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SHORT JUSTIFICATION

The TEN-T network still has many needs that must be addressed and fulfilled. The proposal 
for a regulation therefore represents a good basis for the future financing of the TEN-T 
network in the EU.

The amendments focus mainly on ensuring that Member States enjoy sufficient flexibility. 
For instance, the list of pre-defined projects should not be considered definitive or 
unchangeable if it is to reflect traffic flows in the EU in a flexible manner. Given the 
time-consuming nature of preparing projects, a list formulated in such a way does not reflect 
all of the traffic corridors that will be required in the long term in order to support economic 
growth in Europe. It should therefore be possible to put forward further proposals and to 
allow them to compete with each other.

With a view to ensuring that resources are used efficiently, it is also vital that Member States 
enjoy a certain degree of flexibility and that they are able – by way of exemptions – to take 
the territorial disparities that exist in the EU into account. The rigid imposition of uniform 
conditions concerning maximum length of vehicle combinations, permitted speeds or traffic 
density on corridors throughout the EU, without regard for territorial specificities, is not 
necessarily the most effective solution1.

Lastly, local and regional bodies cannot be responsible for projects that go beyond their 
competencies. Local and regional bodies do not propose projects at Member State level, nor 
do they negotiate them with the Commission, and they are only able to influence them to a 
limited extent. In view of this, the rules and obligations set out in the regulation cannot be 
binding upon them. 

AMENDMENTS

The Committee on Regional Development calls on the Committee on Transport and Tourism, 
as the committee responsible, to incorporate the following amendments in its report:

Amendment 1

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 14

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(14) Projects of common interest should 
demonstrate a clear European added value. 
Cross-border projects typically have high 

(14) Projects of common interest should 
demonstrate European added value. Cross-
border projects are an example of projects 

                                               
1 For instance, while it may generally be assumed that a freight train set of 750 m in length would be the most 
efficient configuration, this may not be the best option in mountainous or rugged areas. In such places, 
specifying the length of a train set in such a way could result in excessively high construction costs for stations 
and transfer terminals.
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European added value, but may have lower 
direct economic effects compared to purely 
national projects. Therefore, they are 
likely not to be implemented without 
Union intervention. 

with high European added value, but may 
have lower direct economic effects 
compared to purely national projects.

Or. en

Amendment 2

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 15

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(15) As the development and 
implementation of the trans-European 
transport network is not solely carried out 
by Member States, all promoters of 
projects of common interest such as local 
and regional authorities, infrastructure 
managers or other private or public 
entities should be subject to the rights and 
obligations of this Regulation, as well 
other relevant Union and national rules 
and procedures, when carrying out such 
projects.

deleted

Or. en

Amendment 3

Proposal for a regulation
Recital 27

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(27) Core network corridors should also 
address wider transport policy objectives 
and facilitate modal integration and multi-
modal operations. This should allow 
specially developed corridors that are 
optimised in terms of energy use and 
emissions, thus minimising environmental 

(27) Core network corridors should also 
address wider transport policy objectives 
and facilitate modal integration and multi-
modal operations. An initial list of 
corridors should be included in the 
Regulation (EU) XXX/2012 [Connecting 
Europe Facility] as an indicative list and
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impacts, and are also attractive for their 
reliability, limited congestion and low 
operating and administrative costs. An 
initial list of corridors should be included 
in the Regulation (EU) XXX/2012 
[Connecting Europe Facility], but should 
be adaptable in order to take account of 
changes in traffic flows.

should be adaptable in order to take 
account of changes in traffic flows.

Or. en

Amendment 4

Proposal for a regulation
Article 20 – paragraph 3 – point b - introductory part

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

(b) An express road is a road reserved for 
motor traffic accessible from interchanges 
or controlled junctions only and which:

An express road is a road designed for 
motor traffic accessible primarily from 
interchanges or controlled junctions and 
which: 

Or. en

Amendment 5

Proposal for a regulation
Article 45 – paragraph 2 – subparagraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

The infrastructure of the core network shall 
meet all the requirements set out in Chapter 
II without exception. In addition, the 
following requirements shall also be met 
by the infrastructure of the core network:

The infrastructure of the core network shall 
meet all the requirements set out in Chapter 
II. In addition, the following requirements 
shall also be met by the infrastructure of 
the core network:

Or. en
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Amendment 6

Proposal for a regulation
Article 45 – paragraph 2 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2a. At the request of a Member State, as 
regards railway transport infrastructure, 
exemptions may be in duly justified cases 
granted by the Commission, in 
accordance with the procedure referred to 
in Article 55 (2) where fulfilment of 
certain standards would not be feasible 
due to economic reasons or in case of 
isolated networks. This can cover the train 
length, ERTMS, axle load, electrification, 
line speed etc.

Or. en

Amendment 7

Proposal for a regulation
Article 48 – paragraph 1

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

1. Core network corridors are an 
instrument to facilitate the coordinated 
implementation of the core network. Core 
network corridors shall be based on 
modal integration, interoperability, as 
well as on a coordinated development and 
management of infrastructure, in order to 
lead to resource-efficient multimodal 
transport.

1. Without prejudice to national 
competences of Member States as regards 
planning of their infrastructure, core 
network corridors are an instrument to 
facilitate the coordinated implementation 
of the core network. In order to lead to 
resource-efficient multimodal transport, 
core network corridors shall be focused 
on:
- intermodality,
- interoperability, as well as on 
- coordinated development of 
infrastructure in cross-border areas.

Or. en
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Amendment 8

Proposal for a regulation
Article 48 – paragraph 2 a (new)

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

2a. Setting up an initial list of these 
corridors shall not be understood as an 
automatic pre-requisite for support from 
the ERDF, Cohesion Fund or from the 
Connecting Europe Facility.

Or. en

Amendment 9

Proposal for a regulation
Article 53 – paragraph 3

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

3. In order to support the implementation 
of the core network corridors, the 
Commission may adopt implementing 
decisions for core network corridors. 
These decisions may:

deleted

(a) include the investment planning, the 
related costs and implementation timeline, 
estimated as necessary to implement the 
core network corridors in line with the 
objectives of this Regulation;
(b) define all measures aimed at reducing 
external costs, in particular greenhouse 
gas emissions and noise, and aimed at 
promoting the introduction of new 
technologies in traffic and capacity 
management;
(c) provide for other measures which are 
necessary for the implementation of the 
corridor development plan and for the 
efficient use of the core network corridor 
infrastructure.
Those implementing acts shall be adopted 
in accordance with the advisory procedure 
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referred to in Article 55(2). 

Or. en

Amendment 10

Proposal for a regulation
Annex I - Volumes 13/33 and 14/33

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

To include the D11 motorway (Prague–
Hradec Králové), the R35/R55 
expressways (Hradec Králové–Přerov) 
and the R43 expressway (Moravská 
Třebová–Brno) in the main network 
rather than the D1 motorway;

Or. cs

Amendment 11

Proposal for a regulation
Annex I - Volumes 13/33 and 14/33

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

To include the high-speed Ústí nad 
Labem–Dresden rail link in the 
comprehensive TEN-T network;

Or. cs

Amendment 12

Proposal for a regulation
Annex I - Volumes 13/33 and 14/33

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

To classify Brno as a hub city in the core 
TEN-T network; 
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Or. cs

Amendment 13

Proposal for a regulation
Annex I - Volumes 13/33 and 14/33

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

To maintain the crossing of the two 
TEN-T network corridors (the Baltic–
Adriatic Corridor and the Hamburg–
Nicosia Corridor) in the city of Brno;

Or. cs

Amendment 14

Proposal for a regulation
Annex I - Volumes 13/33 and 14/33

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

To modernise the existing Česká Kubice 
border station–Regensburg stretch within
the core network;

Or. cs

Amendment 15

Proposal for a regulation
Annex I - Volumes 13/33 and 14/33

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

To reclassify the Plzeň–Cheb–
Marktredwitz rail corridor as part of the 
comprehensive network or to define an 
exemption from the core network corridor 
requirements for the already completed 
Plzeň–Cheb railway section;
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Or. cs

Amendment 16

Proposal for a regulation
Annex I - Volumes 13/33 and 14/33

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

To include the IV rail corridor and the 
Prague–Linz section of the D3 motorway 
in the core network; 

Or. cs

Amendment 17

Proposal for a regulation
Annex I - Volumes 13/33 and 14/33

Text proposed by the Commission Amendment

To change the route of the Prague–
Wrocław rail corridor to include Mladá 
Boleslav and Liberec;

Or. cs


