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2. TRANSPORT SYSTEM AND MOBILITY IN THE
CARPATHIANS
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SUSTRAIN

SUSTAINABLE TRANSPORT INFRASTRUCTURE

and intermodal transport concepts for narthern Central Europe

NACHHALTIGE VERKEHRSINFRASTRUKTUR
und intermodale Verkehrskonzepte
fiir das nordliche Zentraleuropa

2010 allowed to
formulate

‘evealed that one of the most important
>and Torino, which have to deal with raffic

SWOMM

AnsKezoL

Number of European,
CEIl and Carpathian
investigations, as well
as special discussions
on 4 CEIl - Bukovina
orkshops in 2006 -

INTERREG |IIB -CADSE. EURAC swoMM CONFERENCE - Trieste - 11-12-13 DECEMBER 2007

PIIIEHHA Ne 82000 HOTARAREA Nr. 82000 DECISION Me 8/2000
PATI €BPOPETIOHY «BEPXHIN IIPYT» A CONSILIULUI EUROREGIUNIT OF THE COUNCIL OF EUROREGION
wlTna und ansmismisd cdwmn svawaseiyyof 1a «PRUTUL DE SUS » «UPPER PRLT »
@ «Cu privire la domeniile prioritare ale activitafii O the priority spheves for the Soctal &
. ecenomice 5i seciale a Enroregiunii «Prunid de Sus» Economical activities in Euroregion «Upper Praits

11T CEI - Bukovim Waorkshay @7a2000p.  Musnscipinl, Ediner 30 noembrie 2000 ity Edinets November 30, 2000
Clinllenge of the Third Mil % 5 ; £y : i i
Chernivesi Oblast (Ukraine) -Suceava Cousy (R - & Novanher 2003 ¥roae mpo In conformitate cu articolele 5 3 6 ale Acordulii  Accordingly to the Asticles 5 and 6 of the Agreement
FINAL CONCLUSIONS » pevind crearea Eurorezinaii "Pruul de Sus” regarding the setting up of the Enroregion «Upper
Prues

The CET Workshop was leld on T - 8 aber 2048 in Buko i aproba nrmatoarele domenii

Fru < f Chermivisi and Snceava Regional onomicdl §i sociall reciproch
menm] Strucures, Chambers of C i

a key index of Ilw

1. Council of the Euroregion adopts the follows list
of priority spheres for the linked Economical &
Social activities in the Eurcregion

trocturs de  transport gi development of transport & commmmications
ul condoarelor transeuropene  infrastructure on the levels of Trans-Eurcpean
wovation- vestasent A ale corfidors and Tocal traffic:

Developun, Enrorezions als jimg lines in Ei a . &
i hie & Red Bananas™ 4 % 5 mu enerpetice la mivelul o development of epergetic infrastructure on the
2 = 2 local Solut:

(CTani pO3BHTOR TRAHCROPTHHX CHCTEM
¥ 30H] HOBHX CXLAKHK KONAOHIS EC

Sustainable Development of Transport System
in zone of the new EU eastern border
Transregional
Trade-Technology Transier
Challenge of Third Millennium . )

for Transirontier Co-operation
on the new EU eastem horder

- CEL

B CEL- Bukaving Warksliop “Sustalnabile Bevelapment of 1ranspart Svetem
2o1e of e wew EU eastert barder
Chemivtsi (Ukaine) —Stceavn (Romaniz), 1% -16 Novenher 2007
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BRUSSELS DECLARATION ON VIA CARPATHIA

o

We the undersipmed comsider the Via Carpathia Foad to be of crocial
mpariance to the Enropean Union. The Foad plays a vital role in simmlating growth
in the Eastern repions of the Union which often suffer from secio-econmic
oeiphbeuring countries, especially in the context of fiture ETT enlarpement towards
the East.

Therefore, we call oo the EU instingtions, the European Parliament the
Euwropesn Commizsion and the European Council in partioular, te reflact Via
Carpathia's importance in the fitre EU transpert policy and inclode the whole Fead
in the TEN-T care nefwark.

Om muar side we commit eurselves to parsoe the following objectives regarding
firture development and modernisation of the Via Carpathia Foad:

1. ensure proper mamierance, modemization and development of the Via Carpathia
Fuoad,

1. carry out a coordinated stratepy aiming to make the Via Carpathia Foad a project of
common interest for the EUT as a whale,

1. puarmies proper financmg for maintenance, modemization and development of the
Via Carpathia Foad,

4. coordinate mur natsonal stategies in order to maintain, modermice amd develop the
Via Carpathia Boad.

without Ukraine

Sipmed at Brussels, 2 Cciober 2012

VIA CARPATHIA
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TRANSREGIONAL ALPINE- CARPATHIAN DIMENSION OF DANUBE STRATEGY
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Consultation on the EU Strategy for the Danube Region ‘ Z tothe Ei S e

LA VI RIS EY QR aioyy (YL ST LAlAYe MUY e -Zi to'the European Mountain-Convention

Partner States, their regions, geo-landscapes and habitats. This disparity can be perceived in soci . - e 'l T b W S

economic and spatial conditions, mentalities/traditions, approaches and accessibility to resources, —— P T

energy, education, mobility, information and other “creature comforts”. A 3 -

Such “patchwise cohort” has, first of all, to find common fields of interests on the way to joint sy@&rgic IR \

solutions to prevent further face-off barriers for macro-regional Sustainable Development. A}S)E §§nt chec\zM\,\ Kracow
Ilen‘ulllll: e

(3

Danube Strategy (EUSDR) establishment can be qualified by term “betweenness” as “a plgts o

where differences and borders are redefining themselves” (D. Sibony).

This betweenness overcoming opportunity was formulated by EU Commissioner O.W‘ Borde 3 3 .
restrictive. Borders limit our minds, chain actions, and reduce our influence. Frontig € |nn@ \i‘/ f/“w’“y
Frontiers free our minds, stimulate action, and increase our influence. Frontiers gra®uCh / £ //—’
substantive and functional — even mental — than geographic”. From such point ',}';” S| 95ful start up < ratisiava = i

of EUSDR embodiment should be conform to the principle proclaimed by the 'Vr Arti of the ENPIL: bl :& s
“Community assistance may be used for common benefit of Member StatesgaW/fa i “ltie / ——|

their regions, for the purpose of promating cross-border and transregionaNéédpera rough different
EU Programs and other tools.

e,
Further development of this EU approach was formulated in the ENPlEegstegiZe0ional Program Strategy
Paper 2007 — 2013: “seems that the most successful projects have!ey thgs@yhich from the outset
have benefited from a sustained high level political support provi 6m dgPdgfonal institutional
framework. By contrast, projects that have been implemented t a Qaftgm-up approach, i.e. as a
result of demand from individual partner countries, rather than WgAin defined political multi-lateral
framework, have tended to remain isolated, even when su&s I, an general have not succeeded in
fostering a genuine regional spin-off™.
The “natural” challenge of Climate Change in Danube
through Sustainable Development mechanisms. Usin@¥g30
in Rhine basin we can act “implementing our climaié
change is a dynamic element in a strategy for gra@d
the Europe 2020 approach”, how it was propos@ f
Government after Copenhagen.

Water is the general common Resource i
activities, which are realised immediatelys i ¥ed space, e.g. navigation, or hydro-technical
processes in the river basin (irrigation, i powels exploitation and mining water pumping, river
beds regulation, dredging, sand/grayg e river banks etc.).

In parallel should be revised all otif ¢ dpogenic activities impacting river basin both on more or
less constant value and throug wi EMg

industrial sphere they are: prog i
kinds of food, construction g
will be paid to hazardous yms

R eyt

@ eive “anthropogenic” answer
¢/of “Industrial Metabolism Refinement”
gy package showing how tackling climate
g jobs and boosting energy security under
iglzht Barroso to EU Heads of State and

ay-saving echnologles

ors, waters polluters and potentially danger manufactures.

\'f concerns Clean Water Sources in Alps and Carpathians. Under
pfoblem very soon will became more then obvious.
G Taking into account actual
Alpine and Carpathian
Conventions - their last years
collaboration should become a
“Common Generator” for
further EUSDR project’s topics.
It means utilisation of common

= Furope INNOVA/ PROINNO Euro THE EUROPEAN
CLUSTER MEMORANDUM

THE CONCEPT OF CLUSTERS AND Promoting European Innovation through Clusters
= __##"® ER POLICIES AND THEIR

and individual achievements ... 'OR COMPETITIVENESS S —
and agreements of these . UNOVATION: el fofispbedp sl ooy
Conventions for Sustainable . " ISTATISTICAL RESULTS

Development of Transport,
Energy, Water, Forests,
Agriculture and other sectors.
As well as both Conventions
also foresee intercultural and
interethnic reciprocal actions
aimed to augment common
heritage.

T ams L LS Lt For instance nowadays Alpine
Transregional Alpine-Carpathian interaction in Danube basin and Carpathian Forestry

[ESSONS LEARNED
T

Brussels, 17.10.2008
COM(2008) 652

|COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE COUNCIL, THE
EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL
COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS

Towards world-class clusters in the European Union:

Implementing the broad-based innovation strategy

{SEC(2008) 2637}
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\‘*-_._-/
COUNCIL OF

THE EUROPEAN UNION

Council conclusions on the European Union Strategy for the
Danube Region

3083rd GENERAL AFFAIRS Council meeting
Brussels, 13 April 2011

12. STRESSES that the application of existing funds and financial instruments supporting the
involvement of third countries participating in the implementation of the Strategy should be
fully aligned with relevant external EU strategies and policies which also determine the relevant

external lending mandates oI the European Investment Bank.

13. STRESSES the importance of due involvement of all EU Member States and all interested
stakeholders on transnational. regional and local level. as appropriate. in the implementation of
the EU Strategy for the Danube Region.

14. While stressing the primarily internal character of the strategy and the necessity to preserve the

integrity of the EU decision making. ACKNOWLEDGES that the inclusion and participation
of third countries is crucial if the desired objectives of the strategy are 10 De achieved.

18. INVITES the Member States concerned and the Commission to explore the possible
interconnections and synergies between the two existing macro-regional strategies. namely the

EU §t1atemes IOI the Ealnc §ea Remon and the 53111158 Eeelon CEEIS 6N the Eulopean
Commission to ensure on this basis the_coherent development of both macro-regions, including

mmfrastructural connections between them.




Table A6.2 Modal split of freight transport (% in total inland freight tkm) — excluding

pipelines B I I R - I
Road Rail Iww ways
(%) (%) (%)
1995 2000 2005 2010 1995 2000 2005 2010 1995 2000 2005 2010
Austria 63.5 64.8 64.1 56.3 31.6 30.6 32.8 39.0 4.9 4.5 3.0 4.7
Belgium LLS 77 .4 Lol L0 125 11.6 13.4 12.7 9.8 10.9 14.1 16.6
Bulgaria 36.3 52.3 70.8 68.1 60.0 45.2 25.4 10.7 3.7 2.6 30 21.2 i
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
‘ 57.8 68.0 74.4 79.0 41.7 31.9 25°5 21.0 0.5 0.2 0.1 0.1
Denmark 919 922 922 =270 | 81 78 delelddld.| 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
- 28.7 327 35.4 45.8 713 67.3 64.6 54.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Finland 71.7 758 g@a 730 | 281 240 233 248 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.2
France 76.4 75.3 80.5 82.2 20.7 21.3 16.0 13.5 2.8 3.4 3.5 4.3
Germany 63.9 65.3 66.0 64.9 18.9 19.2 20.3 22.2 152 15.5 13.6 12.9
Greece 08.8 08.5 08.1 98.0 1.2 1.5 1.9 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
58.9 66.4 69.2 75.1 35.9 30.5 25.0 19.6 a2 5 % 5.8 5.3
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
90.1 96.2 98.3 99.2 09 3.8 1.7 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
88.9 88.9 90.3 90.4 11:3 11.0 97 9.6 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.1
15.8 26.5 29.8 38.1 84.2 73.5 70.2 61.9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
41.9 46.6 56.1 59.1 58.0 53.4 43.9 40.9 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
86.4 88.3 92.3 94.1 8.3 7.3 4.1 2.1 5-3 4.4 3.6 3.9
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Netherlands 63.5 63.5 63.6 62.3 2.9 3.6 4.4 4.8 33.6 32.9 31.9 32.9
Norway 78.2 83.5 R 2.0 21.8 16.5 14.7 15.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
42.6 57.6 69.0 81.2 56.7 41.5 30.8 18.8 0.7 0.9 0.2 0.1
Portugal 94.1 94.7 94.6 93.9 ST 5.3 5.4 6.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Romania 48.4 42.9 67.3 49.2 44.0 49.1 217 23.5 7.6 79 11.0 27.2
51.0 53.2 68.9 74.8 44 .3 41.7 28.9 22.0 4.7 5.1 2.3 3.2 -
51.8 65.0 JI3 82.3 48.2 35.0 22F 17.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
90.3 92.8 952 95.8 9.7 7.2 4.8 4.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sweden 62.0 64.7 64.0 60.7 38.0 35.3 36.0 39.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Switzerland —— 46 8 460 544 49 2 et 45.5 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.2
Turkey 93.0 94.3 94.8 94.4 7.0 5.7 52 5.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
United Kingdom Q923 90.0 87.8 88.7 7.6 9.8 : G 11.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1

Source: Eurostat, 2012b.



Trans-European Baltic-Mediterranean Carpathian bypass
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