. 

 

4. The detailed application outline shall remain valid during the permit granting procedure. Any 

request by the single competent authority additional to what is identified in the detailed 

application outline shall be duly justified by exceptional and unforeseeable new 

circumstances. 

 

5. When the project promoter has submitted the project application file, the single competent 

authority shall ensure that the file is in line with the detailed application outline and adopt the 

authorising decision within the time limit set out in accordance with Article 6 this directive. 

The single competent authority may only request additional information from the project 

promoter as regards the material scope and level of detail concerning the elements identified 

in the detailed application outline. 
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Article 7 

Coordination of cross-border permit granting procedure 

21. For projects that involve two or more Member States, Member States shall ensure that the 

single competent authorities of the Member States concerned endeavour to coordinate their 

timetables and agree on a joint schedule. 

22. Member States shall take the necessary measures to ensure that in line with Article 45 of 

Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013, the European Coordinators receive information on the permit 

granting procedures and that they may facilitate contacts between the single competent 

authorities in the context of the permit granting procedures for projects that involve two or 

more Member States.  

23. Without prejudice to the time limits set out under this Directive, Member States shall, if the 

time limit set out in Article 6 for the authorising decision is not observed, provide 

information upon request to the European Coordinators concerned about the measures taken 

or planned to be taken to conclude the permit granting procedure with the least possible delay. 
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CHAPTER III - PUBLIC PROCUREMENT 

Article 8 

Public Procurement in cross-border projects 

24. When the procurement procedures are conducted by a joint entity in a cross-border project, 

Member States shall take the necessary measures to ensure that the joint entity applies the 

national provisions of one Member State and, by way of derogation from Directives 

2014/25/EU and 2014/24/EU, those provisions shall be the provisions determined in 

accordance with point (a) of Article 57(5) of Directive 2014/25/EU of the European 

Parliament and of the Council or point (a) of Article 39(5) of Directive 2014/24/EU of the 

European Parliament and of the Council, as applicable, unless an agreement between the 

participating Member States provides otherwise. Such an agreement shall in any case provide 

for the application of a single national legislation in case of the procurement procedures 

conducted by a joint entity. 

25.  

CHAPTER IV - TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 

Article 9 

Technical assistance 

[Deleted] 
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CHAPTER V - FINAL PROVISIONS 

Article 10 

Transitional provisions 

This Directive shall not apply to the permit granting procedures which started before [24 months 

following the entry into force of this Directive]. 

Article 89 shall only apply to such contracts for which the call for competition has been sent or, in 

cases where a call for competition is not foreseen, where the contracting authority or contracting 

entity has commenced the procurement procedure after [OJ: 24 months following the entry into 

force of this Directive force]. 

Member States participating in a joint entity set up before [entry into force of Directive] may jointly 

decide that Article 8 shall not apply to procurement procedures by that joint entity.  

Article 8 shall not apply to a joint entity set up before [entry into force of Directive], provided 

that the procurement procedures of that entity continue to be governed by the legislation 

determined in accordance with an agreement concluded between the participating Member 

States prior to that date. 

 

Article 10a 

Transposition 

1. Member States shall bring into force the laws, regulations and administrative provisions 

necessary to comply with this Directive by [24 months following the entry into force of this 

Directive] at the latest. They shall forthwith communicate to the Commission the text of those 

provisions. 

 

 When Member States adopt those provisions, they shall contain a reference to this Directive 

or be accompanied by such a reference on the occasion of their official publication. Member 

States shall determine how such reference is to be made. 
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2. Member States shall communicate to the Commission the text of the main provisions of 

national law which they adopt in the field covered by this Directive. 

 

Article 11 

Entry into force 

This Directive shall enter into force on the twentieth day following that of its publication in the 

Official Journal of the European Union.  

This Directive is adressed to the Member States. 

 

Done at Brussels, 

For the European Parliament     For the Council 

The President        The President 
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