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SUGGESTIONS

The Committee on Transport and Tourism calls on the Committee on Regional Development, 
as the committee responsible, to incorporate the following suggestions in its motion for a 
resolution:

1. Recalls that enhancing accessibility, strengthening regional economies and achieving 
cohesion is also an objective of the Trans-European Network for Transport (TEN-T) 
programme and is fully compatible with the need for efficient mobility, meeting the climate 
change challenges and the general internal market goals;

2. Recalls that about 23.7% (€82 billion) of the Cohesion and Structural Funds allocation 2007 -
2013 are intended for transport, but only half of it will be spent on TEN T projects (€17 billion
on TEN T priority network and €27.2 billion for the comprehensive part); the other half is 
supposed to be invested in national, regional and local projects not indicated in the TEN T 
maps;

3. Recalls the imbalance of the planned transport investments between the different modes 
(road infrastructure 41 billion versus rail: €23.6 billion and inland waterways €0.6 billion), that 
is neither helpful to enhance modal swift objectives to reduce CO2 emissions nor to ensure fair 
and efficient co-modality;

4. Deplores the tendency to procrastinate in the launching of the cross-border projects and 
railway projects in general, which risks the TEN-T network to remain a badly connected 
agglomeration of 27 national networks;

5. Particularly regrets that when road is compared to railway infrastructure in particular in the 
Cohesion countries, it seems that road/rail imbalance could be accentuated if investments in the 
rail sector continue to be delayed as highlighted in the Cohesion implementation report 2010;

6. Is concerned by the lack of detailed information on the ongoing implementation of transport 
investments; questions if a more accurate evaluation of implementation would not highlight 
serious delays of the programmed investments on TEN T projects and insists, especially against 
the background of the economic crisis, on more certainty in respect of the timetable;

7. Draws particular attention to the European added value of the TEN-T, particularly evident in 
cross border sections of projects and in their interconnection with national rail and inland 
waterways projects; 

8. Calls therefore for an increase in the overall funds available for TEN-T through earmarking 
cohesion funding for transport projects and the dedication of an amount within this for the core 
TEN T network as thus would lead to a more efficient and consistent use of cohesion funding 
with the EU climate change and sustainable development targets and a more effective 
realisation of the TEN-T network;


