
� Wednesday 25 May 2011   N° 4209   EUROPOLITICS

Sold by subscription only © reproduction strictly prohibited in any languagewww.europolitics.info

The Committee for European Con-
struction Equipment (CECE) claims 
that too much equipment used in the 
building and public works sector are not 
compliant with EU rules, “more than 
one year after Regulation 765/2008/EC 
came into force”. 

According to a survey conducted 
among equipment manufacturers, dis-
tributors and leasing firms, one in two 
firms has already seen illegal equipment 
on work sites and 52% of the respon-

dents see this problem as a source of 
concern affecting their business. One 
company out of three says it is losing 
sales because customers prefer to buy 
non-compliant equipment instead of 
their products.

“On the one hand, politicians and leg-
islators continuously draft new severe 
rules for safety and health requirements, 
and on the other nobody seems to care 
whether machines sold in the EU really 
comply with these rules. Member states 
focus only on consumer goods, where 
the possible effects of non-compliance 

can be dangerous for citizens’ health,” 
stated the organisation, on 23 May, two 
weeks after publication of the Euro-
pean Commission’s annual report on 
the EU’s early warning system for haz-
ardous goods (RAPEX).

Regulation 765/2008/EC establishes 
requirements for accreditation and market 
surveillance relating to the marketing of 
products in order to guarantee that they 
meet criteria ensuring a high level of pro-
tection of public interests, such as health 
and safety in general. It has been in force 
since 1 January 2010. n

The European Parliament’s Com-
mittee on Transport (TRAN) made a 
huge concession to the Council, on 
24 May, with its adoption of a report 
on the draft directive establishing an 
information exchange system on road 
traffic infringements. The text is meant 
to enable states to identify drivers from 
other member states who have com-
mitted traffic infringements on their 
territory. The Council’s negotiations 
watered down the initial scope of the 
proposal but the TRAN committee basi-
cally decided to make do with this light 
version. Rapporteur Inès Ayala Sender 
(S&D, Spain) made it known that this 
was the only way to conclude a second-
reading agreement with the Council. 
The committee adopted the report by 
38 to one, with two abstentions. It is 
expected to go before the plenary in 
early July.

The TRAN committee agreed to a 
directive limited to a mere exchange of 
information between states. More spe-
cifically, it organises mutual access to 
vehicle registration data, which makes it 
possible to identify their owners. Decid-
ing whether or not to enforce the sanc-
tion will be solely up to the member 
state where the offence was committed. 
Where appropriate, the offender will 
be notified by mail, but there is noth-

ing in the text to oblige offenders to 
pay a fine if they refuse. Obliging an 
offender to pay a fine will only be pos-
sible if there is an international agree-
ment between the two states (of resi-
dence and infringement) concerned. 
MEPs also accepted the new legal base 
proposed by the Council, ie justice and 
home affairs rather than transport. This 
means, among other things, that the 
directive will have to be adopted unani-
mously in Council, not by qualified 
majority.

All MEPs – and first and foremost the 
rapporteur – regretted the limited scope 
of the text. For Ayala Sender, however, 
this is the only way not to “ruin the nego-
tiations” under way (see box). Fellow 
committee members acknowledged 
as a rule before the vote that she had 

done what she could given the Coun-
cil’s inflexibility. The committee was 
very critical of the 27 in its discussions, 
though this had no impact on the final 
outcome. The Greens were the harsh-
est critics. Eva Lichtenberger (Austria) 
said the Council’s “only objective is to 
destroy the proposals of the Commis-
sion and Parliament”. A string of EP 
amendments nevertheless strengthen 
the initial clauses on data protection 
and, most importantly, set a time limit 
of 36 months, after which the Com-
mission will assess the text and decide 
whether to amend it to make it stronger 
it. One amendment establishes that the 
Commission’s evaluation will mainly 
concerns the necessity of organising 
harmonised follow-up procedures in 
case of non-payment of a fine. n

By Isabelle Smets

By Sophie Petitjean

Road safety

Cross-border enforcement: EP committee keeps low profile

Construction industry

CECE denounces use of non-compliant equipment

Negotiations progressing with 
Council
A Parliament-Council-Commission three-
way meeting was held on this directive, on 
23 May, the day before the vote. Accord-
ing to a Council source and to what Inès 
Ayala Sender had told committee mem-
bers, it contributed to progress on an 
agreement. Parliament won the Council’s 
agreement to more explicit provisions on 
data protection and to more limited use 

of delegated acts for implementation of 
the directive. Ayala Sender spoke of a 
“revision clause with teeth” that refers to 
a transport legal basis if the directive is 
amended in the future. The key outstand-
ing point to be negotiated by Parliament 
and the Council concerns procedures to 
be used by states to inform offenders 
when they decide to enforce the sanc-
tion. The next three-way meeting will be 
held on 7 June in Strasbourg.




