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SUMMARY 
For a number of years now, the EU has been developing a transport network across its territory to 
link its regions and countries, and thus also markets and people. This large-scale project – the trans-
European transport network (TEN-T) – should be efficient and sustainable, and contribute to 
economic activity. It covers the development of all transport modes, yet seeks to shift a significant 
part of road transport to less polluting modes, in particular rail and inland waterways. In 2013, the 
EU Member States agreed to have the 'core' network ready by 2030, and set aside unprecedented 
amounts of funding to achieve this goal. 

Seven years later, the European Commission is taking stock of what has been achieved, what 
remains to be done and what will not be achieved within the 2030 horizon. It has already proposed 
changes to the EU financial support for TEN-T for the 2021-2027 period and reviews of the relevant 
guidelines, and plans to propose an adapted set of rules to the European Parliament and the Council 
in 2021. These should better support transport decarbonisation and digitalisation, as well as boost 
infrastructure resilience to climate change. 

This briefing looks at the latest updates to the work plans prepared by the European Coordinators, 
the experts each responsible for advancing one branch of the network through having the best 
grassroots information available to them. Their views are complemented with the more general 
findings from reports published by the European Court of Auditors. Some thorny issues of past and 
future financing of the TEN-T projects are mentioned and, finally, an outline of expected 
developments is given, both related to the United Kingdom's exit from the EU and the EU's next 
multiannual budget, for 2021-2027. 
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Background 
To create a common transport area across Europe, the EU has been developing a network of railway 
lines, roads, inland waterways, maritime shipping routes, ports, airports and railroad terminals (the 
trans-European transport network, TEN-T). The ultimate objective of this large-scale endeavour is to 
close gaps, remove bottlenecks and technical barriers, as well as to strengthen social, economic and 
territorial cohesion in the EU. The policy is based on common planning of infrastructure (both in 
terms of technical characteristics to be achieved and geographical alignment), regulatory measures 
to facilitate investment, and funding support. The responsibility for actually building the 
infrastructure lies with the EU Member States. 

The policy has been adapted several times to cope with growing transport demand, several EU 
enlargements and evolving transport policy challenges such as liberalisation, standardisation and 
technological innovation. The last major overhaul in 2013 shifted the policy focus from developing 
separate transport 'priority axes' to a network approach (Regulation 2013/1315/EU), incorporated 
the existing rail freight corridors (Regulation 2010/913/EU) into the network, and set up a dedicated 
EU funding programme – the Connecting Europe Facility (CEF, Regulation 2013/1316/EU) – to 
finance the building of the network. Indicative extensions of the network to neighbouring countries 
were later added by means of several delegated regulations.1 

Expectations regarding the impact of the completed network have grown over the years: not only 
should it be efficient, modern and safe, while also allowing for multimodal transport, but it should 
also support transport decarbonisation and digitalisation, in combination with an increased 
resilience to climate change. These goals can only be achieved through a fully functional network.  

The planned network consists of two overlapping layers, the core network of main routes (to be 
completed by 2030) and the comprehensive network of connections feeding into the core network 
(to be finished by 2050). The core network comprises nine interconnected multimodal transport 
corridors running through several countries. Special importance is given to two 'horizontal' issues 
common to all corridors: their maritime connections (Motorways of the Sea) and the installation of 
a common European rail traffic management system (ERTMS). The European Commission has 
nominated a European Coordinator for each of the nine corridors, as well as for the two horizontal 
priorities. Their role is to facilitate the corridor development, liaise with stakeholders and periodically 
update corridor work plans on behalf of the Commission. The following section lists some takeaways 
from the fourth round of updates, published in 2020 and based on 2018-2019 data. 

State of play in 2020 
The 2013 TEN-T Regulation lists the compulsory targets to be reached, defined by key performance 
indicators (KPIs) for the infrastructure in each transport mode. In their reports, the Coordinators 
indicate to what extent their corridor fulfils the KPIs at present and what is likely (or not likely) to be 
met by 2030. Judging by the results described, much has been accomplished since 2014. Beyond 
individual achievements and specific challenges, the coordinators also largely agree on where the 
biggest remaining barriers lie. What is more, they caution that even with the compliant 
infrastructure in place, issues linked to transport capacity and safety, and to the strict application of 
the 'polluter pays' principle may need to be addressed to make the corridors fully functional. 
Operational and administrative issues still cause bottlenecks, in particular in rail transport and inland 
navigation. 

While Member States have embraced the 'corridor logic' to a varying degree, infrastructure planning 
and construction remain strictly within national frameworks. This can go as far as governments 
lacking the political will to implement certain (cross-border) parts of a corridor, which make sense 
from the corridor perspective but are low on the list of investments seen as necessary within a 
national budget. On all corridors, development has been hindered by delays and by projects having 
either an unknown completion date or a planned completion date beyond 2030. 

https://ec.europa.eu/transport/themes/infrastructure/ten-t_en
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2018)615664
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A32013R1315
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A02010R0913-20140101
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A02013R1316-20180802&qid=1606902376563
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/studies/ten-t-growth-and-jobs-synthesis.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/modes/maritime/motorways_sea_en
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/modes/rail/ertms_en
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/themes/infrastructure/news/2020-11-03-update-ten-t-corridor-work-plans_en
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Among the most common reasons for delays have been the changes in national procurement 
legislation triggered by the 2014 EU Public Procurement Directive that forced project beneficiaries 
to adapt their internal practices but also led to some competition lawsuits (mostly in Bulgaria and 
Romania). This has only compounded the already complex administrative processes, problematic 
land acquisition and often lengthy expropriation procedures. Some major projects face cost 
overruns, partly because the chosen bids were higher than the initial tender price estimates. Thus, 
additional financial commitments from the relevant governments or revisions of the existing 
designs are needed; these, in turn, require further technical and economic assistance. Other 
foreseen measures have taken more time as they have had to be clustered into projects where they 
could be funded jointly, to surmount their technical complexity and lack of risk mitigation.2 

Rail compliance is problematic across the core network. Gaps in electrification persist in a number 
of cross-border sections, which also need modernisation, including the setting-up of digital 
exchange of traffic data and provision of information services. Each corridor has its specific 
challenges. Some are historic, such as the need to accommodate the standard track gauge of 
1.435 mm (Spain and Portugal), other are geographical, such as the construction of tunnels under 
the Alps and their access routes (the Brenner base tunnel, the Lyon-Turin link) or under the sea (the 
Fehmarn Belt fixed link). What is more, some large projects have had to surmount controversies due 
to different economic and political points of view or local protests due to flawed public participation 
at early stages. 

Low commercial speed remains the main challenge for long-distance freight rail. Even where the 
technical requirements are aligned, long dwelling times at borders are caused by inefficient rail 
safety checks and non-compatible logistical interfaces between railway undertakings, which 
outweigh any efforts deployed to increase the line speed. Compliance with other KPIs, such as 
providing the axle load of 22.5 tonnes, accommodating 740 m-long trains, ensuring electrification 
and increasing the line speed to at least 100 km/h appear to be progressing relatively well, even 
though 100 % compliance will not be reached by 2030. The deployment of the common rail 
management system (ERTMS) progresses, albeit slowly and unevenly. This echoes the 2016 findings 
of the European Court of Auditors (ECA) that the EU rail network remains a system of separate 
national rail networks that are not fully interoperable, and that EU rail freight transport still has far 
to go to be able to compete with road transport.  

Two years later, in a 2018 special report on EU high-speed rail, the ECA described the outcome of 
their findings as 'a patchwork of national lines built by Member States in isolation, without proper 
coordination across borders', and resulting in poor connections. Having visited six EU countries, the 
ECA auditors found that although the length of national high-speed rail networks was growing, the 
EU target of tripling the length of high-speed rail lines (to 30 000 km) would not be reached by 2030. 
Some projects would not even have started building work by then. In fact, the very costly cross-
border high-speed lines do not rank high among national construction priorities, and the 
Commission has no power to enforce work on them. The ECA further found that the average speeds 
on the lines in operation were far below the design speed, bringing only very limited savings of 
travel time. Consequently, they advised that the alternative of upgrading existing conventional 
lines, which could save billions of euros, should be considered. 

Design specifications for rail/road terminals (RRT) follow on from the functions the terminals need 
to fulfil to make intermodal transport competitive to road-only. For new builds, parameters can be 
accommodated, but for those constructed to re-use obsolete sidings in a city periphery or a port 
area, expansion options are limited. Problems range from missing electrification, one-side 
connection to the main line or short usable length of the transhipment tracks (rail KPIs to be met: 
access by 740 m-long trains, electrified train access, both-side connection to the main line). Nor will 
all terminals be able to handle all three types of loading units (containers, swap bodies and semi-
trailers). 

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32014L0024&qid=1606906229378
http://www.refreg.ep.parl.union.eu/RegData/etudes/etudes/join/2013/495838/IPOL-TRAN_ET(2013)495838_EN.pdf
https://www.eca.europa.eu/Lists/ECADocuments/SR16_08/SR_RAIL_FREIGHT_EN.pdf
https://www.eca.europa.eu/en/Pages/ecadefault.aspx
https://www.eca.europa.eu/en/Pages/DocItem.aspx?did=46398
https://www.saloodo.com/logistics-dictionary/swap-body/


EPRS | European Parliamentary Research Service 

4 

While most ports have a rail 
connection or are planning 
one, the provision of 
bunkering facilities for 
alternative fuels progresses 
slowly. The development of 
the regular maritime links 
('Motorways of the Sea') 
focuses on increasing port 
transhipment capacity, 
improving railway 
connections as well as 
introducing LNG bunkering 
or other sustainability 
improvements. A critical 
element for the northern 
Baltic seaports is to 
maintain good ice-breaking 
capacity, as climate change 
raises the likelihood of 
extreme weather, including 
very cold periods. The 
Channel ports have been 
expanding their waiting 
areas to meet the 
challenges posed by Brexit. 
For the same reason, Irish 
ports have focused on 
building up capacity and 
introducing digitalisation to support cross-border transport.  

For some inland waterways, namely the upper sections of the Elbe and the Danube Rivers, the 
targeted fairway depth is key to ensuring a 'good navigation status'. The depth, however, varies 
dynamically and depends mainly on hydrological circumstances. While infrastructure upgrades of 
these sections are helpful, only through continuous and flexible maintenance can they become 
reliable; otherwise, their potential for a modal shift towards waterways will not be utilised. Within 
the planned upgrade of the Seine-Scheld inland waterway network, many actions are in progress to 
allow for the passage of larger vessels. Nevertheless, the missing waterway connections in the east 
of France linking the rivers Saône - Moselle and Saône - Rhine will not be realised by 2030. 

In terms of road compliance, both upgrades from two-lane roads to motorways and coverage with 
alternative fuel facilities are progressing, albeit at varying speeds. At some sections, the provision of 
safe and secure parking facilities for trucks has been lagging. 

While many airports lack a high-speed rail connection, some do not even have a direct connection 
to the rail network, despite certain progress. However, the main issue likely to remain unresolved by 
2030 is the availability of alternative fuels for aeroplanes. In the meantime, some airports have 
started introducing alternative fuels into their ground services fleets. 

Despite infrastructure being in place, the modal shift may be limited unless green transport policy 
measures ensure the internalisation of the external costs of road transport and help reduce the cost 
of multimodal solutions. Key to enhancing multimodality is improving the last mile and good-
capacity hinterland connections to ports and within logistic clusters. The development of cross-
modal commercial mobility services will require governance models and trust mechanisms allowing 
to run a database of sensitive data on both users and service operators. Urban nodes, which play a 

Map 1: European Core Network Corridors and ro-ro shipping 
routes 

 
Source: European maritime space, Kurt Bodewig, European Commission, 2020. 

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX%3A32019D1118&qid=1607074867272
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2020)659361
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/themes/infrastructure/news/2020-11-03-update-ten-t-corridor-work-plans_en
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key role in the redistribution of traffic flows, should ensure interconnections both for passenger and 
freight transport between all modes involved. This necessitates last-mile infrastructure upgrades to 
facilitate connections between the long-distance TEN-T routes and the access points (ports, airports, 
terminals); work in this regard is progressing at varying speeds. 

In 2020, the ECA published two special reports, one focusing on TEN-T road achievements and the 
other measuring progress on eight 'megaprojects' that cost more than €1 billion each. As regards 
roads, the auditors find that while not yet fully functional, the fast-roads network is gaining ground 
and already bringing fruit in terms of more motorway mileage and shorter travel times. They 
caution, however, that most central and eastern Member States lag behind, some cross-border 
sections are incomplete, the construction of safe parking lots and clean-fuel infrastructure is poorly 
coordinated, and that insufficient road maintenance can become a risk in the long run. 

The second report evaluates eight key cross-border megaprojects in 13 Member States and 
concludes that the core network is unlikely to become operational by 2030. The average delay in 
the construction of these large projects and their access lines is 11 years, hindering the effective 
functioning of five out of nine TEN-T corridors. The main reason for this, auditors believe, is the poor 
coordination between the Member States involved. All have their own priorities, different 
procedures and speeds of implementation, and therefore cross-border projects do not get the same 
level of support on both sides. Auditors recommend that the Commission make better use of 
implementing decisions. Far from being a panacea, this limited legal tool allows the Commission to 
strengthen its oversight. Adopted in agreement with the Member States concerned, these decisions 
would reflect their commitment to comply with a commonly agreed timeline. 

Delays and problems have already been reported before. To address them, the Commission 
proposed in 2018 a set of legislative 'streamlining measures' (also known as 'smart TEN-T') to speed 
up the completion of the TEN-T, reduce delays, facilitate the involvement of private investors and 
clarify rules for public consultations. The measures target the permitting procedure, deadlines, 
designation of a single competent authority as the point of contact for investors, a joint authority 
for cross-border projects, as well as EU financial and technical assistance. The Parliament has 
confirmed the provisional agreement found in trilogue negotiations, although the Council has yet 
to formally adopt its first-reading position, which would enable Parliament to complete adoption.  

Financing 
In the 2014-2020 period, part-financing for TEN-T projects could be obtained under the CEF (mainly 
grants and financial instruments), the European structural and investment funds (Cohesion Fund 
and European Fund for Regional Development, mainly grants), the European Fund for Strategic 
investment (EFSI, loans and financial instruments) and the European Investment Bank (EIB, standard 
loans and financial instruments). 

The current EU allocation of funds to transport appears to be insufficient. The CEF, with a transport 
budget of €24.05 billion, distributed on a competitive basis primarily to transport projects on the 
core network corridors, is not able to cover all the valuable applications it receives.3 CEF financing 
focuses on removing bottlenecks, building missing cross-border connections and promoting modal 
integration and interoperability. In comparison, the targeting of the structural funds is largely 
influenced by Member States to reflect national priorities. EFSI financing, which has been used 
successfully for road and airport projects, as well as for the purchase of rolling stock and mobile 
assets, is not well suited for many TEN-T projects, in particular rail ones, due to their risk profile. 

According to Commission estimates from 2018, TEN transport investment needs for the 2021-2030 
period range between €550 billion for the core network only and €1.5 trillion when the 
comprehensive network and urban transport are included. Based on the Coordinators' fourth work 
plans, the needs of investment in TEN-T corridors total about € 640 billion. To meet this demand, a 
substantial contribution from national or private financing is required, as these amounts cannot be 

https://www.eca.europa.eu/en/Pages/DocItem.aspx?did=53432
https://www.eca.europa.eu/en/Pages/DocItem.aspx?did=%7b28F30B2D-1A5F-45D0-B2D4-F007F2F3811F%7d
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2019)635511
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/commissions/tran/inag/2020/06-17/TRAN_AG(2020)654052_EN.pdf
https://oeil.secure.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/popups/ficheprocedure.do?reference=2018/0138(COD)&l=en
https://www.eib.org/en/projects/sectors/transport/tens/index.htm
http://www.refreg.ep.parl.union.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2019/629199/IPOL_STU(2019)629199_EN.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/inea/connecting-europe-facility/cef-transport
https://www.eib.org/en/efsi/efsi-projects/index.htm?q=&sortColumn=boardDate&sortDir=desc&pageNumber=0&itemPerPage=25&pageable=true&language=EN&defaultLanguage=EN&statuses=signed&orstatuses=true&abstractProject=false&orabstractProject=true&yearFrom=2015&yearTo=2020&orCountries=true&sectors=5&orSectors=true
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52018SC0312&from=EN
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funded by EU grants only, nor by the EU financial instruments, even if budgets were significantly 
increased. 

Having analysed the project lists for their entrusted corridors, the Coordinators observe that in each 
corridor, up to about one third of projects are financially sustainable and some others have a good 
potential for financial sustainability, yet the rest have low or non-existent potential. The high share 
of projects with low or non-existent potential (often around 70 %) deserves to be analysed jointly 
with the Member States concerned. Creative solutions may be found, such as aggregating smaller 
projects to gain in scale or disaggregating larger projects to determine which components could be 
of interest to the financial market. To improve the quality and bankability of TEN-T projects, the 
Commission and the EIB set up the CEF Blending Call and Facility combining the use of grants and/or 
financial instruments from the EU budget and any form of financing from implementing partners. 
Building on the CEF blending calls, the Bodewig and Secchi 2019 Action plan recommends to 
continue such schemes and offer grants based on the financing gap identified by market providers. 
Adding another perspective, a 2018 study by the European Parliament Research Service assessed a 
range of mechanisms to finance transport infrastructure projects in cross-border regions, involving 
the European Groupings of Territorial Cohesion (EGTC) and paying special attention to small-scale 
projects with investments up to €1 million.4 

European Parliament support 
The European Parliament has supported timely TEN-T completion on many occasions. In a 
2015 resolution, it called for EU-funded infrastructure projects that are part of the TEN-T to be 
approved as a priority. It also advocated a stronger role for the Commission in implementing the 
TEN-T corridors. In its 2019 first-reading position on the streamlining measures, the Parliament 
supported the idea that respect for the deadlines set by the regulation should be taken into account 
as one of the selection criteria for projects submitted for CEF funding. Delays would justify an 
investigation of the progress of the project and could lead to a reduction or withdrawal of financial 
assistance. The Parliament has been a strong supporter of a solid transport budget facilitating the 
TEN-T's realisation, both during the negotiations on CEF 2 and at the crucial moments determining 
the 2021-2027 multiannual financial framework, where the Parliament refused to 'rubber stamp' a 
budget deal reducing financing volumes in several key programmes, among them CEF 2. 

The Parliament is preparing an own-initiative report on the revision of the TEN-T guidelines under 
the lead of Jens Gieseke (EPP, Germany). The TRAN committee adopted its report on 
1 December 2020 with a large majority and the file is on the plenary agenda for January. 

Outlook 
To take into account the exit of the UK from the EU in January 2021, the parts of the North Sea – 
Mediterranean corridor running through the UK will no longer be part of the TEN-T. To make up for 
the loss of connectivity, maritime connections between Irish ports and Channel ports are being 
strengthened. The maritime element of the Atlantic corridor has also been reinforced with added 
seaports (see Maps 2 and 3 below). 

https://ec.europa.eu/inea/en/connecting-europe-facility/cef-transport/apply-funding/blending-facility
https://www.onthemosway.eu/action-plan-enabling-the-uptake-of-the-ten-t-project-pipeline-by-the-financial-market/
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_STU(2018)614540
https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/en/policy/cooperation/european-territorial/egtc/
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-8-2015-0310_EN.html?redirect
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/sides/getDoc.do?type=TA&language=EN&reference=P8-TA-2019-0109
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-8-2019-0420_EN.html
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-9-2020-0206_EN.html
https://oeil.secure.europarl.europa.eu/oeil/popups/ficheprocedure.do?reference=2019/2192(INI)&l=en
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In the next multiannual EU budget (MFF 2021-
2027), the rules for structural funds will be slightly 
different. 

The CEF 2 (with €21.38 billion for transport, EU-27) 
will have more focus on decarbonisation and 
digitalisation to support the transition to smart and 
sustainable mobility, including modernisation of 
the existing infrastructure. Maximum co-funding 
rates will be simplified and the selection of projects 
will be closely linked to corridor priorities. Corridor alignment will be adapted to improve the 
connectivity of the core ports, strengthen the focus on inland waterways and cross-border 
connections and enhance coordination with the rail freight corridors.5 Adaptation to climate 
change is also becoming a prominent element. Another novelty will be the addition of an envelope 
to build or upgrade certain sections of key infrastructure (such as bridges) for dual civilian and 
military use. 

All available EU financial instruments will be grouped into one programme (InvestEU), which will 
have a higher risk threshold than the current EFSI and should therefore allow the financing of both 
higher- and lower-risk projects. There will be more possibilities to blend grants with InvestEU 
financing. Furthermore, the EU rules for sustainable finance ('green taxonomy'), adopted in 2020, 
should also facilitate investment in sustainable transport projects and help establish low-carbon 
benchmarks. 

As announced in the European Green Deal action plan and confirmed in the European Commission 
2021 work programme, the Commission intends to put forward a legislative proposal reviewing 
the TEN-T Regulation in the third quarter of 2021, based on an impact assessment. It started the 
review process back in April 2019. In 2020, it published an inception impact assessment and opened 
a public consultation (20 November - 18 December). The obvious challenge for the proposal will be 
how to marry the continuity of long-term key infrastructure planning with the changes needed to 
bring the TEN-T closer to the European Green Deal vision, advance the digital revolution and adapt 
the network to the change in logistic chains caused by Brexit. A parallel review process of the rail 
freight regulation has started. After a 2019 public consultation, the Commission is preparing a 
review of the rail freight corridors regulation. Moreover, it has been agreed that 2021 will be the 
European Year of Rail and the Commission plans actions to boost passenger rail. 

Map 3: Future alignment of the 
Atlantic corridor, as of 2021 

 
Source: Atlantic, Fourth work plan, Carlo Secchi, 
European Commission, 2020. 

Map 2: Future alignment of the North Sea - 
Mediterranean corridor, as of 2021 

 
Source: North Sea - Mediterranean, Fourth work plan, Péter 
Balázs, European Commission, 2020. 

https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2018)625152
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2018)628247
https://www.consilium.europa.eu/en/press/press-releases/2020/07/21/european-council-conclusions-17-21-july-2020/
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_ATA(2019)635570
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_ATA(2019)635570
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2020)659364
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_BRI(2019)635597
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_ATA(2019)644205
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/2021_commission_work_programme_annexes_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/themes/infrastructure/ten-t/review_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12532-Revision-of-Regulation-on-Union-guidelines-for-the-development-of-the-trans-European-transport-network-TEN-T-
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/2118-Evaluation-of-the-rail-freight-network/public-consultation
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_ATA(2020)659396
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/themes/infrastructure/news/2020-11-03-update-ten-t-corridor-work-plans_en
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/themes/infrastructure/news/2020-11-03-update-ten-t-corridor-work-plans_en
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While during the coronavirus crisis transport services proved crucial to moving essential goods and 
people, it remains to be seen what long-term impacts the crisis will have on the development of the 
TEN-T. 
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ENDNOTES 
 
1  Delegated Regulation 2014/473/EU with new maps of indicative extensions to Armenia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Belarus, 

Moldova, Ukraine, as well as to Belarus and Russian Federation. Delegated Regulation 2016/758/EU adapted the 
indicative extension of the comprehensive TEN-T maps and identified core network connections on the 
comprehensive network maps to the Western Balkans countries Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Kosovo, the 
Republic of North Macedonia, Montenegro and Serbia, as well as to Iceland and Norway. Delegated Regulation 
2017/849/EU included in the comprehensive network the logistic platforms, railroad terminals, inland ports, maritime 
ports and airports for which the latest two-year average of their traffic volume exceeded the relevant quantitative 
threshold, and also slightly adjusted the existing maps. Delegated Regulation 2019/254/EU adapted the indicative 
comprehensive network maps and identified the indicative core network connections to Eastern Partnership countries 
(Armenia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Moldova and Ukraine) and Georgia. 

2  These observations echo the findings of the 2018 European Parliament study, EU-funded large-scale infrastructure: 
deficient project preparation and procurement processes?. 

3  Projects supported from the CEF can be found on the searchable website of the CEF managing EU agency, INEA. 
4  New ways of financing transport infrastructure projects in Europe, EPRS, Scientific Foresight Unit (STOA), 2018. 
5  Details of the new alignment can be found in Part II of the Annex to the European Parliament legislative resolution on 

the proposal for a regulation establishing the Connecting Europe Facility. 
 

DISCLAIMER AND COPYRIGHT 
This document is prepared for, and addressed to, the Members and staff of the European Parliament as 
background material to assist them in their parliamentary work. The content of the document is the sole 
responsibility of its author(s) and any opinions expressed herein should not be taken to represent an official 
position of the Parliament. 
Reproduction and translation for non-commercial purposes are authorised, provided the source is 
acknowledged and the European Parliament is given prior notice and sent a copy. 
© European Union, 2020. 
Photo credits: © applezoomzoom / Adobe Stock. 
eprs@ep.europa.eu (contact) 

www.eprs.ep.parl.union.eu (intranet) 
www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank (internet) 
http://epthinktank.eu (blog)  

https://ec.europa.eu/transport/themes/infrastructure/news/2020-11-03-update-ten-t-corridor-work-plans_en
https://www.eca.europa.eu/en/Pages/DocItem.aspx?did=53699
https://www.eca.europa.eu/en/Pages/DocItem.aspx?did=53699
https://www.eca.europa.eu/en/Pages/DocItem.aspx?did=53432
https://www.onthemosway.eu/action-plan-enabling-the-uptake-of-the-ten-t-project-pipeline-by-the-financial-market/
https://www.onthemosway.eu/action-plan-enabling-the-uptake-of-the-ten-t-project-pipeline-by-the-financial-market/
https://www.eca.europa.eu/en/Pages/DocItem.aspx?did=46398
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A32014R0473
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A32016R0758
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A32017R0849
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A32017R0849
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=celex%3A32019R0254
http://www.refreg.ep.parl.union.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2018/621789/IPOL_STU(2018)621789_EN.pdf
http://www.refreg.ep.parl.union.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2018/621789/IPOL_STU(2018)621789_EN.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/inea/en/connecting-europe-facility/cef-transport/cef-transport-projects
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank/en/document.html?reference=EPRS_STU(2018)614540
https://www.europarl.europa.eu/doceo/document/TA-8-2019-0420_EN.html
mailto:eprs@ep.europa.eu
http://www.eprs.ep.parl.union.eu/
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/thinktank
http://epthinktank.eu/

	Summary
	For a number of years now, the EU has been developing a transport network across its territory to link its regions and countries, and thus also markets and people. This large-scale project – the trans-European transport network (TEN-T) – should be eff...
	Seven years later, the European Commission is taking stock of what has been achieved, what remains to be done and what will not be achieved within the 2030 horizon. It has already proposed changes to the EU financial support for TEN-T for the 2021-202...
	This briefing looks at the latest updates to the work plans prepared by the European Coordinators, the experts each responsible for advancing one branch of the network through having the best grassroots information available to them. Their views are c...
	Background
	State of play in 2020
	Map 1: European Core Network Corridors and ro-ro shipping routes
	Financing
	European Parliament support
	Outlook
	Map 2: Future alignment of the North Sea - Mediterranean corridor, as of 2021
	Map 3: Future alignment of the Atlantic corridor, as of 2021

