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Port Policy/1

e Background:

Commission’s fourth attempt at a Europe-wide port policy
followed the fallurey the, soft law” approach to
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Intended primar ly'to. open up.tF prOV|S|on of port serv
and increase transpa”f*en port financing, charging etc.

Avoided a number of contentious issues such as dock
labour, self-handling or port use concessions

Only applied to 319 TEN' core and comprehensive
network ports /4 C' D A
Intended to "?ae |ntrodu%ed a% a Regulatldn not a Directive,

to ensure consistent appllcatlon across all MS



Port Policy/2

* Reception by stakeholders/1.:
* Shipowners (ECSA) initially supported the proposed

service prowders;--:_ arges for services and use of
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benefits: ablllty tﬁfﬁ}@@,gmserwces/hmlt on numbe
providers/right to vet provﬂers but were concerned about
some aspects of the transparency and governance rules as
well as the involvement of service providers, port users and
others on port consultative bodies

* Also concerned-about the role the, consultative bodies
would have n settlng phar@es and on other operational
ISsues.. . % . POV



Port Policy/3

* Reception by stakeholders/2:

e Some port service providers e.g. ETF, (tugs) welcomed the
ability to operate E urope-w __o and the clear rules regarding

the number of pro\
b a;.; e T
« Concerns were expressed. n;iq , especially EMPA,

(pilots) over incl E 0rt.service prowder category
concerns over safety cor p |t|on etc., and began action to
have themselves left out of the scope of the Regulation

« Agents (ECASBA) supported the overall concept of the
Regulation but appreciated that even this, much less
prescnptlve proposal Waa gomg to face criticism from all
sides = & % W % AA
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Port Policy/4

* Reception by stakeholders/3:

* A number of major Member States, primarily France,
Germany and the
of aspects of -*f‘*-- g

'p‘! &T[;i 'ra,h
° Recognlsmg f‘ f"'ms the Regulation by
vested interests, wﬂg SBA JOInE d with ECSA, E

(shippers) and CLE! CAT (freigh t forwarders) in January
2014 to issue the “empty box” letter to the European
Parliament Transport (TRAN) Committee, urging them to
support the original intentions of the Regulation and
ensuregthat the Regul}etlon cont;nued to offer meaningful

ro osals % W &L /9%



Port Policy/5
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Lchh Bh Hiarnpban Camenimty Sy &y dfon
Brussels, 21 January 2014.

Port users urge Members of the European Parliament Transport Committee to
vote for a Ports Regulation which covers all port services, respects market
functioning and ensures correct implementation of the basic Treaty principles.
Many of the tabled amendments will make the proposal superfluous and
should therefore not be supported.

Dear Member of the European Parllament,

In view of the upcoming vote in the Commities on Transport and Tourism (TRAN) of
the BEuropean Fariament on the proposal for 2 Regulation establishing a framework
on market access fo port senvices and financial transparency of ports, the
undersigned assocations, representing users and customers of European seaports
and port services, would like to underfine the need o keep a meaningful proposal



Port Policy/6

e Current Status:

* Regrettably, the TRAN Committee did not support the
views expressed inthe “empty box” letter and, under
pressure from Mémber States industry organisations and
others, the Parlianient agreed to Support a significantly
weakened al ut-forward by

utforward by the ltalian Presic
R “g. it ." Lt
« As we speak, the Transpol
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I"put forwaro
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~ouncil is discussing the
Regulation proposal and it is expected that it will endorse
the decision of Parliament

« So whilst we will at last have a Port Regulation, it will
certainly notoring ab.%ut the'changes required to improve
and enhance port service provision, transparency and make

i

Europe’s-ports-more efficient
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e-Maritime/1
Ship Reporting Facilities
* Reporting Formalities Directive (2010/65/EC) was adopted in
June 2014 and set to become effective from 01.06.2015

 Requires all statutory ation to be provided electronically

via a national smgl ‘;-‘%"" Ny
« Regrettably the et‘“ *

of June, is prese ntly: b ;,_

course. Why? ST

* A lack of common definitions and

Failure of coordination between parties
Wldely dlfferlng approaches by I\/Iember States
Too many projects thg f’@ar%atténtlon

Consultatlve groups losing-sight-of orlglnal Intentions of
Directive



e-Maritime/2

e A Lack of Common Definitions

No clear Ieadershlp from the Commission on the overall
direction of the prg jeet, leading to...

Interoperability and data excange

Uncertainty as to the legal difficulties regarding the
exchange of sensitive or commercial data
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e-Maritime/3

« Widely Differing Approaches by Member States

Absent any clear direction from the Commission, Member
States are going their own way In developlng their National
Single Wlndows

Others are upgradlng thellr' eX|st|ng systems to meet the
Directive requirements

There is no common agreement as to the coverage of the
Directive and the reporting requirements so the number of
authorities mvolved varleg widely amongst Member States

o

Many (f‘nost’b) MS Iathhe f@nds to fuIIy implement the
project



e-Maritime/4

 Too Many Projects Vying for Attention

 There are two “official” Commission-supported projects,
AnNA and the IMP Demonstrator project

ARNA St

 The IMP Demonstrator project is developing software and
service components to aid the introduction of National

Single Windows. The first prototype operated in 2013 and

data exchange with SAFESEANET began testing in 2014

 There are a’I’So a Iargemumﬁer ef Other p\rOJects many
funded by EU grants in existence



e-Maritime/5
Consultative Groups Losing Sight of the Original

Intentions of the Directive

e The Commission Expert Group eMS, was established to
support Member States inimp Iementrng the Directive in a

» The eMS group consists @fieightisub-groups:
General Maritim * rs'ﬁ;! MR

 Waste Security
e Health Border Control
« Data mapping Single Window and Data Flow definition

e Overlap between the groups, unresolved technical issues
and the demands of Some, MS l;p maintain freedom to
collect country specrfr&rrnforrmatton outside the scope of the
Directive, has caused significant delays to progress



e-Maritime/6

Outlook:

e The various issues outlined previously indicate it is likely
that the Directive will not come Into force as originally

 Both ECSA and WSC have gone on record as stating that if
the EU and Commission go ahead with implementation of
the project as currently planned, it will be without the
support of the shlpplng mdustry
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e-Manifest/1

What a Difference a Year Makes!
 European Update Report 2013:

Objective: to provide multi-port, easily updatalelectronic shipping

goods on arrival g #ep &w?

Vessel provides glét ec br R
Community, to C‘Us

Customs at first port pass san 1 otheuspma SafeSeaNet
Customs then handle cargo accordlng to status

List is then updated as cargo is loaded, discltbage remains on
board and is lodged with Customs at next, andudlésquent, ports

Provides advance notification of cargo and raaktupdating of
changes;--and all-n place by lune, 2015!,

Reduces docqrnentary bu3rden ﬁ@% mtr& Communltgm:amovmg by
sea % | B %

Excellent what We have been Waltlng for Jisn't it?



e-Manifest/2

What a Difference a Year Makes!
 European Update Report 2014

Commission Report on the Functioning of Directdd.0/65/EU, page

5: “The eManifest | |sslc Ihder.ais ussmn
And there it sits. ai ) d (naghener is in Europe)

N _.tﬂ"l

but certainly in need

The original pro&% n i
complicated and ske d m‘a ds the needs of therroayriers, were
workable and based on actual operatlonal practice

Unfortunately they were taken over by DG-TAXUD dvidmber
States and “improved”, requiring carriers to pr@vidore information!

Following heated discussions ECSA and WSC withdiresiwr support
for the project.

Further devel@pments are‘*awam@%l Wltsh lnterest”'
& % ! T & P /%




Emission Control Areas

* 0.1% Sulphur Emissions for N. Sea and Baltic ECA’s
on ISt January 2015 85days from now
delayi 9 implementation or

+ Recen! StUd'é% m. rers have indicated conside
costs involved with éompliance

e Lack of any guarantees from individual Member States that
scrubbers currently fitted will be acceptable

* No clear guidance on monitoring or enforcement measures

» More on thisifrom Jan ufider agendum item 111!
& - i % ﬁ% R Vv / i



European Parliament 2014 - 2019

Composition:
e /51 MEP’s, 371 are new to Parlrament
. S the national population

Germany Iard%
and Malta only "

e Christian Democrats are the Iargest party with 221 MEPs
(down from 274 in 2009 — 2014)

» Socialists second (191 MEP’s, down from 196)

» European Freedom Group (EFD Group) Increased number

of seats to 48 A\ g A
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' US, Estonia, Luxembourg
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European Parliament 2014 - 2019

&k ALGEDGY

#8Y GCREENS/EFA: 50 EFF: 221

®® GUE/MNGL: 52 OTHERS: &



Parliament Committee Rapporteurs 2014 — 2019

Committees relevant to ECASBA:

« TRAN (Transport and Tourlsm) Michael Cramer,
Germany (Greens) '

. ENVI (Environment, Pt th and Food Safety):
Giovanni La % talyi(Christian' Democrats)

. ITRE (Industry, Researchiand Energy): Jerzy Buzek,
Poland (Christian Democrats)

* IMCO (Internal Market and Consumer Protection): Vicky
Ford, Great Britain (Conservatives)

s



European Commission 2014 — 2019/1

e Composition:
e Commission President:
Jean Claude Juncker

e Has nomlnated hls...flrst r@und draft team of Commissioners
to the European Parllamen:t for scrutiny. If Parlian
rejects one or more of the candidates, the whole team has to

be reviewed and a completely new proposal put together

e This procedure can significantly delay the appointment of
the new Commission and thus impact detrimentally on the
functioning of the Cammissiony

» Parliamentinterviewsstarted ofi@ctober



European Commission 2014 — 2019/2

e Composition:

Commission President

One First Vice PreSident®is
Five Vice Presidents
One High Rep tative 2 Union for Foreign Policy
and Securit R

* A new post, Commissioner for Better Regulation, the Rule

of Law & Charter of Fundamental Right. responsible for
overseeing policy development, has a veto on any new
policy proposals! Ca@didgt'e Fr?ns Timmermans
(Nethertands) A5 ™ =% /A4
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European Commission 2014 — 2019/3

e Commissions relevant to ECASBA:

« MOVE becomes Transport and Space and is no lanytce President
role. Candidate Maros_Seivic (Slovakia)

« TAXUD loses its __# Ind moves intorfomic and
Financial Affalrs@gf’ oms & Te CandidaterR Moscovici
(France) %

e MARE merges W|t ‘En # o Environmentafiime

Affairs and Fisheries. Candidate'Karmenu Vella (slal

« SANCO now becomes Health and Food Safety. Careligtenis
Andriukaitis (Lithuania)

 CLIMA becomes part of Climate Action and EnergydanMiguel
Arias Canfete of Spain

« COMP remains-unehanged, other thanwith a neW|datmI
Commlssloner Margaretﬁae Vé@ager{‘of Denmark
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Possible Policy Direction ??

Many commentators consider that this Parliament will be
much more interventionist than the previous one, holding the

i | * nalist parties such as
UKIP, FN and th.‘.-, e ._  *‘. that progress towards

VR b kL ! T 1
]| e SRECe] | ey
~ArAat Y \WIHH <
:"-'-.-"'-:“Ei' LT YWIHE ST
(&85

further Europea'l'ee-f"ﬂ_ A
In the Commission, "'-'--;":%B%Wﬁ%nent of Timmermans as
Supreme Policy Overlord could result in less controversial
policy initiatives getting the go-ahead

The downgrading of the Transport, Customs and maritime
Affairs DG’s could see some current pollcy Issues relegated to
the back burner. . Y ¢

inar.,

The next flve years couléhbe very mterestmg iIndeed!

Given the surge.ing Su







