COMMISSION OF THE EUROPEAN COMMUNITIES

COM (75) 616 final

Brussels, 5 December 1975

FOURTH REPORT BY THE COMMISSION TO THE COUNCIL

on the implementation of Regulation (EEC) No 543/69
of the Council of 25 March 1969 on the harmonization

of certain social legislation relating to road transport

Period covered by the report: 1 January to 31 December 1973




A.M\\INTRQDUCTION

1. Under Article 17 of Regulation (LEC) o J43/69 of the Council of
25 harch 1969 the Commission is requlred tO‘present-to the Council an
annual reneral report on the 1mp1ementat10n of the Regulai:on by hember
States, The Comm1531on herew1th presents the fourth general report

(coverinz the pericd 1 January to 31 December 1973\

The period includes the accession to the Community of the new Member
States, Denmark, the United Kingzdom and Ireland;. This factor not only
extends the areas of application of the‘Regulaiion to these countries,
besinning with international tfaffic, but 2lso enlarges the field of
experience by implémenting the working conditions in road transport in

the Communityz.

2. The information recéived from Member States for the purpose of
~drawing up this reporu still leaves something ‘o be deszred_; some arrive
very late at the. CommlsSJon s departunents and some should. be ‘more detalled
as indicated by the model report. Denmark and Ireland were not yet in a
pozition to maks detailed 1rformailon available, - " The prerequisiteAfdrl
" normal application of the Commmunity Regulatlon, namely the adopt:on of
implementing regulatlons, had not Dbeen- reallzed in these countrles
rurln the poriod. “covered by tq1u roport Tﬁe nvccsearv 1mplvncnt1n
regulations in Denmark entered into force on the 21 Fébruary 1975
The Irish Government has already tréansmitted two draft reg-
' ulations to the Commission for approval(letters dated 28 March and 3 April
1973) concerning the 1mplementatlon of the Commurity Regulation. . I
The Commission,in 1t° opinion of 16 May_l974 accepted these proposals with
certain reservatlon ‘ 4 S |
The def101en01ys 1n respect of detalled information andﬂ}requently late
arr1va; of contrlbutions at the bommlss1on are partly due to the dlffercni
types of authority responsible in the various Hember States for maKing the ‘“\\\\\\
data avallable, and7paft1y'dué'to-the’difficultieé*COnnected with these

circumstances,

-lComlng 1nto force of “the Acces31on Treaty of 22 January 1972 on 1 Jenuary 19’73°
In the Case of the new Member States, Regulaiion (EDC) 543/69 is applicable

from 1 Aprll 1973 for 1nternat10na1 road trapflc and from 1 January 1976
Tor domestic road trarsports

3com (74) 059 finel 0eJeL,160/74~ The Irish 1mp1ement1ng regulations will

probably operate with elfect from July 1975.



Agaln, the new Member States have stlll to some extent to adapt themselveﬂ
+to the 91tuat10n created by the appllcaxlon of Pegulatlon (EEC) YNo )43/69.
More experlence and mutual excharge of 1nformatlon should 1n future make

for 51gn1f10ant 1mprovements.

.

B. . SUMMARY OF INTORMATION:RECEIVED FROM THE DIFFERENT JMEMBER STATES ON
THE LVPLEMENTATION OF REGULATIONN(EEC) No 543/69 .. .

I. Orgenization of comtrol = e

1. Adminlstratlve mach1neny for chcckmnp 1mp1emcntut10n ‘:

Unfortunately the Member States dld not subdivide their deta accordlng to

(a) -road checks
(b) 1nspect10n of premises
'and hence the results of both t;pes of controls are glven togethor.

Federal Republlc of Gerrany' the authorltles asszﬂnod by the Léncer,

Governments are regponsible for monltorlng the 3001al reﬂulatlons concernlng
road transport in the. Federal Republlc of Germany.. - In addition the -
Bundesanstalt filr &én Guterfemverkehr (BAG = Federal institution for long-—
dlstwnce road haulage) is re)povs;ble for en«urlng adherence to. the

prov131qns -covering periods of activity for drlvers and crew,
| ‘

. Compliance with the provisions of Regulation (EEC} No 543/69 ig’ monltored
by means of inspection of preémises, ‘and road and border chécks. The
national. industrial inspecétioti boards ere responsible for 1nspection‘ofi
~ premises, Road and border checks are carried out by the pollce, the BAG

and to some extent also- by the industrial inspection: boards.

Belgi s 1n 1973 the supe"visory system was admlnlstered in the same way
as in l97g This, system has been adequately descrlbed in the Tirst two rcports.

France:

(a) .Road checks are carrled out by the polloe and Gendarmerle as well as

the industrlal 1nspect10n bOards for transport.




Mere -are. no- fizures. £or. the mumersus checks carried-out by -the =
police and Gendarmerie, The Gendarmerie in particular did not in
1973 continue with the types of inspections it carried out in 1972

(vehicles over ten metrlo tons).

(b) Inspection of premises or companies comes under the aurlsdlctlon of
the industrizl inspection boards for transport or the general
industrial'inspeétion boards, depending on whether fhe company isa
transport -company or another type of company (as is known many

companies carry on transport for their own account).:

Italy? Here checks to ensure compliancn witﬁ the'reievaht Commuhity
regulations cre. the: responQWblllty of several dlfferent admlnlstraizve B
departnents. - In the case of rozd haulage and passenger transport companles

they are .carried out oy the industrlalelnspectlon_bqards.

v veﬁbourg On uhe ba51° of the Grand Ducal Reﬂulatlon of 23 December 1972 .
in respect of the prosecutlon of offences agalnst Regu‘atlon (EEC) No 543/69
of the Council of 25 Harch 1909 on tho harmenlzatlon of social leglslatlon
relating o road trunsport detectives and the Gendarmerle, pollcemen and
_‘customs Off101qls, employees of the 1ndustr1al and mlnes 1nspectora$e and
temployees of the 1nupectorate for road tranaport are empowered to establlsh
offenccs ega;nst Artlcles ), 6 7, 8, % ll, 1 14 and 15 of Reguletlop
(EEC) No 543/69. | o o

o . 1

‘Checks to ensure compliance with the EEC Regulation are chiefly carried
out by the industrial 1nspoct10n -board where company prcmlses are involved,
‘and by the superv1gony dcpartment for road transport where 1t is a matter
of‘road checks. ' T '

.Netherlands:; the most dvporinnl wsilelof ohecking during inspee’ i of

on the roads is the work loge This log consists of an "orzglnvsheet" with
the persomal details of the erew members, n work nheef‘bearihé$the;infermati0n
referred to in Article 14 (7) and an individual log booke When checks ere
carried out the letter of :authorisation for the vehicle is - also examined

in commection with the information given . in point 2 of the daily sheet,

On the premises of undertakings a check is carried out on the log books

and weekly reports handed in, the service timetable and duty roster mentioned



‘wanq'b r~ ,

Sy Articlie 19 of the Regulation and, where eppropriate, the: regisier of

individun) comtrol books, which contains various 1nJorm“t10n ebout erer

Unlbco Klquom. in ‘the Udlt‘d Klnbaom there are 11 Traffic ﬁrgas_(and

f

0nG b area) each uvnder a frafflc Comni&51oner.

ﬂbrthern; Yorkshire;  The Horth Ues it, Forth Hestern; West ificland j
Eogst Hidlann ; Dos uern ; uouth I%]eu 1 Western ; The South Bast, South
Eastern é Greater Iondon, emronolltan (London) : Adcowt1$h (Heaa.O:xlce) :

ucottluﬂ (uu)*O‘fiC°)c

The Traffic Commissioners and their staff are responsible’ for issuing

licepceévfor passenger transport and road haulage. . In Northern Ireland

this is the province of the Department of the Enviromment (NI).. Adherence

to domastlc and Communlty regulatlons concerning road haulage and passenger

.transport is monltored bJ traffic examlners who report to thﬁ Traffic

Commis sioners on offences against these regulations rocorded during road
checks.: The Traffic Commlss1oners and the Departmenu of the Environment
of Nbrthern Ireland submlt these reports to the Departmcnt of‘the
Env1ronqent in London vinich centrallzes the- anproprlate data for the
Unlted Klngdom.

"2 Authorlaed 1nspect1n9 offlcers and *heir powers.

The Federal Republlc of Gernany conflrmed the flgure given earlier under
this hegdlng, i.e. about 2 500 officers, 250 to 300 offlcers in the
industrial inspection boards are employed on inspection duties.

 Belgiug ¢

(a) - 1ndustr1al inspection board

Checks were carried:out by 129 authorazed 1nspecting offlcers.

(v) Roag Transpor'b Administration
’ 39 éuthorized ingpecting officers took part in checks.; In 1973 these
. :__1nspect1ng offlcershad the same powers as in 1972, thg,powers hgyg
been adequately explalned in the two first reports. ' .
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France: forty -inspectors were auihorised to carry out checkseIn.addition,.
numerous ¢ hecks were carried out by police-officers (the 6500 officers
in ‘the ,Gendarmerie-Hobile).Reporté were dravn up for each recorded case
of breach of Regulation Mo 543/69 and the prov151ons adonted in order to
implenent. that Regulatlon.4» ) '

As a result of an amendment to the Highway Code (Code dela Route) by the
Decreec of 6 September 1972, police officers and traffic pollce'may'zm-
mobilise vehiclesjif their crew members have infringed the provisions

¢ oncerning driving periods and rest periods,.

Ttzly:  TInspections of premises are carried out by one or mone.inspectorate
staffs their powers. are based on Law No 520 of 19. March 1955 and Law

Ho 628 of 28 Jul&.1961 concerning the responsibilities and areas of activity
of the\indusfiral inspection boards which.sbmetimes act-together with other
bodies such as the road traffic police, the inspection enthorities respon—
sible for private motor traffic: and. the cusﬁoms administration (guardia

di finenza).  From the information supplied by the appropriate départments
it ie not possible to deduce cxact figureé.ao to0 the thé rmumber of anthorized
inspecting officers since the industrial 1nspection boards are not the only

bodies carrring out such checks.

" Luxembourg: Checks are carried out by the authorized inspecting officer
scconded by the industrial ingpection Board for rail and road haulage

companies and four employees of the Superviséry Department for raad

transport.
The industrial inspection board offlolal may at any time and W1thout -
- warning visit the premises of o company for which: ihe bu@rd 0 . L

is responesible. The board official has the right to examine all books,
liste and business papers concerning driving time, daily and weekly rest
pericds, annual leave, wages and salaries and any documents comnected with

statuory working conditions and safety regulations for drivers.

Where there are good grounds for suspecting that there has been an A
infringement df regulations, the officials of the Supervisory Department
‘for road transport are empowered to check the transport company's vehicles:
and the documents required by the EEC Reguletion at any time, including u.e
during the night.
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Netherlands; there are 123 officials in the inSpection,Department of +the
‘Tranqurt.Inspecthrate‘(Rijksvefkeersiqspectie) -in.the Hinistry of, -
Transport and Waterways (liinisterie van Verkeer en,waterstaat). The
Inspeqtorateﬂof-Labquru(Arbgitsingpectie)- which has ten_ inspectors—-, {he
gendarmerie and the national and local police also carry ou€~chacks;‘

-

These officials are authorised to immobilise vehicles in“thg'eveni of
cerious preaches of the Deoree concerning driving periods (Rijtijdén—
‘besluit), in whiéh case any costs are payable by the transport underteliinge
After consultation with the public prosecutor's‘offide.they may also
'confiscaté transport permitse They have the right of access at all times
and in all places where thig is necessary for the performence of  their
' -duties and may demanid to cxamine all rclevant information din order to

check ' adequatély- whether the - Ri;tijdbesluit is being observed.

i

e e




United Xinmdom ¢
© thé nunber-of~officials empowered . to carrv oui.moad»Qhacks~and_1nspect~

premlses ic given 08 - 250 - o they have the same

.'powers as police ‘constables and mey check the: véhicle load, the vehicle
itself, the documents cearried in the vehlcle, exd the ponpanw premlses. f

To figures was given for the mmber of checks carried out in 1973.

3. Checking procedures (place and frequency of checks) -

Federal Republic of Germany: currently'rdad checks are cgrried out partly

within the general framework of traffic uupervision, partly by means of '
rucial checks by the police -and the BAG (federal 1nst1tut10n for. 1ong
dxstgnce road haalage), and by the indnstricl 1nspectlon bqards.

At the perlodlc 1nspect10n'of prerises supportlng documents for activitieé
{individual control books, tachographed daily sheets) covering a fairly
long period are checked. 'Any other documents showing proof of acétivities
‘are evaluated at the same time. In addition to routine checks, special '
.checksuand.spgoific inspections based on charges, complaints or information,
are carried but. In such cases drivers and supervisory stvaff generally -

have to be questioned.
The Federal Republic included a report by the BAG on a special road chedk{
and & publication by the Baverian state ministry for work and social affalrs,

concerning the ;ndustrlal ingpection boards and their act1v1t1es in

. monitoring: compllance with the soc1ﬁ1 regu’atlon in 1973."

Belgium ¢ ©ov . - . o drgemll
(a) Industrial inspection
In 1973 there were 1 413 checks on companles ‘and 316 road check

(v) The large rumber of company checks 13 due to two clrcumbtances-



1. DMost Audlteurs du T*avall (counsel fo:\%he prosecutldn ir mattors 1nvolving
nlndustrlal law) leave tne 1rdustr1 l 1nspection boerdc to res earoh the case
-bas1ng tnemcelves on road cheoks carried out by the other pollce department~

of the klnndom,' the further 1nvest1get10ns are of course carrled oat _on:

companw premlses.

2. An inspectlon of company premises ie generallj 1noluded with other
duties falllnp wlthln@the‘norme; fle;d 0fﬁ?°?1V1ﬁ%Q$19f?*h3 ;pduetrlalﬂ
1nspeot10n board '

In thls connectlon it should be po1nted out .that the i ndds trialminepeetion
board. monltors not only conpllance w1th the EEC regulailons buu aeso
adberence to about +h1rty further penal laws.

The 1ndustr1al 1nspect10n board also acts as an adV1eer to employers,
' employees and their profesolonal organlzetﬂons on all other!mattere of

01V11 1aw, partlcularly those 1aws on the various emplovmenﬁ oontraots.

Therefore monltorlng compllance with EEC Regulation INo ,43/69 is only a-
Lo very mlnor part of the work of the industrial 1nspact10n.bo§rd—whlcn is
wwhy.this board is unable -to carry oul more frequent checks'qr'to second a
rmumber of its employees to those duties arising out of Belgiumfs”responsi—

bility iﬁ the field of harmonization of road trensport.

' Frénce: e

(a) Road checks, The supervisory department fox'zmad trcnSport :
~ cerrled out 538 checks, of which 315 were made in ¢ooperation W1th

representatives of other departments, and 223 on their own amthority,

(b) Inspection of premises, Here the only figures available are those:
of“the"supervisory department for road transport which in 1973
examlned 7 687 control documents durln” inspeotlons of companv or

v

buslness premlses.

This means that the number of road checks in which the supervisory
départment examined drivers hac decreased By 7.%) compared with 1972,
whereas the rnumber of company checks has increased by 48%, with the
result that the figure for drivers examined has increased overall by
9.3%.




&

very few passenger transport companies were inspected.

Luxembourgs - InspectiOnSfof’companyspremisee;are-carrled\out at"least two - -
1o three times a year at regular intervals, ‘In addition there are regular

border and road checks.

FYE

United Klﬂgdgm .- the eleven Traffic Areas orvanlze tW1ce weekly checks

on average on trunk roads and ai least one chec per week 1n each port of

entry. .

Netheflaﬁds; Except for the last paragr%dh detalls glven 1n the prev1ous

"report are ,tlll valld.

" From spot checks carrled out (see IV 1 below) 1t may be assumed that at

least ?1) 000 vehlcles were s‘topped° In add1tlon to 1nspect1ons of
premlses following. charges brought as a result of road checks, officials.;

of the central trans port inspectlon board carried out 82 detailed company.

hlnspectlonr whlch led to charges being brought,

giglzs;r-it- ‘ mostly large or famlly—¢ype businees engaged in rcad

haulage throughout the whole Community area '° - were ehecked; whilsj e

An evaluation of the data recorded by authorized inspecting officers’ _
confirmed.the statements made in earlier feporte, ise. that large'eqepanies
engaged in regular goods and paesenger services satisfactofily obse;ve the
?bmmunity regulations whilst emaller, femily-type companieS-continued to

commit a. Iarge number of offences.

© As a metter of prlnclple checks are not. carrled out systematlcally but at

random and on tie ba31s of’ 1nfonnation received by the approprlate departments..

In addition some of the industrial ine pectlon boards carry out spottchecks
in accordance w1th a detalled programme. Vhen premises are 1nspected
business documents on the employment of staff aré’ examlned and, as far as

pos01ble, company employees are interviewed.



However, there were no routine.inspections of ‘premisesito be recorded since
thess are enly.underteken when'road:checks show this to be necessary, -

II. Infringements and prosecutions
1y Nﬁmher of effeﬁEes agginet‘{he:ﬁegglafion“

Federal Reggblic of Ggg*»_zg In 1973 $here was a total of about 65 800
offenoes teoorded and prosecuted. Of these 61 200 were in road haulage and
4 600 in passenger $ransport (see Arnex I), Of these 65 £00 inf"*ngements
about 24 000 came under the heading of provisions governing hours worked
and about 41 800 under provismons on proof of timo worked. "

The report states that it is very difficult to keep eeparate reoorﬁs for
offences by natlonals and foreigners. -The Federal Governmen? is to -
disouss with the I¥nder the possi’ 111ty of keep;ng separate recorde without
unduly increasing administrative eoste, o c T I

(a) greiiigg:nary »commen'i:_

(i) It is pointed ‘out that there is a considerable diSﬂ“@pancy between
"the nunber of offences regzsterﬂd and the" nuiber of coev*uifono.
‘Tne irmediate exnlanat‘ﬂr is that one charge may’ inolude ‘geveral
infr;mge-nents. by an offender, Dut the real explaravion lies in
'fthe rrocedure followed by the indusmrlul inspectzon ‘board in its-

. BUDPBIVLS ory activitias,

o The inoustrial irSpeot1on bogrd sunervises obsenvanoe of DEC

Regulu icn‘ma 542 09 as we 1l as c*hcr social prOJ’b’OnS.

Officials of the induutr -wspect*on board may issue warnings
but are not bound to inform the aeropriate court of each offence

reooraed.




(v)

.. Thig right i. bceoed on tihc law of IG“HOvember 1992 concerning
“industrial inspection. (published in the Belgian Gazette on
& December 1972).  Article 4 of this law states:

"Officials and employees within:the meaning of Article 1 not only
have the right to bring charges but may also issue warnings or
require the person concerned to rectify the matter within a given
timey |
The right to issue warnings is based on Article 17(2) of Inter=
national Agreement (No'8l) adopted by the Internstional. Lebour
Orgenization in Geneva on 11 July 1947.

(ii) iny charge brought by an official of the industrial inspection

board or by an authorized inspeoiing officer is forwarded to the
Auditeur du Travail (dounsel for the prosecution in industrial
law matters) who, without being bound by the proposed penalty,‘ .
decides whether legal proceedlngo are to be 1n1t1ated agalnst the

‘person concerned,

~ On the basis of the ohafgeo.oruaddifioﬁéi iﬁvestigations tho
Auvditeur du Travaii'(oounsel for the'prosecution in industrial
law. matters) hay propose ‘& fine; +the person concerned has the
option of payirg this flne, and thereby avoiding legal prooeedlngs
and the possibility of startlng & criminal record, or accepting a-
further endorgsement in an ex1st;ng record, as appropriate.
However, if in the opinion of the prosecuting counsel the offence
"is more serious, or if the person concerned objects %o the charges,

legal proceedings are initiated.

‘A fairly long period may therefore elapse between char res belng

- brought and sentence being handed ‘down,

The record cf charges brought and the results, if knowﬁ,‘fof_one
year which are appendeds to this-report,”give_cnl&*an'inoOmplete

#

picture of the number of !fines and penalties.imposed.

Road haulage

2 949 offences were reglstered in road haulage, 163 thereof committed
by’ forewgners. The breakdown of these offences 1s glven in the table
in Annex IV,



(o)

© Offences committed by nationals are shown in Annex V; a breakdown of

charges brouqht ‘is 1ncluded 1n the- Annex VII.

Scheduled passenger services

In the course of 82 inspections of companies operating'ébhéduled

. . passenger services the following offences were noted:

(q)

(Article 15) - - No $imetable: K 2
Yo . duty rosters 2
| 4

. All the companies were Belgian.and no charges were brought or penalties

propgged (sgg.p;eliminagy comment: above).

Unscheduled<passenger jerv1ces

In the course of 84 inopectlons of companies operating unscheduled

passenger serv1ces, the follow1ng offences Were noted.

- (Artigle 14 and Annexes) .. No register kept. . - L3
. Register badly kept. i _7

Indiyidual log book badly - .

mointzined 3

B -v"'-""‘v" oL e B \ : L
_Total . - .. . 13

. The industriel inspection board imposed no fines but took measures

wnder Article 4 of the law of 16 November-l972:(seefpreliminéry comment

a,bove). ' R -

The supervisory department of the road traffic administration brought

six charges, So far the reaction of the persons concerned iz not
known.'

:The industr1a1 1nspectorate made 8 road checks coverings . -

6 yeh;clgs registered in Belgium !
1 vehicle registered in the Netherlands
1 vehlcle reg1etered in Germaqf

_ It war noted thax the crew members of these elght vehlclqs hadﬁcomplled

nith the regulatlons.

":- .




- The roed transport.-administration-carried -cut- approximately -one-thous e S
inspections, in the course of which the offences shown in the Table '

(Annex VI) were recorded.

Franéeifigufe supplied for offences recorded excluswely by the super-
visory department for road '!;ra,n port There a.re no fz.,g,ures on the much

more numerous road’ chechs carrled ouu bj the pol‘lce and gendarmerle.

In all 40 339 of—fences were noted fcgr _‘French vehicles, which is »equlv_a.le,n'b
to an increase o_f' 33%(’ compared with 1972, “the explanation being that there
were meny more inspections of premises than road checks (see.Ammex IX).
Out of :a total of 40 339 offences, charges were preferred in over 24 028
netances (3%} more than.in 1972) N ' ; IR
In the case of fore:.gn vehlcles, 134 offences uere noted and 94 cherges
'pi*efé'*red (see Ammex VIII) * France noted that the percentage of foreign

crew memberc co*nplylnn mth dl re,eula‘blons had decreased slightly (49%
compa.red with 52“’)

_I_te;}_x '*.-r "7 no figures for offences supﬂiéd. .

Luxembourg: 10 797 offences reporied,mainly in road haulage. The. breakdown

into the various types of inspections is given .in Annex XTI, -

The Netherlends: a total of 47 364 offences indicited(Annex XII), of which
46-833 were. committed in road houlnge (Anhex XII) and 531 in:passenger:dransport
 (Annex XII),. In ell 21 202 chorges were preferred {Ammex XTII) and 471
inspection reports were written (see Annexes XII, XIII and. V).

. -

i -
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United Kingdom: Complete figures for offences in bréach of Resulation

No 543/69 in 1nternational 'hransport are avaulable only for the last five
months of the per;od from Apr11 to December 1973. It was not poss1b1e:
to centrallze flgures on 1nfr1ngements of this Regulatlon, whlch came into
force in the United Klrgdom on 1l Aprll 1973 in respect of 1nterna¢10na1
':transport, until after 1 August 1973..  Kow thai the system has been

| introduced; annual renorts will include flgures for the whole year ‘under
review. IProm the attachéd table it can be seen that, 1n the course of .
2 000 inspections, 182 gff_ences were recorded for road haulage wﬁilst‘- L
there was 1 offence uhdér Article 14 of the Regulation, and 1 under
Article 7 1nvolv1ng occasional passenger servlces. .. During the reporting
period ne other offences in breach of Regulatlon No. 543/69 were recorded.

As will‘be seen from the’tabie;(Aﬁﬁex'XVI), the 6ffenceé in roédvhaulége
largely consisted of individual log books not being entered ﬁ§ or beihg
" entored ﬁp inadequately, . In all, 123 offences under Article 14(1) and :
59 offences under Article 14(2) were recorded.

A\

2. ‘Number of offences committed by nationals and foreigne:g

For the Eederal Republic of Germany the BAG, in its second r¢port on a
_'special inspegfiop, noted that the following offences were cpmmitted-ﬁost
frequently:- L ' '

(a) no driver's maté br'other'dfiver té'ensure;a chahgeéover.affef”

travelling a distance of 450 kilometres; )

(b) exceeding the permitted period of driving time;

(e) not keeping to rest periods; »
(d) mistakes or contradiotions in entries in the individual log bovk,

The brealcéiown of offences is given in the table in Amnex II.
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- :Belgiums-—0f thes2 V49 P T — omed ‘above inder . i’I-(l )} o ons: ‘oﬁe‘nca, ..... = TR
was noted whbn s check was made on e vechicle registeredr outside the
Communlty, and 163 offences by vehlcles rew"stered in other Member S‘tdteG

of the Communlty.

ThlS means fhat 2 785 offences were. ccmmltted by drlvers of vehlnleg

reglqteroa 1n Belglum°

The 163 offence by forelgners are broken dcyn in the: tabln in Annex va .,

whilst . - Amnex V gives details on offences by nationals,

At a road check it was noted that the crew mwberc of one vehlcle reglstered

outside the Communlty had no 1nd1v1dual 1og book

France: eoa breakdown .of road checks end other 1nspectlon ‘according to

ithe OﬂHﬂtTlQS of erigin of forplgﬁ.crew mombers t@, given (Bnner, VIII).

IIE&X:it'was"pointed'out that offences in breach‘o?"ﬁr%ioleé‘iﬂ.aﬁd 15 of
Regulation (EEC) No ©43/69 were the most frequent, but no figures for offences
conmiitted, nor list of the“respeotivb oouhtries of origin wGré giveny
deembour;.lt i mtoted: uhat 1n "o&itloa to 1bcn@c110n3ﬂof cormaiyy. ofcm s which

were carried out two or three times a year ﬁt regular 1ntervals, thcre were

regular border and road checks of foreignerSu

The Netherlaﬂdgﬁhb'offn 1CES ﬁére‘lisfédfsepotately'undef the.voriovg fariicles -
of Regu.l ation (EBEC) No 543/69 and +the different countries of origin (see ’
Annexes XIT to XV/« o A A

Unitcd Kingdom: of the offences in breach of Article 14(1), 59 were

- committed by nationals, 41 by nationalg,bf other EEC.countries and. 23 by
foreigners from non7membor countries. . 0f the offences in breach -of -
Article 14(2) » 19 were committed By nationalg, 22 by nationals of other.

DEC couriries and 8 by forcigners from ron-member wountries {sec toble’ 1n o
© Anmex XVI), | '



3£ Number of charges brought

Feder\l Republic of Germany' “In 1973 the BAG'(feaéral institution for

long distance road haulage), which is the authority responsible for fixed

penalties imposed on foreign. crew members, issued a total of 3 001 fixed
penalty notices to foreign companies:and crew members in road haulage,
In addition, 689 warnings with cautionary fines were handed out. In
respect of passenger transport, 26 penalty notloes and 2 warnings were
issued., Annexes II and ITT give details under the geparate headings of
road frelght haitlage, pasoenger transport and the country of origin of
‘'the persons concerned.. In future the 1nformatlon will include a break-

down on the persons concerned into crew members and company owners.

- The industrial inspection boards and other authorized departments igsued.

a total of 18 .709 fixed penalty notices in 1973 in‘cdnneétion”with
infringements of Regulation (EEC) No 543/69. A la arge mumber of these
" notices were issued to crew members who had kept 1nadequate records in ?
their ‘individual log bocks, In 18 cases charges were brought Some
hipgh fines were impbsed on company ownefs. Several flnes were over
DIt 1 000. .

« During-the period covered by the report, 13 822 crew members were given

cantionary fines, These amounted on average to DM 10 t0 20, .4 993 oral

ceutions, not accompanied by fines, were issued in 1973.

Belgium : no pezticulor ‘details .givens The mumber of penalties imposed in
road haulage czn be deduced from the table in Annex IV, " '

France 3 a total of 11 788 fines of between FF 12 and 240 in road

haulage and passenger treffic were imposed (Amnex X),

4Italx and Luxembourg ¢ no figures suppliedn fines imposed in the two
ccuntrles in 1972, Evidently the cautions issued in these two Member

Statez were mostly orul.
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Uofo brokeﬂ _g}qi - not only into- 1nad‘huul ge and pas senger Fransport,
but also accordwnv to foreign companzcs with cub51d1arleu in’ the Nether_ua'ndu
(see Armexes XIII, XIV and YV) “ ' ’

.

United.Kingdom: Offences in bfeach of Article 14(1) were prbseéﬁted’a§

f0110Wuu ) ‘
Surmons: for pro secution 2”
Prohibitions = - 23
Written WWrnings _ ] 12 .

Oral wgrnza I : »p6

Offenceq in. breach of Artlcle 14(2; were prOPecuted as follows-

. Summons For ‘progecution 2
,;Prohlbltlcns R 2
Written Warnings “" 5
Oral wernings o 50

Ags the cdzes- have not Jet heen ‘heard, there are no fleures ohn flnes for -
.cases where summonses were 13‘ued In one case the prohlbltlon_wa 1gnored

énd the;driVer. sequentlv brOU”ht to court . For 1ﬂnor1n@ thv problultlon

" he was sentenced to a fire of £30 with £10 cocts._

.hOﬁcetranqpoft companies gre morc femiliar wi*h‘the aims and implementation

of the Reculatlon, the prowortlon of. wrltten and .oral warnlngb issued in

.resnect of offenceu couli decrea e, whllu‘b ~l;he propnx thIl of summonse.: for
¥

pro ecution coulu 1ncrea"e. o 'é

s

In the one case where the prcv1°10n, of Az%iclef? of the Regulation were

exceeded an o“al warning wes - g1ve“. This was. also the’case4in respect of

a vehwcle engaged in pasoen@ﬂr trarsport which was in bhreach of Article 14(1).

¢

T Thv‘ vl\ethcrlands- atiae* ‘f":tneo impomd» -y 1"73~=mcu}1’1'm.3g”m~&~#b#!ﬂ. 0?"‘ 3L 733 ,ll?.“' b

kY



TIT. Mutual assistance betucen Member States and motification of -

~ infringements ‘
Federal Republic. of Germany :
Onoe again in 1973 the Federal’ Renubllc of Germany cooperated w1th the

Neuherlands and Austria to improve the monitoring and prosecution of .
offences. In order to ensure that foreign drivers are adequately,lnformed
and have individual log bocks in their own lenguage at their disposal, .
States with which bilateral agreements on international traffic have been
signed hove been informed of the current provisions covering the territory

" of the Communities.

If the roqﬁired information as to which central departments are responsible
for cooperation with other Member States was supplied, the‘prosecutidn of
offences could be renderéd more effectiive. ~ In the Federal Republic of

Germany it is the BAG which is responsible for this type of cooperation.

Belgium .
Mutual assistance (Article 18(2)): '
At the request of the French 1ndustria1 ine pectlon board, the Belglan _
1ndus+r1¢1 1n°pection board serried out an’ ;ngpcctlon of the premlses of
& Belgisn company becauce @ driver employed by this company dld not have
an individual log book on him and charges were brought; the drlver allebed

that hlo Bolgian. employer had not given him an 1nd1v1dual log book,

The rond trafflo admlnlst?atlon forwarded to the appropriate courts lO
charzes”by French authorized inspecting officers against Belglan crew

members.

Notification of offencec (Article 18(3)):

The road traffic administration forwerded to the appropriate aufhorities

lists of charges against crews of vehicles registered in other Member States,



o It was- rotq&;ed.of\offences»by~BelgAAﬁ_nai*cnals«commltted “on. Germgn,and‘

French ferritory. . ~

Notification of pro secution:

No 1rformat10n on the prosecutlon of offences in the other mebcr States

has ‘been recéived,

The wporoprlate Prench a uthorlty has been 1rformed of proceedlnvs taken on
~thc ba@ls of charnes orouuht by Frcnch authorizéed 1nspect1n5 cfflo&rs.
Franée:A
Frénce informed the five oricinal Member'S tates of offcncevlcommltted in
Francé., Bﬁlglum informed Prarce of offences DJ French drivers; .1nce
French courts have no powers in respect of offences oommlttcd abroaa,

companJ 1nspect10ns were carried out 1nsteqd vhcre thls secmcd ahp“oorlate.

PR

Not1f10a$;on of proqocutlo Itqu forwarded the 1nformat10n thut several
" interna tlonal road haulzsie permits covering transport to France haﬂ bcen
,w1tndrawn. _ The Federal Tcpubllc of Germany st *ed that compenies whose

derOIS hﬂd conmltted of;enceg 1n rrance hag been Llnbd

The ue hﬁr]mnd@. c45 offerces had been notlrlcd.uo hho sdcppl

Rﬂphb*lc of Germany; 31m1larly,the Federal Republic of Gcrmany had rcyurfﬁi
34 offences to the Netherlends and Eelgium reported 118. A

Luxembourm IualJ and *he United Alnrdcm supplied no information under

this headlng.



IV._ Conclus*one ard propouals bz}Mumber States

-t

1. Appraisal of the implementation of the Regulation

Kogt Member State stated thet implementation of thg Commnity Regulation

was not entirely satisfactory.

The Federal Republic of Germany: Inspections carried out during 1973 -
showcd that there was stlll no. 31gn1flcant 1mprovemevt with regard to .
compllgnoc with the Regu]ailon. The marner in whlch 1nd1v1dual 1ob book~

wers kept wag pertlcularlj unsailsf@ctory. Thlu is partly due to the fact

that company managers and drivers are not sufficiently willing to acquire
a detmllcd knowlcdgu of the prov151ons. Contraventions by small and
“med1um~ulvcd companlcs gonerally arise out of 1nsuff101ently deta;led

knowledﬁe of the provisions. ‘The cxplanaulon for offenceq by 1arger

‘ s

comnurver 1 1n°uff"c1enb 1n-comﬁanJ monltorlng and lde of organlzatlon.

FEE S

‘Iu is con,tartly p01nted out thaﬁ the prov131ons are dlfficult to fo‘low
by ‘Yoth compuny manabors and crew member The German tranﬁport
a°%0011i10n p01nt out the obvious lack of nonltorlng and prooecutlon in
the other liember utates. ' 'hen checkv are carried out on Germam terrltory
there are always sompleints that Reoulatjon (120) No 543/69 is applled
lesn utrlctly in other Member States of the Communltv than is the cage in
Gormnny " The result, 1t is alleged, 1° thatGerman companle re at a'f
 '5com0et1t1ve dlsadvantake. S

. Belgiume '

Belmlun is of the oplnlon that the rumber of checks and offcnces recorded’
shows thgt *he EEC Regulation is more c1o«e1y observed in passenger trafflc

than in road haulagc.

The numbér of recorded offences shows that there has hardly been an
‘improvement in the observation of the EEC Regulation. But in this
comection it should be remembered that, since the Regulation came into
force, the authorized inspecting officers have gained considerable
experience, so thal they are now better able to detect infringements and

offences.



. Frances Effofts tozeﬁsure_closerlObServancéiof“%he Regulations _have been -

stepped up-particularly by increasing the mumber of cofpany inspections.,

Difficulties mentioned on previous occasions, particularly those arising

out of lack of support'by employers and employees remzin unchanged,

In addltlon an 1nqu1rv held at the request of an employers’ vsdcié:t:ion
on a samplo of drlvero showed that the large majority of drlvero objected
to several 1mportant n01nts of the IEC Regulatlon. The 1nqu1ry showed

the followving results.

- 955% of 1nternnt10na1 drlvers and 70% of other lcrry drlvers demwnd a

perm1531b1e daily driving period of more than 8 hours;

- 8% of 1nternai onal drivers and 487 of other lbrry_drivers_feel that a

break in driving after 4 hours serves no uscful purpose;
- 804 of drivers object to the double crew.

The administration ie currently conducting en inguiry on s strictly
‘scientific basis. - However, it is anticipated that the results of the

first inquiry will, on the vhole, be conflrmed,

Italy:‘thefdp&nicn. is that the”implemenﬁation of this Regulation, with‘
the exception of rest periods and the duty roster, iz, on the whole,

unsatlvfartory.

Luxembourw' sznce the previous report for the perlod 1 Oc ober 1971 to
31 December 1972 there have been,s1gn1f10anf 1mnrovement° in the - . |
1mplementailcn of the IEC Regulaulon. ‘ Th1 ig largeLy duc t6 the fuct
.thut thc Gvard Ducal Regulailon Nb 23 of Decembcr L97 1ntr0duccd the
appropriate provisions for penalties, However, it will not be BOS ssible
to give a final verdict on ‘the observancé of EFEC Regulation Mo 543,69
until,fhere'has been a two to three year period- of experience in applying

' the abovementioned Grand Ducal Régulation.



. The, Netherlands: spot sample%_shqw tha$_10,3%.of_rpad_cheqks resulted

.in charges being brought.

- A total of 66% . of all rccorded infringements consisted in the. driver not
being able to produce the individual log book (Article 14(1)), or not
hav1ng completed it (Artlcle 14(2)), which meant that it was not possible
'to prove whether thcre had been any other 1nfrinwements of that Artlcle.

United Kingdoms Although the results given in this report epply}ﬁo'bﬁiy
two months of the period covered by the report, they do show that stremuous
‘¢fforts have becn made to ensure observation of Regulation No 543/69. -

It is likely that in'the;course of a eomplete year at ;eest 6 000 vehicles
engaged in international trensport, from all countries, would be' checked.
Approﬁimately 2 000 checks were carried. out ‘between August end December 1973
and showed that about 94% of all drivers had an individual.log book and
that OH’ melntained 1t Qbsolutcly accuratelJ.

Theec f1 gures indicate that the Regulation 1 enerally observed. . It is
thcrefore to be hoped that the figures will in future be even hlgher.
It waz of particular interest that only one offence 1nvolv1ng an Article

other than Article 14 wes recorded, This is particularly encouraging.

2. ' L1 fficulties in uging the individual oontrol book in intezmamlonal

Sre tran dEOTt

cher.l Republlc of Germwny olgnlflCunt dlfflcultles are exper1enced

purtlou1arlv on the cnbny of vehicles from non-member states since drivero
in me any oases he e no 1nd1v1dual log book and 1t is therefore 1mp0031ble
to check on the lcngth of tlme a drlver has alreedy bcen at the wheel.

The Fedoral Republic fed.ls thed fwthw peasures n;apuld, be v,nd.emsaken b,y
-21l leaber States to inform company -managers and crew, members 1nvolved,
Efforts should be directed at making the social legislation relating to
road tronsport clearer so that company managers and ciew members can -

understand it more easily.l
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. The I‘ederal..Bepublzc plans«to—add a,-svmmla:r'y of“themoai: :.mportentwp.mvis:,ons.“.‘
" to the 1nu1v*ducl log book, In addltlon, a standard lnformatlon sheet on
,the “OClal leplslatlon re_la,‘ulnb to road’ transport 1n the EEC should be

drawn up. Thls 1nformat10n sheet could also be uﬂed for drivers ﬁnd creJ
from non—member countrﬂes. ' : '

The Federal Governmcnt once again pcints out that Reoulatlon (EEC) No. 543/69
shou“d ke unlformly applied and ‘monitored w1th equal efflclency in all

Member St tes. R rebards this as an effective method of increasing -
ufeuy in’ transport and reising. the standard. of protnctlon at work. :The-

~

harmonization of penelty regulations and prosecutlon procedures is -
partlcularly necessaﬁy.

France _ The. only dlfflcultles 1nvolved the ind1v1&nal log book
Nhl“h a lar*e proportlon of drivers did not carry W1th them. - Discussions

or. a joint utaﬁement in this copnection are giill antlnulng.

The Het£;riandé -hcommuntu under item (a; of the prsvlpus repprt cancernlnﬂ

(v) of the previous repori, q
Léy'ﬁeﬁbér SﬁateJ ie prOpo"ed;the work dos 31er uyatem Cnaullfb the arlfer

anged
the use and &dVantaSCo of tne work dos sier for Dutch drlveru remazn pnehang .

. laci the 1nd1v1dual
In so fLr a3 aut;mztjc recording equlnnent is. rep ng-

! 1tem
16z book it:does not seem appropriate to retain the comments made uncer
; wvhere the geheral 1vtrodvction of" the uork docs:er

himself to.carry the remlsuer of. 1nd1v1dual og oooks 1n the form o;_; .

"work-sheet".

Belrium, luxembourg and the United Kingdon listed no difficulties, whilst

italy referred to the previous reporﬁ.’

3, DProposals for amending the report model

!

E The ederal Republic propo~9s“1istin0‘offences in' tabular form in order to

ease the tagk of collating the information for the reports
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" Prarice: - The model ‘eould bé"":“f\i;i’stﬁéi‘""Sﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁé‘d; i For :ms‘t ance tHe
'requlremeni b0 118t of ferices commltted in-road. haulage, revular pessenger '
trdn.apor'b md unscheduled passenger trancport separa,tely coultl ‘be ellminated.

'Experlcnce shows *bhat none oL‘ the Mem‘ber Stutes POQSeoSeS the s‘batlstlcal
bac’mp for this type of de‘balled 'bre ekdown, and partia.l da‘ba uuppllec'{ 'bv

some Mem’ber bta‘bes can’ lead to unr‘e'l 1a‘ble conclusmns.

,_.\.‘ .,;' SRR

Itdj-n~arle reference to previdis reports. The model has proved to be too
,.compllcated and detailed uhlch means that it has n«::+ been possﬂ)le to
supply all. the date required.: . It is to be hoped that 1’0 will prove S

possible to simplify the model and eliminate the sup,e,rflu,oqs.___;

Belgium, Iuxembourg, the Netherlands and. the United i{ingdom did not put |
- forward any proposals under this heading. .. . - SR

4,  Proposals for increasing efficicncy in the implementation of the

Regulation

B Fedcral. Re ubl*c of G

OEHRIL S 6 in respect of offences in breach of the
;u:PTOVisions, *he Mem'ber S‘ta‘tev shou"d ’ra.ke 301nt ac'tlon.~ ' e

-~£-—-B°l Zum .:':' B UL e¥oept- For large companies. wh:.ch bnlon A,,to trad.e
‘.“a‘33°°1a’°1°n8. Yarge nunbers’ of ‘drivers snd +ra.nsport com*)anJ mc,na{’nrs ére
. stlll 1n~,uffio:.ently infdrmed on the subject of the cul'r'ent Re.gu atn.ono. ‘
In order to ensure that those involved -are- fam;llu,r w:.th the bI‘OVlolOl’lS, '!'
it would be ‘appropridte if all couttries of. the Commumtv is sacd llcenceé
for transport vehicles only on the strength of a tent whlch provnd 'bhb o
the individual knows the rules. oo -

.



Frzmce- - As stated in. 'hhe repor‘t for: tha*pmod c‘bober—‘bo 3L,Decembw~197l,,,\

h i(,e"ife:f‘“ort.a +67 ensure’ more' oy ficient. 1mnl‘ementat10n Of" Regula‘blon Ko 543/69

B cu- 25 H erch 1909 uould ‘have:! bcen crowned with- greaterisuccess much earl:.er
Af 'blps_,tﬂegulatlon. Y.rerez ;felaxed;ar.-lltt_le and th_erebyfma.de-»mo're realistic .

-, .so-thet both'employers, and;.cmpl'?o;iees would then be more prépared 0 ."éoépérate. '

The énrpliry mentioned earlier shows that, if left in its present fom{‘.‘fﬁé;
Regu'l atlon mll not win ‘che coopemt:.on of employees, in other words s

precisely 'bhose people whom ‘bhe Regllatlon is. des1g,ned to protec‘a,

Italy s no speeific propos‘e-,lu put fort-:ag-d. _

Lu,cemboulj_d‘ % % given the observations made under IV(l ) ‘above it° ©

would not at present 'be approprlate to make any proposals for amendmen‘hs . '

- s -..'h‘.‘

or 1mprovemento .

The thhe%la:r*do the Opzmon J.ﬂ that the chulatlon should. be rela.xed

and olmplz.fled 1n orc_er to make 11; easmr 'bo a,pply, In this oonnection

thcy refes nurtlcularly +o the statement made 'by ‘bhe s “Are‘ta.ry of Sta‘be

for Transport, W'm'ber antrql ;m,d Qorgstx'uc'blon at the nieetlng of the Councﬂ

of Mvni.juens on 27 June 1974 in Luxsmbqurg in cpnneet:.on wi'th the 450
kllome'tre rule, 'md the annex to the repor‘b drawn u.p under Ar‘blcle 13 of
Regul atlon IIo 543/69 (documcnt No v/v11/573/71—n, 1'Lems 33(2), (3) and (4))

. n

tha‘t mom‘hor:‘ng a.nd prosecution e

e Umted Klnp;dong 't;he Oplnzon IR

proccduzeq should 'be hr,,rnonlze _ re:fnforced) ‘
ensumng 'that transport como'my tiansgers are well 1nI"m:*med the ]}!’em'ber
States sh___ould see to it 'fuha’c meagsures to make the provisions of the

Regulation more effective are introduced,



.G SUIDIARY AND EVALUATION .. ... ..o -

The data supplied by the: Nember %tates TEPE: utill conparatlvely neh-ﬂtdndard;ied
and incomplete; : -theréfore, . although the-var1ouswﬂtat1ﬁt1c°wareJvery‘uﬂeful
opportunitier ‘for:a réliable evaluationiand:-detailed comparison hetweer the™
'condit;onsjobtainlng in the various. countrieg” are still limited ag in previmls

years, N

The facts supplled by the Uhlted Ilngdom to o large extent cf cour*e, aple '
only to international traffic sincé Regulation No 543/60 fn riot Yot anpllceb1o

to domeutlc traffic. O Lol e L haer, dme T

Theﬁmpst‘important%?esults cen pgxsummapizg¢ as‘fpllowsz

Provisions for checks, authorized inspectiqg‘officers anc. their poyers |

Prov1hlons for road ﬂnd company checkq have been- 1ntrodaced 1a all Idmber
‘ States except Denmark and Irel%nd. _‘;n some countrles,Akuch aﬂ fhe Uhlted
Kingdom, 1nspectiong of companv prem1ses are, however, 1vfrequent 1nd ‘

.under certqln conditlons.‘

‘The Uh1ted Kinvdom bclng a8 new Member St~te giV°s exact flguro “for’ t}e '

total number of authorlaed 1n3pect1ng offlcero and their power.; uﬂd in’
?{thls reopect 14718 therefore pOSinle to cstimate how thorough tbe checkﬂ)
are. . The practlce of othcr Mémber States to refer to en rlier report¢ means.
that it iP stlll not possible to guln norc than an 1nccnplet 1ntlght 1nto

condltionu._‘M,,g o
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Checking procedures

,{'\‘
s

The Federal Republlc has worked ont a system for- chec?ing*fcra*gnezﬁkand—

rccordlng any data- collectod on these becasiont.

There appearg to be a certain trend tow s Tewer road .checks and more |
company ohcck., it belnv eas 1er to make the latter nore effect1ve._‘Thu§,
in 're)ce, 1n certain tranﬂport ca‘tegomeq vthe numher of compeny checks

hes risen by 48% Whllnt road checks have decreased by 7”

11 in all, it cen be scen thet the orgeriization, procedures and practical
implenentation oft theve checks: ere still nbt-vefy'Standardizedmbr comparable
‘Prom one Sountry to the next and that it is stili\ndt"poééible3to‘estimate'
their éfféctifrencsss  Thus, in ‘the United Kingdom it is accepted practice -
that company intpections are carried out orly Vefy'infreqﬁentlv'and under
certain conditions. - -In Italy tho bodies reronsﬂJle for’ carrying out- the

' checks £till do-not operste uvctematlcallJ but rather teke spot ample\

athen tboJ act for specific reasond.

ﬁn?rlqéer64t end prooegatlop

Pirct of all it ”hould be noﬁed that thc 1nfermgtion qupplled. on the number'

of checku carrled out and offences and chargeo brought hmo con vlderahly

1mproved anq is thore ore more vfeful.

In 2 few countries certcin- factual and organizational prerequisites for
quicker and more relisble recording of all offences and their prosecution

will have to be created.

Tn ell, however, it must be stated that the fact that there are:still :many

gaps -in the data Supplied_méans.that it.is not possible to draw &ny relisble:

conclusiona on the-number cf. offences committed and charges brought -or,

therefore, to-make satisfactory comparisons..:Going on previous experience



e 2 e

it might be appropriate to draw up“ébahon rules for recording, eveluating
#~nd prercenting the results in order to arrive at more comprehensible figures

ir. future,

Offence° py fore;gper"

Jrom the Commmity p01nt of. view, offencef commlt%ed by perrsong - who-2re not
nationals of lember States; and the procecut1on of such ofPences, are an

important ‘Ytemd ¥ “In this field too, the value of the ‘data Fupnlled by the
vwfioﬁ Member ‘States is verv uneven 91d ‘the ovérell 1mpree<1on @elved 1<‘
that the extént of control; on interautwonal trenfport =t111 lo*ve» much :

f.'--

1o be desgired.

_WhereaﬁvBelgium,,Frqncgy‘ghegunited Kingdon, and the Hbthgplandsgéndicaﬁeﬁ

-a..oertain division 'of infringements by nationals and by foreigners, auch:x
a, division is not .available for the. Federal Rebuallc of Germuny nor. Italy.
. The Federal Republic will examine, the pOSSIJlle of a «yutenatlc vi 1op,w
In. addltlon, as, 1n;the-preV1oug report nerlod no. overall plCuure can, 39 ~
gained Qf the, Gpparently 1nsuff1c1ent .control.of foreigners . becau e tne. )

| freqmency of control 1n relatlon to the total of 1nternat10nal trafflo ,

is not measureda

- Charges brought

AL far ag can be Judged the difference between nrov1s1on" and practlce@Jf‘
gOVernlng peaaltles 1n the var;ous Wember State hwu n“t ultered _ B
‘flgni;1cently comnared ‘with the prev1on° year. AJ alrca&y ir dlcated '

in the previous report 2 certain allgnmeat of penalf1e° would in thlm v
;1e1d, be 2 precop@ltlpn,for a. molutlon wh1ch neither caused d;sor;mip&t}gp

nor irmpaired competition,

" Mutnal assistance and notification of offences

In the'field of mutﬁal’assistancezthere has: beent & Blight - irprovement. =
<':bémparedeith“the‘pefiod'covGred by the*préviouéirepbbti“‘»Ini%hcfmeantime
oneimportant: condition in this field, namely thecofrmnication hy and to
;each;Mémber State of the-complete list: of departments: responsible.for .

mitual assistance, has been fulfilled.

_In this connection it should bhe emphasized that the prosecution of offences
committed by forelgnerg (nationals of other Member States) is 2 varticularly
préblematic and unsatisfactory matter because of the very varied legal and
adninistrative provisions of the different Member States and the poorly
organized procedurg for legal and administrative zszistance (douhle penalties,

loopholes where no penalties exist)e = In spite of thir, Bel,. — and

..........



rrance for instence-have 1ncreased ‘the.number-of not1ficatiun‘“9£4ﬁﬁkzmms \j;

coam;tteﬂ by foreignerse

What is needed is for Member States to develop joint practical‘procedurés
and rules which - pragmafically and siﬁply,‘and'regardless'éf differences
‘betvéen'the various légal'and adninistrative procedures - give"mbré

satigfactory results in the prosecuticn of offences by non-nationals and

in the field of coqperation_between“ﬁhe Mémber States.

Conclucions and propozals by Member States

Iumlementﬂtlon of the Regulatwon

[ R e

Host Member Ste tea note that there is a need for mcre effectlve app11cat10n
of the Regulutlom. By contrast, the Uhlted Llngdom regards the condltlonﬂ
appllcable to international transport a8 sufficient, In this rerect

the deerql Republlc particularly ftresseg the reed Lor tran“port company

mmnagerq and tS*.r-:var'~ to be better 1nformed.

Individual log book

The information rupplied once again shows that it would be abpropriate to

establish joint rules to be applied to drivers from nonnmember countries,

With. the gradaal 1ntroduct10n of compulsory wutomatlc recordlng eaulpment
from 1 Januarv 1075 ' ‘which is to replace the individual log book entlrely,
the whole ¢question of the 1nd1v1duul log book in Community traffic will
vbecomeiless important. | '

' Report médel

1"rance and Italy are promotlng the 1dea thatithe model used by Member
'Stateu to commmicate their information to the Comm1551on ‘shonuld be

simplified end made more‘practlcal.

TRegulation (EEC) No 1463/70 of the Council of 20 July 1970, OJ No L 164/70, pa1.

i



Proposals for increasing efficiency in the implementzticn of the Regulation.

The Netherlands suggest a reappraisal of certain provizions in the Reguiation,
particularly the provision concerniné a second driver for distances of
over 450 Jm (Article 5 of the Regulation), the ‘aim being to achieve ;

. -better 1mplementatlon by cazing and simplifying this provisicn to. ‘mome
extent, !

Belgium, like the Federal Republic,Aparticulurly‘qtfes ses better information
for drivers and proposes to link the 1sru1ng of driving licences to a teat

of the driver's knowledge of the prov1sionq of the Regulatlon.

The Uhlted Klngdom emphasizes that the greater h rmonlaatlon of con*rol

' measures and penalties throughout the Community is a prerqu181te for the
‘more éffective appllcatlon of the Pegulatlon.

These prqposals deserve close examxnatlon. The questlon of the harmonlsatlon
of" contrcl proceduresandpenalt*es was already the subaect of the ‘discussions
~at the meetlng of Government Expertc on 5 and 6 December 1974 The Belgicn
suggestiSh must be coordinated with the Cémmission action in rGSpcct.of the
harmonis ation of driving licence regulations in the iember States 1.

The sugge tion from the Netherlands concerning the re-examination of Article
6 of the Regulation has already becrn the subject of the ezchange of vicws which
has- taken place in recont months in the Council Transport Group Working
Party -concerning a possible relaxation and am@ndment of Regulation (“BC)

I° 543/69.

As a general comment on these results it can be said that Member Stateg
must put their weight behind efforts to achieve

more efficient application of %he Begulation, particularly by means of more
effective'checks and penalties and through procedures which are more suited
to mutual assistance. The Commission, for its part, will do:all within

its possibilities to contribute hereto, '

lA flrst prOposel for a Council: Directive on the harmonisation of legis«
lation concerning heavy goods vehicle driving permits was séut by the
Commissipn to the Council on 17 August 1972 (coi (72) 862final 24e7Te 1972)
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1
io folTew-up for informati o L , -
o . ;er:se:v v Tor Tnioraatien : ‘ Warning yithou’( fine Warning with fing Fines - !f o Total sun - - ’
‘-;"‘_ -; o e provisiens violated pravisions violated provisiens violated " pravisisns vislated ti , ?L D"V'SW‘S violatei
- | meas- meas- | .. Reasures L ' asasures . . measures | ey
(}_ountry ures evidgn drivu{ Ldlstancmres ‘hwdtznc driving rest Jw;tance"umb&r vl denc drivinz; re§t distancy Number evrdencj driw'/im# re?'t distanqe Number i vndenc‘ driving . &istanc’;
A . require t Brl g equire £ rem ods, angd .M. jrequireq tim perieds and DM, hequired . tim perieds 1. and DK, ;reqmrei time gsrnds r R
e or. checks' 118 r_checks : 5 r checks' o __for checks T : fbr checks' ” e
. .Fed.Rep. . 1. . . . - , . -, . . . - T
A 160 11,615 - . - s .
" Belgium{ 155 179 -] 121 3% 21 4y | 42 2 2 2. 3%} 326 | 1 3 21§ 1;36 193 2 _ § 41 749 e 3.1 E 54 ¢
D : : ' ___11e%0 L 13T : . SN R B
. Sﬁitzerlérd' 15 § 1 _ 5 324 23 ® 1 S - - _ - - G-sz .31 32 51 43 _134 . 134 34 i ‘._33-_
1 : X - . 13.045 - . "
Denmark!- 43} 3 - b 5 18 1 17 — \_ _ 171 1M 2 2 1 43 431 »4 3 2 218 269 b 54 ﬁ .
| ’ 3.480 2.5C0 ' _ _ _—
: LFrénca _5, l’. 1 - - 16 ] 4 - - 1 83 & - - _ 5 gi; ,158 21 64 35 . 244 210 287 8 3+
I R I R A N I e T T e e e e - ] L1 S . 3 E1 R T
 Kiogdont - : : - = - :
. Greece I = 1= - - - - - - - - - - - - - = = |- = = = -
g :'ltl £6.] 14 - _ 5 16 | 15 - N _ 53 53 . - - %2 | . 353 8 ‘_4‘ 5 302 441 8 & z 3 -
AR ' 1.169 2010 - : P
; €7} €2 5 15 2 | 3|2 b 3 1 ) (2 |1 1 .0 wf o1 Ll e 03] 12 2 4
- .}.uxembou g . . , 220 i . 415 : | | .
& Norvay 516 - - - - - - - - , 23 o - - - 5; .1 - - - - - -
" MEE Z 5 BER 7| 282 11 2,201 | 1.560| 234 4B | 2%%.
.. ,'Netharlands Bl n 12 1112 . e 2 - - - 133‘2 ?o - - - 173(1}?,;' 1,809§ 222 £1 | 282 12,2 1,560 234 . Z 4
n ?v,;; 1y s o2 | 1 - _ _ . - 11 _ _ _ 11 1 1l _ | 19 1% a1 2
R §yeden ) : 20 . 50 ' .
RN . ‘ R | - B B B 1
" Finland 8 8 - - T ]2 - - - - - - - - - _— - - - - : . - - :
- Turkey - 3 T - .f' - - - = - - - - - = -, - - - -7 } . - - B
Total sud 128 | W1 |3 2 | {61 jwe (e e |9 | wme| 2|9 |ar ©al01-d 2505 365 |0 T | 39| 508 | 3.607] 4m) | wrs
K . ’ = ’ : 13.535 258,755 |- ) -7 - ‘ ‘
csrenssliveeevnd .-----.P.--.---;l-.- sessunq -'.--;'..-A-...-."-,".-'F---.--.F"'--“ .-'.--'.h-..;..J -:a.---.-----.rb--.-----un-onulc_---. ’:-?-u xunssehwssvenienssnx(s ----------‘--c--- ll-n-l-r.‘ll'-lii --------.'
o i,



§

L

“1

<

CANNOE 1N - Federal Republ {¢ ef.Ge.rmany.
Precedings for Breaches of the Lax Concerning Crew Members =~ \973l

»

* 5

‘ Carriagsi of Passenﬁers by Road

o

H

I Country | Mo f"]]°?"‘;gr;gge;“f9”‘a.“"“ . Warning vithout fing Harning with fine Fines Total sum
1 . ) : ’ , > = : -
b - provisions vielated -pravisiens vislated .Imaasures | provisiens violated naasures pravisiang vid’ated_ geasures’ } previsions vialate!_
| meas~ |{-gvidence, . . . rest 1838~ fovidenca . . . , - Nuaber idenck 1 Mumber- viden P TETI| ey (. torest}
O Rads ariving "% gise | oree evrd?gce értvind rest y disTand BLA. evidenc deivin rest |diss Tang o1 ande.znc ariviol rest [disl ,ne“dfnje‘dmlrg ‘ ! dise
FOQUITee time Ped- tance '} - far ¢ qus"time periods, - i requirey tine |periodd. tancs PP e [periedsitagce and DA, required tine er,mds‘ﬁamé. ;
for che :ks rieds _ £ lrtanca or checks 1182 |periods tance o ae chaols pe ae fier cheo}’ks i
RETToN IR S R PR U R N A A A R AR (S U A ARURN NN IV U IV NN SUCUN S SN
© v |of Germany - . : ' : - ‘
3 N N SRR ' s
i Belgiua -y - - : - - - - - - - _— - - - - : - - -
el l 0 . ,
i T
. : 2 2 . 2 1 1 4 3 1
i orl - - - - - : - - - — - - - - i - - - -
_?Su\tzar a d_ - 130 : -
%Denmai‘k 2 - - - - 1 ! - - - - - - - - -— - - - - : ! - - -
! . .
i'“ ] ; P - . P
france - - - - - ! ' - - - - - - - - - - - - - ' ! - - -
VST I R B VR S U A P D I S - |- - |- - R VU R — U RN B
Kingdsn : . ' ‘
" ! Gresce - - - - - - il - - - - - - - - - - - - — - - - -
ey |- - - - - - - - - = - - - T = nr=0-1T=-
|y - . ¥ )
uxerbeurg - - - - - L 1 - - - — - - - - - - - - . 1 - 1 - R _
Norway ! 1 - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - ] - - - - AT 1 - - -
Yetherlands Z - KA - - - - - - 1 1 - - - 18 17 - - - 21 18 2 - -
! 2 28 B
R 2T I EC T R R S I T R A T - - - |- -, - - - 2 N B
Turkey - - - ‘_ - - Z e _ I R _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . ; : :
| i | | ' - ]
i . S : : . ;
Total sun 13 3 2 L - 6 6 - - . 2 2 - - - 20 |18 1 - 41 Wiyl
ISP FERUPN SRS SO S AU R o e - . T
. 3 ¢ : TeavhEeneaaEmansa. . JeesavesramsiemcamsscorsssjasNnaviasssaeeseaners ';(,...x-----n'.--rtnl------q-a----'x---}-y---nn--nnn-'x---;---'.qg’----w{;, L




- ANNEX TV (Belgium)

. 1. Number of breéches feéorded for the éarriage of ébods'

The breakdown for the 2,949 breaches recorded for the carrlage

of goods is as follows :
a) Maximum distance (450 km — Article 6) R §

b) Total period of driving time (Article 7)

continuous driving o _v . ;29

daily driving perioad . 33

‘weekly'driVing period : 11
¢) Breaks in driving period (Article 8) : 7
d) . Daily rest period (Article 11) j 27
e) Weekly rest period (Article 12) | IR |

vf) Individual control book (Artlcle 14 and Annexes) ) ,
“Article 14 (l), crew members not carrying log book = 1,728

v

Article 14 (1) (Annexe), log books not 1ssued ‘ ‘18
Article 14 (2); log books not entered up or entered
up 1ncorrectly . : , 474
Article 14 (7), register not kept , 362
Article 14 (7), registers not correct , 16
‘Article 14 (8), log books not retained | 114 '

g) Checks on regular services (Article 15)

"1. no service timetablevdrawn up ' Vﬂ' » o -9

2. Each crew member obllged to carry a copy of

no duty roster drawn up o T

the duty roster and service tlmetable .0

TOTAL 2.949



ANNEX V (Belgium)

* Offences Committed by Belgian Nationals

LS —

a)

b)

g)

Total period of driving time (Artlcle 7)
continuous driving o - : 23
daily driving" perlod ' S 30
weekly driving period ' B 5 !
Breaks in driving period (Article 8) - ' 7
Daily rest period (Article 11) : 27
Weekly rest period (Article 12) : N 1
Individual control bock (Article 14 and Annexes) :
Article 14 (1), crew members not carrying log books 1,584
Article 14 (1) (Annex)}, log books not issued 18
Article 14 (2), log books not entered up or entered |

. up incorrectly - . ' ’ _ 464
Article 14 (7), register not kept | 362
‘Article 14 (7), registers not correct 116
Article 14 (8), log books not retalged : 114 -
Checks on regular services (Article'l5)
1. no service timetable drawn up - / 9

no duty roster drawn up . N

Maximum distances (450 km - Article 6) ‘ 12

2¢ Each crew member obliged te carry a copy of the

duty roster and service timetable : 0



ANNEX Va.. (Belgium)

Offences committed by non-nationals .

a) Maximum distance (450 km - Article 6) =~ 1 - O 1

b) Maximum driving period (Article 7).

continuous driving period - 5 “'— | - - -

daily driving period » _ 2 - - - 1 -

weekly driving period . - - - - - - _ -
¢) Driving breaks (Article 8) ' ' - - - - e - -
d) Daily rest period (Article 11) S - - - e & - -
e) Weekly rest period (Article 12) : - - - - - - -

f) Individual log books (Article 14 .
and annex)

" crew members-not carrying log L , o | _ o

© books (Article 14‘(1?{ o1 416 1. 14 1- 143
lbg books not entered up : . : C -
(Article 14 (2)) ' o _ L T -

Total 112 .15 18 1 16 1  163.




ANNEX VI (Belgium)

' Breaches recorded for unscheduled paésehger services :

Méximum distancé:(450 km, Article 6) : | ,; 0
Maximum driving period (Article T) R ‘9 }
‘(8 B and 1 F) | ' . R N
Breaks in driving perlod (Artlcle 8) . 0
Dally rest period (Article 11) \ .- o E o
Weekly rest periéd (Article 12) N - 0

Ind1v1dua1 log book (Article 14 and Annexes)
~ Article 14 (1) no log book '

(whereof 73 B, 11 G, TF, 15 Nl, 5 Lux,” 6 I) -7

- Article 14 (2), log book not entered up or

. 1ncorrectly entered up _ )
- (whereof 33 B, 2 G, 2 r, 11 N1, 1 Lux) Lo 49

- Article 14 (7), registers not kept or

" incorrectly kept (6 B) ‘ .6

181



ANNEX VII (Belgium)

Breakdown of written proceedings and follow up for 1973

Carriage of goods

Written proceedings " Number of Subse , '
. . quently Payments . _ Follow-up
under Article number wrltten. . dropped Settled discharged Conv1cted_ not known
proceedings .
7 (1) 6 - - - - - 6
14 -1 (2) 1,687 186 2713 . - 56 1,172
14 - 2 (3) 107 14 : 21 - 4 68
14 - 7 (4) 103 11 26 - - 1 65
14 - 8 (5) 1 1 - - . - _
155~ (6) 1 1 - - - _
1.905 213 ’ 320 - 61 1.311

(1) Article 7
(2) Article 14.(1)
(3) Article 14 (2)
(4) Article 14 (7)
(5) Article 14 (8)
(6) Article 15

.

exceeding maximﬁm continuous driving time

crew members not carrying individual log book

individual log book not entered up or incorrectly entered up

no register of individual log books kept -

compleied individual log books not kept by the undertaking for at least one year

no service timetable or duty roster drawn up (regular services),




i e e S B o o, bt s b e b+ AN e e .

- B

ANNEX VIII (France)

Checks on. non-French crew members

© The figures for checks carried out on non-French crews

are given in the table beiow'(figures in brackets are for the

i

~ period 1 October 1971 to 31 December 1972).

_ Number'of crew

Percentage of

Number.of .

‘members crew members .
Checked In order found to be in | Offences: Written -
‘ : _ - order recorded . | - proceedings
Total - L 1 o R
: 318 (540)| - 156 (279) | 49 % (52 %) 134 (362) | 94 (191)
.Broken down
| into :
Federal Repu— : : ‘ A. ‘ : B
blic of | 108 (147)] 68 ' (94) 63% (64 %) | 38 (91 | 24 ( 39).
Germany - ' 7 _ _ I
Belgium 87 (191){ 37 (80) | 43 % (42°%) 50 (137) | 33 (85).
Ttaly - 16 (19| 34 (36) | 45%@6H | 25 (57 | 16 (31)
Holland W T 6N | A% (9P 3(56) | 3(33)
| Luxemborirg: 416 3 (9) | 158 (56 1 ()
Non-member . - ' ’ | L o
countries. f26 1 '?7 % ;7 , 17




ANNEX IX (France)

,Breakdoﬁn_of 6ffences recorded

1973 1973 1972 Increase

Number A figure Decrease _
Exceeding the daily | : &
driving period 9682 24 %. 29 % 5%
Individual log book not ' | , -
entered up correctly 13716 34 % 27 % -+ T %
Exceeding the 450 km ' ' o j
limit 6858 17 % 13 % +4 %
Exceeding the continuous 3630 9 % 10 % -19

driving period

Non-compliance with R ‘ .
provision for daily 1 3227 8% - 10 % -2%
rest period ' : -

Not carrying documents | S
required at checks 806 . .2 % 4 % . 2‘%

Miscellaneous 2420 64 1% -1

As can be seen, the number of offences consisting in not carrying the
documents required at checks continues to decrease, which would seem.to be

~the result of continuous efforts in one specific field over several years.

4



ANNEX X (France)

~ Fines imposed by the French departments :

i . "

o Number of , | Cumulative
Category of fine Fines % Cumulative % | percentage
B 2 ' ' . for 2nd and
3rd quarter | - .
of 1972 (for |,
comparison)
Fines of less than FF 12 2080 18 ¢ 18 ¢ 22,8 %
" between FF 12 & 20 720 6% 24 % 38 %
" m FF 21 & 30 1674 14 % 8% 53,2 %
" " FF 31 & 60 3549 31 % 69 % g 91,1 %
" -u FF 61 & 100 1827 15 % 84%)
" " FF 105 & 150 45 6 % 90 % 93,5 %
" " FF 151 & 200 658 5% 95 % 94,6 %
L " FF 201 & 240 133 1% 96 % 94,6 %
over FF 240 402 - 4% 100 % 100 4%
11788 100 % |

‘We would like to recall that in some cases low fines are imposéd becaﬁse o

the offender has been sentenced to several fines at once and the trlbunals take

- this 1nto account in flxlng the amount- of each one separately (although accordlng '

to the letter of the law an accumulatlon of penaltles 1mposed does not have any

éffect on the actual penaltles)

o iy .
ees/fove
.




AEX_XI (Luxembourg)

Record of offences

a) Exceeding the maximum distance (450 km) for certain categories of

vehicle when the driver is not accompanied by another driver from 4

the begining or the journey (Article 6)

Number of offences : 3.l

b) Maximum driving period (Article 7)

| - Vehicles listed in Article 6 :
" Daily driving period : 8 hours
*"  Number of offences : 4.176
Weekly driving period : 48 hours

Number of offences : 135

- other vehicles : no records

c) Breaks in driving period (Article 8) ' L L
Number of offences : 1.809 ;

. d) Daily rest period (Article 11)

1, Carriage of goods : ‘
- 11 hours during the préceding 24 with a reduction of 2.x 9 hours
_ per week at the stopover point or 2 x 8 hours elsewhere than at

 the stopover point,

Number of offences : 1.301 ' | ' ‘ i' . ‘,

2. Carriage of passengers :

No record

- e) Weekly rest period (Article'l2)
Number of offences : 35 .

f) Individual control book (Article 14 and annexes)
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l) In the course of checks whlch were carrled out 1t was noted that
drlvers employed by . large hau]age companles always carrled with

them the individual log book.

‘2)-Entering up the log book in écéordange with the‘proﬁisiohsvdf thé
regulation : i o

' Number of offences : 194 -

g) Checking'regular'services (Article 15)

1) and 2) From checks carried out on regula: serv1ces 1t transplred 3
'A that both the obllgatlon for the employer to draw up a ‘service c
timetable and duty roster, and the obligation for each crew member

$0 carry a copy or an gxtract‘éf these documents, waé,generaliy‘comﬁl{ed;

" withe -

[ L



' Offences and penalties

Carriége of goods

' ANNEX XII (Netherlands)

Carriage. of passengers by road

1. Articles. \
' : BX—SQQQ . Cases closed Cases still Qpenvf\
. ae ’ 6 3026 - - 4
b 71 2333 - 2
| /2 6732 - 38
7/3 451 | - 3
/4 334 - -
Ce 8 ‘, 3 - -
d 1) 111 2616 - -
- 2) 11/2 - 5 101
e. 12 40 - 27
fo 1) 14/1 11973 5 208"
- 2) 14/2 19325 11 io131
g 15/1 - - - |
o 15/5 - - - |
Total 46833 21 510
2. Articles Netherlands Belgium [Federal France Italy Luxembourg Non;memberh'
‘ ' Republic f - countries . -
of Germany c
a. 6 2984 15 23 2 - - 2
b, 7/1 2326 - 9 - - - -
.1/2 6723 - 31 12, 2 - - g
/3 454 - - - - - - ;
/4 332 1 ! - - - - !
Ce '8 3 - - ; - +; -
o 11/1 2587 16 11 2 - - -
11/2 104 2 - - - - - 1
e 12 ) 67 - - - - - : -
i l. 14/1 11825 203 143 5. 3 2 5
2, 14/2 19157 117 152 2 37 - 2
g. 15/1 - - - - - - -
| 15/5 - - - - - - -
Total 46562 385 351 13 40 2 11
3. As required by Article 6 of the Law on dr1v1ng perlods (Dutch Off1c1a1 Journal 1936

-802) the maximum penalty for offences 'is F1 300 or one months' imprischment and, in o
the case of a second offence within two years of the flrst, the maximum penalty is -
F1 600 or two months' imprisonment,

’

'



ANNEX XIII (The. Netherlands)

. Total number of written proceedings and inSpectioﬁ reports concerning -

L.  the carriage of goods and persons by road ih the Netherlands
Written Inspection | grrences | Penalties Details -
proceedings | reports . =
Netherlands 21,093 | 46,562 | Fl. 761.437,50 |210 written
‘ : 1 S A proceedingﬂi~f
~ dropped
21 written
- proceedingsg]
_ dropped %* |
Belgium 72 224 385 - 1,195,- | 23 written:
' : g ‘ ' ' proceedings
' dropped
Federal v - o . S | 18 written ~
Republic of 36 209 " 351 - 475,- | = proceedings
Germany : . . o L . dropped
France - 9 13 - . ‘ |
Ttaly = - 1 o2 w0 | - - :
. Luxemboufgv ' 1 1} 2 - 10,-
Non-member- : . ' R
countries 6 . 1 - T
Total = | 21.202 | 471 47.364 | Fl. 763.117,50

* Not giving rise to any penalties
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» . ANNEX XIV (Netherlands) i

II. Bréakdown of penalties imposed on Dutch road hﬁulage companies

Carriage of goods by road
| i

Article of Regulation  Number of written ~ Total number of offences Total sum of  w

proceedings - mentioned in written fines imposed
‘ proceedings
6 40 | | 218 U Fl. 3.760,-
SR 13 | o ue o 1,230,-
7.2 | 84 | | 753 " 6.540,~ .
743 22 68 ‘ mo1.245,- 4
1.1 66 | | 204. " 10.340,-
12 , 5 o 7 B 340,=
14.1 S 11 | 11.519 M 330.545,-
14.2 ' 8.206 - o 18.144 " 279.052,50
Articles other than 839 - 15.017 "o 116.385,-
those listed above . : c -
| 20,794 o 46,072 ' Fl.' 749.437,50
Regular paésenger» - '
services _ : : '
14,1 | B g "o 115,-
4.2 I T 1 no 30,-
Articles other than o : 1 . - - 16 : " : .500,—
those listed above . : S
6 S 21 Fl. 645,~
Unscheduigd passengef )
services N o . _ 1
14.1 : 185 S 185w 555
14.2 82 S 108 M 2,375,
Articles other than those 26 o : 176 R . 3e425,=

listed above

293 469 . Fl.  11.355,-



* ANNEX XV (Netherlands)

Dutch road haulage companies with subsidiaries‘in Belgium

Ld

. by road written

" proceedings reports

offences mentioned

in writien
proceedings and

inspection reports

Carriage of goods e Number of written vTotalﬂnumber of  Total sum -~ .
by road - .. proceedings offences mentioned imposed in fines -
| U P : in written- ‘
- Article of Regula#log  proceedings
14.1. 3 '  Fl. 2.375,-
14.2 36 44 " 1.125,~
Articles other than 3 41 " . 425,-
‘those listed above '
~ Unscheduled passengeri w2 ant ; e
. services 112 158 . 3-9?51
14.1 3 3 " 95—
14.2 3 3 " 90,-
6 6 ~Fl,  185,-
o ’-Belgian~foad haﬁlage companies with subsidiaries in the Netherlands .
Carriage of goods Number of Total numbér of ';":?otai_sum . ‘
inspection .imposed in fines -

4.1 58

142 200 Fl.' 1.195,-
4.2 14 56 - 98 "=
Articles other than - 19 68 - " -
those listed above o : .
| “ 72 217 - 366 Fl, 1.195,= " 1
Unscheduled passenger . iﬁ ‘
- services ‘
1.2 - 3 8 ]
. Articles other than S o1 8 ’
those listed above B
- 19




German road haulége compaﬁy with subsidiaries in the Netherlands

ANNEX XV (the Netherlands)

(continued)

13

Carriage of goods Number of Total number of Tdtal'sum :
by road Inspection offences mentioned imposed in w
‘ proceedings reports in written fines -

proceedings and
inspection reports -
1441, 97 124 Fl. 360,=
14.2. 80 145 " 115”- -
' i /.
Unscheduled passenger
~ services
' 14.1, 19 19
14.2. 7 7
Articles other than 6 56
those listed above .
32 82
Prench road haulage R
companies with
subsidiaries in the
Netherlands
" Carriage of goods
by road
14.1. 5 5 .
14.2, 2 2
Articles other than ! 6
those listed above '
i 9



ANNEX XV (The Netherlands)

(continued) -

‘Italian road haulage companies witﬁ"subsidiaries in the Netherlands

Total number of

Articles of Number of ] Total sum
Regulation Written Inspection offences mentioned imposed in fines
— proceedings reports ¥ in written
' : : proceedings and
inspection reports
. 1401. o - 3 3
14.2. - 19 - 37
- 22 40

subsidiaries in the Netherlands

Luxembourg road haulage companies with

14.1le - 1 1

2. Fl. 10,-

Road haulage companies from non-member countries with subsidiaires in the

Netherlands

. Carriage of goods

by road
14.1. - 3
14.2. - 2
Articles other - 6
“"than those listed :
above
- 6 11

* Not giving rise to any pénalties,,



ANNEX XVI (United Kingdom)

LIST OF OFFENCES

e

For -the period 1 August 1973 to 31 December 1973 only .
Total number of offences recorded : 184 .

Y '—‘.'
a. (Article 6) : ~ non '
b. (Article T) (1) nome

(2 ) United Kingdom - 1 (goods) -
’ oral caution

c. (Article 8) ’ none
* d. (Article 11) none

e, (Article 12) none
f. (Article 14 and annexes) ' o

CARRIAGE OF GOODS BY ROAD —~ NUMBER OF OFFENCES : -

UK F N, G B ‘DK It. Ir IUX NON-MEMBER ' TOTAL

. COUNTRIES
14 (1) 59 4 12 2 2 13 1 7 - 23 123
14.(2 ). 19 27 2 1 - 2 - - - -8 . 5
TOTAL = 182
Whereof : I
» CARRIAGE OF GOODS BY ROAD — PENALTIES
14 (1) - United Kingdom's SUMMONS : 2

PROHIBITION : UK - 5, NL - 2, DK -~ 10, Ir - 3, NON-MEMBER COUNTRIES - 3’
WRITTEN CAUTIONS : UK - 5, F - 1, NL - 4, NON-MEMBER COUNTRIES - 2

ORAL CAUTIONS : UK - 47, F -3, NL - 6, DK = 2, B = 2, DK - 3, I- 1,
Ir - 4, NON-MEMBER COUNTRIES - - 18. )

se

14 ((2) . United Kingdom SUMMONS : - 2

| PROHIBITIONS : UK = 2 | .
WRITTEN CAUTIONS : F -2, NL - 1, DK - 1, NON-MEMBER COUNTRIES - 1 - ,
ORAL CAUTIONS : UK - 15, F - 25, NL = 1, DK = 2, NON-MEMBER'COUNTRIES - 7.
CARRIAGE OF PASSENGERS BY ROAD - NUMBER OF BREACHES AND PENALTIES

14 (1) UNITED KINGDOM -1 - ORAL CAUTION

g. (Article 15) none,





