Do you think that such terminology
should be harmonized by:

@ Mandatory EU standards 42 @ On voluntary basis through 11
(legislation/regulation), the sector associations
e.g. in the TAF-TSI

@ No action is needed 4

74%

of survey respondents believe that the terminology should be

harmonized by mandatory EU standards



Data sharing on E TAS, track&tracing,

KPI%s: freight trains run hundreds of

kilometers through various countries.
What is your opinion?

68.8%

@ The work on ETA and 14
on train punctuality
should remain
separate issues

@ Let's only work on 3
train punctuality
improvement

@ Let's only work on 3
ETA's, international
freight trains will
never be punctual.



E TA reliability, confidence level

accuracy, probability, error: are these
terms clear for your planning staff?

@ ves 11 @ No 47



Data sharing should be based:

@ On mandatory 28
(European) regulation

@ Initially on voluntary 9
participation, later to
be made mandatory for all

@ On contractual/voluntary 9
conditions only



Do you consider that data sharing in

the logistic chainis in the interest of all
stakeholders?

@ | am not sure 3 ®No 1
® ves 41



Questions from the open
discussion

Is everyone aware that there already are legal and
tecnical solutions to share logistic data, also with
other modalities? IDS, IShare,..

What could convinced the terminal operators to join
the TIS system? Only financing issue?



A common platform for data sharingis a very
important next step! But information needs differ
between actors. How to deal with this?

When can we expect from the Lead RU an ETA as
foreseen in the TAF TSI?
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