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EE written comments

e Article 15 — 2b — necessary here to find a solution that reflects the practical implications of
different isolated networks together with the obligation from the summer TEN-T proposal to
study the possible migration.

e Article 17 — Automatic ERTMS exemption possiblity is necessary for isolated networks — at
least in our case.

e Article 29 — In general, supporting the direction of the changes made and very thankful for
the new compromise.
Paragrah 2a(i)(i1) could still be quite problematic in some cases.
Paragraph 2b — perhaps could be ,,average distance* instead of ,,maximum® distance? It
would give a little bit more flexibility for the Member States. Average distance could be
used for both the rest areas and for the safe and secure parking areas. In addition, we also
suggest to consider increasing the distance numbers here a bit. E.g. rest areas at average
distance of 80km and safe and safe and secure parking areas at average distance of 120km.
For additional flexibility, distance from the network could be increased to 4 or Skm instead
of 3km. This might be necessary in exceptional specific cases e.g. depending on specific
landscape or the location of relevant facilities.
Paragraph 2d — We suggest to have “on average” every 300km.
Paragrah 4 — very important to have ,,shall* together with the reasonable threshold of 10k.

e Article 30 — We of course understand that Core and Extended core networks requirements
are considerably more intense than the Comprehensive network requirements. In this
context, reasonable exemptions (paragraph 5) are most imporant to us here as we may need
it for several sections of our Core network.

e Article 33 — We are thankful for the additional explanation by the Commission. However,
we still do have considerable reservations here as we are not sure that this requirement is
cost-efficient and reasonable at all airports currently in the scope deriving from very
different climate conditions and very different volume needs to have pre-conditioned air

supply.
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