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I. BEVEZETES

A Bizottsag 2018. méjus 17-én benyujtotta az Eurdpai Parlamentnek és a Tanacsnak a fenti
javaslatot a harmadik ,,Eur6pa mozgasban” cimili csomag részeként, amely az eurdpai

mobilitds biztonsagosabba, tisztabba, hatékonyabbd és hozzaférhetobbé tételét ceélozza.

A javaslat {0 célja az engedélyezési szabalyok és egyéb szabalyozasi eljarasok egyszerisitése,
eldsegitendd a TEN-T halozat megvalositasat. A jelen kezdeményezés célja emellett, hogy
kiilonosen az engedélyezési, kozbeszerzési és egyéb eljarasokat illetden egyértelmiibbé tegye

a projektgazdak altal elvégzendd folyamatokat.
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II.

I11.

A javaslat a f6 céljat a kovetkezdkkel hivatott szolgalni:

— egy valamennyi eljarast 0sszefogd, kizardlagos hataskorrel rendelkezé nemzeti hatosag
létrehozasa (egyablakos ligyintézési rendszer), amely egyablakos ligyintézési pontként

miikodik a projektgazdak és mas beruhazok tekintetében;
— integralt eljarasok létrehozasa egyetlen atfogo hatarozat elfogadasa érdekében;

— hataridok megszabasa egy kétlépcsos eljaras szamara legfeljebb haroméves lefutassal

szamolva.

A TOBBI INTEZMENYBEN VEGZETT MUNKA

Az Eurdpai Parlamenten beliil a Kozlekedési és Idegenforgalmi Bizottsagot jelolték ki a
jogszabalyért felelds bizottsdgként, Dominique Riquet-t (ALDE, FR) pedig el6adoként. A
jelentés elérhetd. A Kornyezetvédelmi, Kozegészségiigyi és Elelmiszer-biztonsagi Bizottsag
(ENVI), a Bels6 Piaci és Fogyasztovédelmi Bizottsag (IMCO) és a Regionalis Fejlesztési
Bizottsag (REGI) véleményt fogad majd el a javaslatrol.

Az Europai Gazdasagi €s Szocialis Bizottsag a 2018. oktdber 17-1 plenaris iilésén fogadta el

véleményét. A Régiok Bizottsdga varhatéan 2019 februdrjaban fogadja el véleményét.

A TANACS ELOKESZITO SZERVEIBEN VEGZETT MUNKA

A javaslatot 2018 juniusaban terjesztették a kozlekedési munkacsoportot (intermodalis
kérdések és haldzatok) elé, amely két iilésén megvizsgalta a javaslatot és a hatasvizsgalatot.

Az elndkség juliusban két tilést a javaslat cikkenkénti vizsgalatara szant.
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IVv.

Az e jelentés mellékletében foglalt, elsé elndkségi kompromisszumos javaslatot 2018. oktdber
5-én terjesztették a munkacsoport elé. Az elndkségi kompromisszum elsésorban a javaslatnak
a transzeurdpai energiaipari infrastruktirara vonatkozo irinymutatasokrol szolo rendelet!
bizonyos hasonl6 rendelkezéseivel vald dsszehangoldsara iranyult. Jollehet a tagallamok a
helyes iranyban tett elsO 1épésként értékelték az elndkségi javaslatot, az mégsem oldotta meg

a munkacsoport keretében megfogalmazott valamennyi problémat.

A JAVASLAT VIZSGALATA KERETEBEN TETT MEGALLAPITASOK

Altalanos észrevételek

A javaslat a megbeszélések elsd forduldiban vegyes fogadtatasra talalt a tagallamok korében.
Valamennyi tagallam idvozolte a javaslat céljat, jelesiil azt, hogy sikeriiljon egyrészt
kikiiszobdlni az engedélyezési eljarasok okozta késedelmeket, masrészt indokolatlan
késlekedés nélkiil 2030-ra kiépiteni a TEN-T haldzatot. Ugyanakkor néhdny tagallam
ramutatott, hogy a rendelettervezetben javasolt intézkedések nem jarulnak hozza kelld
mértékben a javaslat f6 céljanak eléréséhez €s bizonyos esetekben akar még jobban le is

lassithatjak a folyamatot.

Konkrétabban szamos tagallam adott hangot aggodalmanak annak bevezetésével
kapcsolatban, hogy az engedélyezési eljarasokért egy kizarolagos hataskorrel rendelkezd
hatosag legyen felelds nemzeti szinten. Felvetették annak kérdését, hogy e rendelkezést
miként lehet a tagallamokban a gyakorlatban végrehajtani, €s hogy annak alkalmazéisa milyen
hatassal lenne a helyi és regionalis hatosagokra a finanszirozas és a munkaterhelés
tekintetében. A helyes iranyban tett 1épésnek mindsiilt az elndkségi kompromisszumos
szoveg, amely lehetdvé teszi, hogy a megfeleld kozigazgatasi szinten meglévd hatdsagok

kizar6lagos hataskorrel rendelkezd hatdsagként jarhassanak el.

Az Eurdpai Parlament és a Tandcs 2013. aprilis 17-1 347/2013/EU rendelete a transzeurdpai
energiaipari infrastruktirara vonatkozo irdnymutatasokrol és az 1364/2006/EK hatarozat
hatalyon kiviil helyezésérdl, valamint a 713/2009/EK, a 714/2009/EK ¢és a 715/2009/EK
rendelet modositasarol (HL L 115, 2013.4.25., 39.0.)
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Ezen tilmenden néhany tagallam megkérddjelezte a javaslat 6sszeegyeztethetdségét a
szubszidiaritas elvével. Kifejtették, hogy az integralt engedélyezési eljaras és a szabalyozasi
eljarasokért kizarélagosan felelds hatésag bevezetése korlatozza a tagallamoknak a nemzeti
hatdsagok ¢€s eljarasok strukturaldsara és megszervezésére vonatkozd nemzeti hataskorét,
ezaltal korlatozza a nemzeti dontéshozatal lehetdségét is. Néhany delegécio azt is kiemelte,
hogy a javasolt integralt tervezési €s engedélyezési eljarasok akar a kivanttal ellentétes hatést
is eredményezhetnek: késleltethetik az elérelépést ahelyett, hogy segiten¢k azt, és kevésbé
koltséghatékony dontéseket eredményeznének, hiszen a helyi és regionalis feltételeket,

valamint a finanszirozasi lehetoségeket kisebb mértékben lehetne csak figyelembe venni.

A hatasvizsgalat attekintése soran tobb tagallam felvetette annak kérdését, hogy a 2.
szakpolitikai lehetdség tekintetében megfeleld-e a valasztott jogi eszkodz tipusa. Szerintiik az
Europa-szerte alkalmazandé egységes szabalyokat egy masik jogi eszkdzre — pl. iranyelv
vagy irdnymutatis — vonatkoz6 javaslattal is el lehet érni, ami elegendd rugalmasséagot

biztositana a tagdllamoknak az intézkedések végrehajtasaban.

Végezetiil néhany tagallam ngy itélte meg, hogy a hatasvizsgalat nem foglalkozott kelld
mértékben az infrastrukturalis projektek végrehajtasat leginkabb késleltetd tényezokkel,
példaul a foldvasarlassal, a kornyezeti hatdsvizsgalatokkal, a nem kormanyzati szervezetek

beadvanyaival, valamint egyes technikai és pénziigyi kérdésekkel.

Konkrét kérdésekhez fiizott észrevételek

a)  Hataly (1. cikk)

Egyes tagallamok ugy vélték, hogy a rendelettervezet hatalya tulsdgosan tdg és nem
elég konkrét. A hatalyt nemzetkdzi dimenzidju vagy meghatarozott pénziigyi
kiiszobértékkel rendelkezd projektekre kivantak sziikiteni. Néhany tagallam ezzel
szemben a hataly tovabbi kiszélesitését szorgalmazta az 4tfogd TEN-T hélozattal
kapcsolatos kozos érdekii projektek hataly ald vonasa érdekében. Ezt a javaslatot tobb
mas tagallam ellenezte. Néhany tagallam ezen tilmenden kérte, hogy a harmadik

orszagokkal végrehajtott, hatarokon atnyulo projekteket is vonjak a hataly ala.
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b)

A résztvevok kedvezden fogadtak az elndkségi kompromisszumos szoveget, amely
lehetdvé teszi, hogy a tagallamok szabadon valaszthatdan kiterjesszék a hatalyt az
atfogd TEN-T halozattal kapcsolatos kozos érdeki projektekre.

Az engedélyezési eljarasok osszevonasa (4. cikk)

Sok tagallam aggodalmat fejezte ki a Bizottsag altal javasolt, atfogd hatarozatra
vonatkozo elképzéssel kapcsolatban. Tobb delegécio nézete szerint ugyanis olyan
tulsagosan Osszetett hatarozatrdl van igy szo, amelyet igen nehéz lenne az
engedélyezésben €rintett kiillonb6z6 hatdsagok korében kivitelezni. Pontositasra
iranyulo6 kérdések is elhangzottak azt illetéen, hogy pontosan mi tartozna az atfogd
hatarozatba, pl. hogy a kornyezeti hatasvizsgalatok és a teriiletfejlesztés a hatarozat

részét képezd elemnek mindsiilnének-e.

Néhany tagallam kedvezden fogadta, masok pedig nem elegendé hatékonysagunak
itélték azt, hogy az elndkségi kompromisszumos szdveg az atfogod hatarozatot

kiigazitotta annak érdekében, hogy megfeleljen a koordinalt megkozelitésnek.
A kizarolagos hataskorrel rendelkezo engedélyezé hatosag (5. cikk)

A tagallamok altalanossagban fenntartasaiknak adtak hangot az egyetlen ,,magasabb
szinti” hatdsag kijelolésével kapcsolatban, amely aztan a folyamatban részt vevo tobbi
hatdsagnal tobb hatalommal és nagyobb dontéshozatali hataskorrel rendelkezne.
Tekintve, hogy a kozlekedési projektek nagymértékben eltérnek egymastdl a nagysag, a
tipus és a helyszin tekintetében, a hataskorrel rendelkez6 hatésag mindegyik esetében az
eldirt nemzeti engedély €s a helyszin fiiggvénye lenne, mivel a szakértelem és a
kompetencia mas-mas hatosag keretébe tartozna. Ennélfogva a javasolt struktura miatt
fennallna a joghatosagi Osszeiitkozeések kockazata azon esetekben, amikor egynél tobb
minisztérium €s/vagy dontéshozatali szint lenne érintett a helyi vagy nemzeti szinten.
Kovetkezésképpen a tagallamok nagyobb rugalmassagra szolitottak fel. Egyes
delegaciok nyitottak voltak arra, hogy megvitassak egy olyan, kizarolagos hataskorrel
rendelkezd hatdsag feladatkorét, amely koordinatorként jarhatna el az engedélyek
kiilonbozd hataskorrel rendelkezd, kiillonbozé nemzeti hatdsagoktdl vald beszerzése

terén.

Néhany tagallam ugyan tdmogatta az elnokségi kompromisszumos szévegben foglalt
azon elképzelést, hogy a kizarolagos hataskorrel rendelkezd hatosagokat integralt
helyett koordinalt megkozelitést alkalmazva egyablakos ligyintézési pontta alakitsak,

mas delegaciok ugyanakkor tobb rugalmassagot tartottak sziikségesnek.
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d)

Az engedélyezési eljaras idétartama és végrehajtasa (6. cikk)

A legtobb tagallam ugy itélte meg, hogy az eljarasok végrehajtasara javasolt hataridok
tul rovidek, kiilondsen a kérelem benyujtasat megeldzo (kétéves) szakasz
vonatkozasdban megszabott idokeretet illetden. Ezen tilmenden a tagallamok
véleménye szerint a cikk tulsagosan részletes, és aggodalmak meriiltek fel azzal
kapcsolatban, hogy miként miikkodne eredményesen az ,,egyenhataridd”, tekintettel a

kozlekedési projektek Osszetettségére és sokféleségére.

Néhany tagallam a hataridoket annak a kérdéséhez kapcsolta, hogy mely eljarasok
tartoznak az egyetlen szervezet keretében vald engedélyszerzés keretébe. E tekintetben
egyes delegaciok azt javasoltdk, hogy zarjanak ki az engedélyezési eljaras hatalya alol a
projektek palyazati dokumentumainak elkészitéséhez kapcsolddo bizonyos eljarasokat —
pl. teriiletfejlesztés és kdrnyezeti hatasvizsgalat —, mivel ezek hosszadalmas eljarasok és
valdszintileg késedelmeket okoznak, ami nehézz¢ vagy akér lehetetlenné teszi a javasolt

1d6korlat betartasat.

Egyértelmiivé valt, hogy a jogszaballyal kapcsolatos eredmények eléréséhez tovabbi
munkdra van sziikség a pontositasra €és az egyszerisitésre iranyuldan, kiillondsen az 5. és

6. cikk tekintetében.

KOVETKEZTETES

Ugy tiinik, hogy a fentiekben vazolt kérdések a javaslat kulcselemeit képezik, és igy a

munkacsoport alapos megbeszélést folytatott roluk. A kérdésekkel még foglalkozni kell a

soron kovetkezd elndkség alatt is, hogy tovabbi eredményeket lehessen elérni és sikeriiljon

megallapodni a jogszabalyrol.

A fentiek fényében felkérjitk az Allandé Képvisel6k Bizottsagat és a Tanacsot, hogy

nyugtazza a rendeletjavaslat vizsgéalataval kapcsolatban elért eredményeket.

14226/18

TREE.2.A HU



MELLEKLET

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 Committee?,
Having regard to the opinion of the Committee of the Regions?,

Acting in accordance with the ordinary legislative procedure,

Whereas:

2 oJlC,,p..

3 oJcC,,p..
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(1) Regulation (EU) No 1315/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council* 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) Inthe 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 eemprehensive 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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©)

(10)

(11)

(12)

Member States should endeavour to ensure that appeals challenging the substantive or
procedural legality of a eemprehenstve consolidated decision are handled in the most

efficient way possible.

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.

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.

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 economy? 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
money®. 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

[=

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) '"eomprehensive consolidated decision" means the decision erset-of-deeisions taken 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 before 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)(1) ""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 private project or the

public authority which initiates a project";

(d) "single competent authority" means an existing or newly established the-authority,

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

project or category of projects of common interest, which the Member-State

designates acts as a “one-stop shop” and is asresponsible 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 managed run by a single competent authority designated 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 administrative 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

admintstrative permit granting procedures resulting from the applicable law, both national

and of the Union, shall be integrated coordinated and result in enby-one eemprehensive

consolidated decision.

2. Inthe 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

Member State shall destgnate ensure that a ene-single competent authority which-shall-be is
responsible for facilitating the permit granting preeess_procedures for a project of common

interest including for making the eemprehenstve consolidated decision.

2. Each Member State may entrust tThe responsibility of the single competent authority

referred to in paragraph 1 and/or the tasks related to it may-be-delegated-to;-orecarried-outby;

to an existing or newly established ether-authority at the appropriate administrative level, per

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

common interest, under-the-followingconditions provided that:

ta—only one authority is responsible per project of common interest,;

b)—the-autherity is the sole point of contact for the project promoter in the procedure leading to
the eemprehenstve consolidated decision for a given project of common interest, and

tey—the-autherity 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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By 1 January 2021, each Member State shall take the suitable measures in accordance

3(a)

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 neichbouring

Member States and to the European Commission.

The single competent authority shall issue the consolidated decision within the time

3(b)

limits specified in Article 6.

The consolidated decision comprises multiple individual legally binding decisions issued

3(0)

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.

The single competent authority shall, in consultation with the other authorities

3(d)

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.

The single competent authority mayv 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.

When taking the eemprehensive 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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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.

The single competent authority mayv also be entrusted with tasks related to the

2(a)

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

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.

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.

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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5. Inorder 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 #we 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.

6.  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 establish-and-communieate-te 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 eemprehensive consolidated decision
(b) aschedule for the permit granting process, identifying at least the following:

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

(i) the authorities; and stakeholders;-and-the-publielikely to be concerned, including

the formal phase of the public consultation;

(i11) the individual stages of the procedure and their duration expected time limits;

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

comprehenstve consolidated decision to be taken;

(v) the resources planned by the authorities and possible additional resource needs.
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7. Inorder 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.

8. The project promoter shall submit the application file based on the detailed application outline
within the period of 2+ 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 that 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.

9. 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.

10. The single competent authority shall assess the application and adopt a eemprehensive
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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11.

12.

13.

14.

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

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.

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

be empowered to

commen-interest-and-to facilitate contacts between the involved competent authorities in the

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

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

the time-limit for the eemprehenstve consolidated decision is not observed, the-competent
authority shallimmediately-inform-the European-Coordinator 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

15. 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.

16. 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.
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CHAPTER V FINAL PROVISIONS

Article 10

Transitional provisions

This Regulation shall not apply to the administrative 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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