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I. INDLEDNING 

Den 17. maj 2018 forelagde Kommissionen ovennævnte forslag for Europa-Parlamentet og 

Rådet som led i den tredje pakke om "Et mobilt Europa", der skal gøre Europas 

transportsystemer sikrere, renere og mere effektive og lettilgængelige. 

Forslagets primære formål er at forenkle regler for udstedelse af tilladelser og andre 

reguleringsmæssige procedurer med henblik på at lette fuldførelsen af TEN-T-nettet. Desuden 

sigtes der mod at skabe øget klarhed om de procedurer, som projektiværksætterne skal følge, 

navnlig med hensyn til udstedelse af tilladelser, offentlige udbud og andre procedurer. 
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Forslaget sigter mod at nå sit vigtigste mål ved: 

– at etablere én kompetent myndighed (kvikskranke) på nationalt plan, der er ansvarlig for 

hele processen og fungerer som et centralt kontaktpunkt for projektiværksættere og 

andre investorer 

– at etablere integrerede procedurer, der fører til én samlet afgørelse 

– at fastsætte frister for en procedure i to faser med en maksimal tidsramme på tre år. 

II. ARBEJDET I ANDRE INSTITUTIONER 

I Europa-Parlamentet er Transport- og Turismeudvalget blevet udpeget som det ansvarlige 

udvalg for denne sag, og Dominique Riquet (ALDE, FR) er blevet udpeget til ordfører. 

Udkastet til betænkning foreligger. Udvalget om Miljø, Folkesundhed og Fødevaresikkerhed 

(ENVI), Udvalget om det Indre Marked og Forbrugerbeskyttelse (IMCO) og 

Regionaludviklingsudvalget (REGI) skal vedtage en udtalelse om forslaget. 

Det Europæiske Økonomiske og Sociale Udvalg vedtog sin udtalelse på plenarmødet den 17. 

oktober 2018. Regionsudvalget forventes at vedtage en udtalelse i februar 2019. 

III. ARBEJDET I RÅDETS FORBEREDENDE ORGANER 

Forslaget blev forelagt og konsekvensanalysen blev gennemgået på to møder i Gruppen 

vedrørende Transport - Intermodale Spørgsmål og Net i juni 2018. Formandskabet afsatte i 

juli to møder til behandling af forslaget artikel for artikel. 
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Formandskabets første kompromisforslag, som er vedlagt betænkningen, blev forelagt 

gruppen den 5. oktober 2018. Formandskabets kompromis forsøgte primært at tilpasse dette 

forslag til visse lignende bestemmelser i forordningen om retningslinjer for den 

transeuropæiske energiinfrastruktur1. Formandskabets forslag blev af medlemsstaterne 

betragtet som et første skridt i den rigtige retning, men det kunne ikke løse alle de 

betænkeligheder, som var kommet frem i gruppen. 

IV. BEMÆRKNINGER OM GENNEMGANGEN 

Generelle bemærkninger 

Under den første diskussionsrunde modtog forslaget blandede reaktioner fra medlemsstaterne. 

Formålet med forslaget, nemlig at indhente forsinkelser som følge af procedurer for 

udstedelse af tilladelser og at gennemføre TEN-T-nettet uden unødige forsinkelser senest i 

2030, blev hilst velkommen af alle medlemsstaterne. Nogle medlemsstater understregede dog, 

at de foranstaltninger, der var foreslået i udkastet til forordning, ikke i tilstrækkelig grad 

bidrog til at opfylde forslagets primære formål og i visse tilfælde kunne bremse fremskridtet 

yderligere. 

Flere medlemsstater gav mere specifikt udtryk for betænkeligheder med hensyn til indførelse 

af én kompetent myndighed på nationalt plan, der skal være ansvarlig for procedurerne for 

udstedelse af tilladelser. De ville gerne vide, hvordan denne bestemmelse kan gennemføres i 

praksis i medlemsstaterne, og hvilken indvirkning den vil have for de lokale og regionale 

myndigheder med hensyn til finansiering og arbejdsbyrde. Formandskabets kompromistekst, 

der giver eksisterende myndigheder på passende administrativt niveau mulighed for at blive 

den eneste kompetente myndighed, blev set som et skridt i den rigtige retning. 

                                                 
1 Europa-Parlamentets og Rådets forordning (EU) nr. 347/2013 af 17. april 2013 om 

retningslinjer for den transeuropæiske energiinfrastruktur og om ophævelse af beslutning nr. 

1364/2006/EF og ændring af forordning (EF) nr. 713/2009, (EF) nr. 714/2009 og (EF) nr. 

715/2009 (EUT L 115 af 25.4.2013, s. 39). 
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Derudover stillede en række medlemsstater spørgsmålstegn ved forslagets forenelighed med 

nærhedsprincippet. De understregede, at indførelsen af en integreret tilladelsesprocedure og 

én myndighed med ansvar for tilladelsesprocedurer begrænser medlemsstaternes nationale 

kompetence til at strukturere og tilrettelægge nationale myndigheder og procedurer og dermed 

også muligheden for national beslutningstagning. Nogle understregede også, at de foreslåede 

integrerede procedurer for planlægning og udstedelse af tilladelser kan være 

kontraproduktive, fordi de kan forsinke fremskridt endnu mere i stedet for at fremme 

fremskridt og kan føre til mindre omkostningseffektive beslutninger, eftersom der i mindre 

udstrækning vil blive taget højde for lokale og regionale betingelser og 

finansieringsmuligheder. 

Under behandlingen af konsekvensanalysen spurgte flere medlemsstater med hensyn til den 

anbefalede model 2, om det valgte juridiske instrument var passende. De sagde, at ensartede 

regler i Europa også kan opnås ved at foreslå en anden form for juridisk instrument, f.eks. et 

direktiv eller retningslinjer, hvilket ville give medlemsstaterne tilstrækkelig fleksibilitet til at 

gennemføre foranstaltningerne. 

Endelig følte nogle medlemsstater, at de omstændigheder, der tegnede sig for de mest 

relevante forsinkelser i gennemførelsen af infrastrukturprojekter - såsom erhvervelse af jord, 

vurdering af miljøpåvirkninger, klager fra NGO'er og tekniske eller finansielle problemer - 

ikke var blevet tilstrækkeligt belyst i konsekvensanalysen. 

Bemærkninger til bestemte spørgsmål 

a) Anvendelsesområde (artikel 1) 

Nogle medlemsstater mente, at anvendelsesområdet for udkastet til forordning var for 

bredt og ikke tilstrækkelig specifikt. De ønskede at begrænse anvendelsesområdet til 

grænseoverskridende projekter eller projekter med en defineret økonomisk tærskel. En 

række andre medlemsstater anbefalede derimod at udvide anvendelsesområdet 

yderligere til også at omfatte projekter af fælles interesse på det samlede TEN-T-net. 

Dette forslag mødte modstand fra en række andre medlemsstater. Derudover ønskede 

nogle få medlemsstater at udvide anvendelsesområdet til grænseoverskridende projekter 

med tredjelande. 
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Formandskabets kompromistekst, der giver medlemsstaterne mulighed for på frivillig 

basis at udvide anvendelsesområdet til projekter af fælles interesse på det samlede TEN-

T-net blev modtaget positivt. 

b) Integration af procedurerne for udstedelse af tilladelser (artikel 4) 

Mange medlemsstater var betænkelige ved begrebet "samlet afgørelse", som foreslået af 

Kommissionen. I manges øjne forekom det at være en alt for kompleks afgørelse, som 

det ville være meget vanskelig at strømline på tværs af de forskellige myndigheder, der 

er involveret i udstedelse af tilladelser. Der blev også stillet uddybende spørgsmål med 

hensyn til hvad den samlede afgørelse helt præcist skal omfatte, f.eks. hvorvidt 

miljørelaterede vurderinger eller fysisk planlægning ville blive anset for at være en del 

af den. 

Kompromisteksten fra formandskabet, der tilpasser den samlede afgørelse, således at 

den er i overensstemmelse med en koordineret tilgang, blev positivt anerkendt af visse 

medlemsstater, men betragtet som utilstrækkelig af andre. 

c) Kompetent myndighed, der udsteder tilladelser (artikel 5) 

Medlemsstaterne gav generelt udtryk for deres betænkeligheder med hensyn til 

udpegelse af en enhed på højere niveau, der skal have mere autoritet og 

beslutningskompetence end andre enheder, der er involveret i processen. Da 

transportprojekter varierer meget i størrelse, type og beliggenhed, vil de kompetente 

myndigheder afhænge af den særlige tilladelse, der er anmodet om for det enkelte 

projekt, og af beliggenheden, fordi ekspertise og kompetence hører under forskellige 

myndigheder. Den foreslåede struktur risikerer derfor at føre til kompetencekonflikter i 

tilfælde, hvor mere end ét ministerium og/eller beslutningsniveau er involveret på lokalt 

eller nationalt plan. Medlemsstaterne opfordrede derfor til større fleksibilitet. Nogle var 

parate til at drøfte funktionen med et enkelt kompetent organ, der kunne have rollen 

som koordinator, der indsamler forskellige tilladelser fra de forskellige nationale 

myndigheder med forskellige kompetencer. 

Formandskabets kompromistekst, der gør den eneste kompetente myndighed til en 

kvikskranke, som er baseret på en samordnet snarere end en integreret tilgang, fik støtte 

fra enkelte medlemsstater, mens andre klart opfordrede til større fleksibilitet. 
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d) Varighed og gennemførelse af tilladelsesproceduren (artikel 6) 

De fleste medlemsstater mente, at de foreslåede frister for gennemførelse af 

procedurerne var for korte, især for så vidt angår fristen for fasen før indgivelse af 

ansøgningen (to år). Derudover fandt mange medlemsstater, at artiklen var for 

detaljeret, og der var betænkeligheder med hensyn til, hvordan en ensartet frist kunne 

fungere effektivt i lyset af kompleksiteten og mangfoldigheden af transportprojekter. 

Nogle medlemsstater forbandt frister med spørgsmålet om, hvilke procedurer der blev 

inddraget i processen for opnåelse af tilladelser inden for rammerne af en enkelt enhed. 

I den forbindelse argumenterede nogle for, at visse procedurer i forbindelse med 

udarbejdelsen af ansøgningsdokumenter til projekter (dvs. fysisk planlægning og 

miljørelaterede vurderinger osv.) udelukkes fra tilladelsesprocedurens 

anvendelsesområde, da disse processer er langvarige og sandsynligvis vil medføre 

forsinkelser, hvilket gør det meget svært eller endda umuligt at overholde den 

foreslåede frist. 

Det er blevet klart, at der skal arbejdes yderligere hen imod en præcisering og 

forenkling, navnlig af artikel 5 og 6, for at gøre fremskridt i denne sag. 

V. KONKLUSION 

Ovennævnte spørgsmål synes at være afgørende i dette forslag, og de udløste derfor 

omfattende drøftelser i gruppen. Disse spørgsmål skal behandles under det kommende 

formandskab for at gøre yderligere fremskridt og nå til enighed om denne sag. 

I lyset af ovenstående opfordres de Faste Repræsentanters Komité og Rådet til at notere sig de 

fremskridt, der er gjort i forbindelse med gennemgangen af den foreslåede forordning. 
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BILAG 

Proposal for a 

REGULATION 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 Committee2, 

Having regard to the opinion of the Committee of the Regions3, 

Acting in accordance with the ordinary legislative procedure, 

Whereas: 

                                                 
2 OJ C , , p. . 
3 OJ C , , p. . 
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(1) Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council4 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 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. 

(3) 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 by shorter timelines, simultaneous procedures or limited timeframes for appeals 

while ensuring that the objectives of other horizontal policies are also reached. When such a 

framework exists within a national legal framework, it should automatically apply to Union 

projects recognised as projects of common interest under Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013. 

                                                 
4 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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(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, 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) Core network projects should be supported by integrated permit granting procedures to make 

clear management of the overall procedure possible and to provide a single entry point for 

investors. Member States should designate a competent authority in accordance with their 

national legal frameworks and administrative set-ups. 

(6) The establishment of a single competent authority at national level integrating all permit 

granting procedures (one-stop shop) 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 and the single competent authority and should therefore allow for the scoping in the 

pre-application phase of the permit granting procedure. Such scoping should be integrated in 

the detailed application outline and follow the procedure set out in Article 5(2) of 

2011/92/EU, as amended by Directive 2014/52/EU. 

(7) The procedure set out by this Regulation 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 make a […] consolidated decision regarding the construction of the 

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

procedural legality of a […] consolidated decision are handled in the most efficient way 

possible. 

(10) Cross-border TEN-T infrastructure projects face particular challenges as regards the 

coordination of permit granting procedures. The European Coordinators should be 

empowered to monitor these procedures and facilitate their synchronisation and completion. 

(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. 

(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 common interest on the core network of the TEN-T they consider to be of priority 

with more predictable timelines under the case portfolio approach or the mutually agreed 

planning. 
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(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 economy5 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 

money6. Additionally, appropriate technical assistance should be made available under the 

mechanisms developed for the Multi-Annual Financial Framework 2021-2027, with the aim 

of providing financial support for TEN-T projects of common interest. 

(14) Since the objectives of this Regulation 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 Regulation does not go beyond what 

is necessary in order to achieve those objectives. 

(15) For reasons of legal certainty, the administrative procedures which started prior to the entry 

into force of this Regulation should not be subject to the provisions of this Regulation. 

HAVE ADOPTED THIS REGULATION: 

                                                 
5 COM(2017) 198 final. 
6 COM(2017) 573 final 
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CHAPTER I GENERAL PROVISIONS 

Article 1 

Subject matter and scope 

1. This Regulation sets out requirements applicable to the administrative procedures followed by 

the competent authorities of Member States in relation to the authorisation and 

implementation of all projects of common interest on the core network of the trans-European 

transport network. 

2. Member States may decide to extend the application of this regulation to projects of 

common interest on the comprehensive network of the trans-European transport 

network. 

Article 2 

Definitions 

For the purposes of this Regulation, the definitions set out in Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013 shall 

apply. The following definitions shall also apply: 

 

a) "[…] consolidated decision" means the decision […] by a Member State authority or 

authorities adopted accordingly to its national legal or administrative system, not 

including courts or tribunals, that determines whether or not a project promoter is to be 

granted authorisation to build the transport infrastructure needed to complete a project 

without prejudice to any decision taken in the context of an administrative appeal 

procedure; 

(b) "permit granting procedures" means every procedure that has to be followed or step that 

has to be taken […] as required by the authorities of a Member State, under Union or 

national law, before the project promoter can implement the project, not including 

procedures for the award of public procurements; 
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(b)(i) "Project of common interest" means a project according to Article 3(a) of 

Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013. 

(c) "Project promoter" means the applicant for authorisation for a […] project or the public 

authority which initiates a project"; 

(d) "single competent authority" means an existing or newly established […] authority, 

identified by a Member State at the appropriate administrative level for each 

project or category of projects of common interest, which […] acts as a “one-stop 

shop” and is […] responsible for performing the duties arising from this Regulation; 

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

according to Article 7 of Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013 covering a cross-border 

section as defined in point (m) Article 3 of that Regulation which is implemented by a 

joint entity. 
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CHAPTER II – PERMIT GRANTING 

Article 3 

‘Priority status’ of projects of common interest 

1. Each project of common interest on the TEN-T core network shall be subject to an integrated 

permit granting procedure […] run by a single competent authority […] identified by each 

Member State in accordance with Articles 5 and 6. 

2. Where priority status exists under national law, projects of common interest shall be granted 

the status with the highest national significance possible, and be treated as such in permit 

granting procedures, where and in the manner such treatment is provided for in national 

legislation applicable to the corresponding types of transport infrastructure. 

3. To ensure efficient […] permit granting procedures related to projects of common interest, 

project promoters and all authorities concerned shall ensure that the most rapid treatment 

legally possible is given to these projects, including as regards the resources allocated. 

Article 4 

Integration Coordination of permit granting procedures 

1. 1In order to meet the time limits set out in Article 6 and reduce the administrative burden 

related to the authorisation and the completion of projects of common interest, all the […] 

permit granting procedures resulting from the applicable law, both national and of the 

Union, shall be […] coordinated and result in […] one […] consolidated decision. 

2. In the case of projects of common interest 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 other Union law, 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 5 

Single competent Organisation of the permit granting authority process 

1. […] E[…]ach Member State shall […] ensure that a […] single competent authority […] is 

responsible for facilitating […] permit granting […] procedures for a project of common 

interest including for making the […] consolidated decision. 

2. Each Member State may entrust t[…]he responsibility of the single competent authority 

referred to in paragraph 1 and/or the tasks related to it […] to an existing or newly 

established […] authority at the appropriate administrative level, per project of common 

interest, per geographical area or per particular category of projects of common interest, 

[…] provided that[…] 

[…] only one authority is responsible per project of common interest, […] 

[…] is the sole point of contact for the project promoter in the procedure leading to the […] 

consolidated decision for a given project of common interest, and 

[…] coordinates the submission of all relevant documents and information. 

The single competent authority may retain the responsibility to establish time limits, without 

prejudice to the time limits set in accordance with Article 6.  

[…] 
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3. By 1 January 2021, each Member State shall take the suitable measures in accordance 

with its national legal system to identify the single competent autority, where relevant at 

the appropriate administrative level and per category of projects of common interests. 

This information shall be made available to project promoters, to the neighbouring 

Member States and to the European Commission. 

3(a) The single competent authority shall issue the consolidated decision within the time 

limits specified in Article 6. 

3(b) The consolidated decision comprises multiple individual legally binding decisions issued 

simultaneously or successively by several authorities concerned, including the decision 

resulting from the joint procedures referred to in Article 4(2), which shall be 

coordinated by the single competent authority. 

3(c) The single competent authority shall, in consultation with the other authorities 

concerned, where applicable in accordance with national law, and without prejudice to 

time limits set in accordance with Article 6, establish on a case-by-case basis a 

reasonable time limit within which the individual decisions shall be issued. 

3(d) The single competent authority may take an individual decision on behalf of another 

national authority concerned, if the decision by that authority is not delivered within the 

time limit and if the delay cannot be adequately justified; or, where provided under 

national law, and to the extent that this is compatible with Union law, the competent 

authority may consider that another national authority concerned has either given its 

approval or refusal for the project if the decision by that authority is not delivered 

within the time limit. Where provided under national law, the competent authority may 

disregard an individual decision of another national authority concerned if it considers 

that the decision is not sufficiently substantiated with regard to the underlying evidence 

presented by the national authority concerned. 

4. When taking the […] consolidated decision, the single competent authority shall ensure that 

the relevant requirements under national, international and Union law are respected and shall 

duly justify its decision. 
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5. If a project of common interest requires decisions to be taken in two or more Member States, 

the respective competent authorities shall take all the necessary steps for efficient and 

effective cooperation and coordination among themselves. Without prejudice to obligations 

arising under applicable Union and international law, Member States shall endeavour to 

provide for joint procedures, particularly with regard to the assessment of environmental 

impacts. 

6. 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 infratruscture on 

the core network of the trans-European transport network in the case of natural or 

man-made disasters. 

Article 6 

Duration and implementation of the permit granting procedure 

1. The permit granting procedure shall consist of the pre-application phase and the phase of the 

assessment of the application and the decision-making by the single competent authority. 

2. The pre-application phase, covering the period from the start of the permit granting procedure 

to the submission of the complete application file to the single competent authority, shall in 

principle not exceed [two] years. 

2(a) The pre-application phase shall include the preparation of any environmental reports to 

be prepared by the project promoter. Preliminary studies and preparatory assessments 

may nevertheless start or be carried out before the pre-application phase to ensure the 

maturity of the notified project. 
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3. In order to launch the permit granting procedure, the project promoter shall notify the single 

competent authority of the Member States concerned about the project in writing, and shall 

include a detailed description of the project. No later than […] three months following the 

receipt of the above notification, the single competent authority shall either acknowledge it or, 

if it considers that the project is not mature enough to enter the permit granting procedure, 

reject the notification in writing. If the single competent authority decides to reject the 

notification, it shall justify its decision. The date of signature of the acknowledgement of the 

notification by the competent authority shall serve as the start of the permit granting 

procedure. If two or more Member States are concerned, the date of the acceptance of the last 

notification by the competent authority concerned shall serve as the date of the start of the 

permit granting procedure. 

4. Within three months of the start of the permit granting procedure, the single competent 

authority, in close cooperation with the project promoter and other authorities concerned and 

taking into account the information submitted by the project promoter on the basis of the 

notification referred to in paragraph 3, shall […] provide the project promoter with a detailed 

application outline, containing: 

a) the material scope and level of detail of information to be submitted by the project 

promoter, as part of the application file for the […] consolidated decision 

(b) a schedule for the permit granting process, identifying at least the following: 

(i) the permits, decisions and opinions to be obtained; 

(ii) the authorities[…] and stakeholders […] to be concerned, including the formal 

phase of the public consultation; 

(iii) the individual stages of the procedure and their […] expected time limits; 

(iv) major milestones to be accomplished and their deadlines in view of the […] 

consolidated decision to be taken; 

(v) the resources planned by the authorities and possible additional resource needs. 
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5. In order to ensure that the application file is complete and of adequate quality, the project 

promoter shall seek the single competent authority's opinion on its application as early as 

possible during the pre-application procedure. The project promoter shall cooperate fully with 

the single competent authority to meet deadlines and comply with the detailed application 

outline as defined in paragraph 4. 

6. The project promoter shall submit the application file based on the detailed application outline 

within the period of […] 24 months from the receipt of that detailed application outline. The 

single competent authority, based on the characteristics of the project, analyses to be 

made or public to be consulted, in duly justified cases can determine a longer period for 

the submission of the application file. After the expiry of […] the period for the 

submission of the application file, the detailed application outline is no longer considered 

applicable, unless the single competent authority decides to prolong that period, on the basis 

of a justified request from the project promoter. 

7. At the latest within the period of two months from the date of submission of the complete 

application file, the competent authority shall acknowledge in writing the completeness of the 

application file and communicate it to the project promoter. The application file submitted by 

the project promoter shall be considered as being complete, unless, within the period of two 

months from the date of submission, the competent authority makes a request regarding 

missing information to be submitted by the project promoter. That request shall be limited, as 

regards the material scope and level of detail, to the elements identified in the detailed 

application outline. Any additional request for information shall only result from exceptional 

and unforeseen new circumstances and shall be duly justified by the single competent 

authority. 

8. The single competent authority shall assess the application and adopt a […] consolidated 

decision within the period of one year from the date of submission of the complete application 

file in accordance with paragraph 7. Member States may set an earlier time-limit, where 

appropriate. 
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9. The time limits in the above provisions shall be without prejudice to obligations arising from 

Union and international legal acts, as well as to administrative appeal procedures and judicial 

remedies before a court or tribunal. 

Article 7 

Coordination of cross-border permit granting procedure 

1. For projects that involve two or more Member States, the competent authorities of the 

Member States concerned shall align their timetables and agree on a joint schedule. 

2. The European Coordinator referred to in Article 45 of Regulation (EU)² No 1315/2013 shall 

be empowered to […] facilitate contacts between the involved competent authorities in the 

context of the permit granting procedure for cross-border projects of common interest. 

3. Without prejudice to the obligation to comply with the time limits under this Regulation, if 

the time-limit for the […] consolidated decision is not observed, […] the European 

Coordinator concerned shall be informed by the Member States concerned about the 

measures taken or to be taken to conclude the permit granting procedure with the least 

possible delay. The European Coordinator may request the competent authority to regularly 

report on progress achieved. 
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CHAPTER III PUBLIC PROCUREMENT 

Article 8 

Public Procurement in cross-border projects of common interest 

1. Public procurement in cross-border projects of common interest shall be conducted in 

accordance with the Treaty and Directives 2014/25/EU and/or 2014/24/EU. 

2. In case the procurement procedures are conducted by a joint entity set up by the participating 

Member States, that entity shall apply the national provisions of one of those Member States 

and, by way of derogation from these Directives, 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. 
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CHAPTER IV TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE 

Article 9 

Technical assistance 

On the request of a project promoter or Member State, in accordance with the relevant Union 

funding programmes and without prejudice to the Multi-Annual Financial Framework, the Union 

shall make available technical assistance for the implementation of this Regulation and the 

facilitation of the implementation of projects of common interest. 



 

 

14226/18   cos/JS/ak 23 

BILAG TREE.2.A  DA 
 

CHAPTER V FINAL PROVISIONS 

Article 10 

Transitional provisions 

This Regulation shall not apply to the […] permit granting procedures which started before the 

date of its entry into force. 

Article 11 

Entry into force 

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

Official Journal of the European Union. 

Chapter II of this Regulation shall apply from 1 January 2021. Ongoing procurement 

procedures will be completed on the basis of the legal position applicable on 

31 December 2020. 

This Regulation shall be binding in its entirety and directly applicable in all Member States. 

Done at Brussels, 

For the European Parliament For the Council 

The President The President 
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