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1. Introduction

Rail Freight Corridor North Segq Baltic (RFC N8) becameoperational on the 10 of
November 2015 according to Regulation (Ed©13/2010 of the European Parliament and

of the Council of 22 September 2010 concerning a European rail network for competitive
freight (hereinafter: the RFC Regulatio@)er the years the Corridor was gradually extended
to Riga and Tallinn (October 2020) and to Medyka and the ports of/ Gamieuzen and
Zeebrugge in January 2022.

Regulation (EUR024/1679 of the European Parliament and of the Council on Union
guidelines for the development of thigeans-European transport network (hereafter THN
Regulation), that was published on 28 June 288d entered into force on the 18of July
2024, amends the RFC Regulation. The -TERegulation defines 9 European Transport
Corridors (ETC), thattegrate the former Rail Freight CorridofBhe ETC NB passes now
through 10 countries the NetherlandsBelgium, Germany, Poland, Lithuania, Latvia, Estonia,
Finland Swederand UkraineEach ETC ka European Coordinator, who acts as ambassador
of the TENT policy and oversees the progress of the corresponding ETC.

As of now, the railway freight lines of the ETC form the new alignment of the RFC, that no
longer includes the Czech Republic and deletes some former RBQiMNS, but also adds
some new lines

The RFC governance structure needs to be adapted to this new alignment and the RFC should
be operational 18 months after the entry into force of the TEMRegulation. Six months
before, that is by the 18of July 2025 at the latest, the Management Board needs to publish

an Implementation Plan, according to Article 9 of the RFC Regulation

The Implementation Plan for RFGBI8escribes the characteristics of the freight corridor and
outlines the strategic measures and actions required to enhance the performance, the
capacity and the quality of this vital EastWest Corridor. The Implemenian Planwas
elaborated taking into account theommon structure developed by all RFCs under the
umbrella of RilNetEurope (RNE)

The draft Implementation Plamvas consultedvith the Advisory Groups, applicants and other
stakeholdersThisimplementation Planvasapproved by the Executive Board of RFEBNB
16 July 2025.

It is important to note that due to significant timelirelated differences for the elaboration

of other documents (such as the work plan of the European Coordinatoy tleat could have

an impact on the Implementation Plan, not all obligations regarding the content of the
Implementation Plan as foreseen in Article 9 of the RFC Regulation could be fulfilled. Updates
are however possible once the aforementioned documergsdme available.
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2. CorridorDescription

The ETC North SeaBaltic stretches from the North Sea ports in Belgium, the Netherlands

and Germany to Poland and continues north through Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia to Helsinki
YR hdzf dz Ay CAYflFYR |yR [ dzZ Sin Asyfronf BedrRaSdy @ ¢ 2
Warsaw via Lublin to Kyiv and from Magdeburg via Leipzig to Katowice and via Lviv to Kyiv
and Mariupol in Ukraine. It consists of the parts of the core and extended core network which

are of the highest strategic importance for the deyaioent of sustainable and multimodal

freight and passenger transport flows in Europe and for the development of interoperable
high-quality infrastructure and operational performance.

The Rail Freight Corridor North SeaBaltic consists ofthe rail freight lines of the
corresponding European Transport Corrideigure2-1).

New line sections were included in the previously existing corgdantries

f Pilawag Lubling/ K SdD6rohuskin Poland

f BerlingSzczeciq| 4 A y 2 te&érraahySand Poland

1 Siauliai Klaipedan Lithuania

f Brieselang; HamburgAltona Aachen West Cologne; Hagenc [ | Kigf Germany
1 Arnhem- Deventerin the Netherlands.

The following sections of the previous RFCB\&e no longer part of the Corridor:

1 Valburg aansl. OogtOberhausenn the Netherlands and Germany
1 Gent- Dendermonde Mecheleng Leuvenin Belgium

T . Al Ol tRerépodiiPoland

1 all sections inhe Czech Republic

RFC N8 includes also 16 maritime ports and overlaps with the following RFCs: North Sea
RhineMediterranean, Scandinaviadediterranean, Baltic SeAdriatic Sea, RhinBanube.
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Figure 21 Railway freight lines of the ETC North SgBaltic
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2.1 Key Parameters o€orridorLines

Figure 21-1 shows the type of TENIlines (core or extended core) of the RFEBNS

The Rail Baltica project, a European standard gauge railway line, connecting Estonia, Latvia
and Lithuania to Poland and the rest of the EU, is shown as a dotted line, as the line is still
under construction and will not be in operation by the time the nawgnment of RFC N
becomes operational in January 2026.

Given the current situation in Ukraine and the fact that as a-Bbhcountry it does not need
G2 Fdzf FAf (GKS 20fA3dldA2ya 2F GKS wC/ wS3dz I
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Figure2-1-1: Type of TENT lines
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Figures 21-2 to 21-11 show the following TEN requirements for the freightailway lines
belonging to RFC N&B(situation January 2026):

1 Nominal track gauge (Figurel2?)
1 Electrification (type of power source) (Figurd-3)

1 Maximum train length (Figure A2-4 and2-1-5 , thelatter showing the situation in
2030)

Axle load (Figure-2-6)
Maximum line speed (Figure-2-7)
Profile and loading gauge (Figurd-B).

ERTMS (ETCE6lass B system, ETB&elineand ETCS System version) (Figuie92
2-1-11).

= =4 =4 A

Please note that the graphical overviews are given for informational purposes only and do not
consider the specific compliance criteria as described in theTTRE¥gulation for some of
these requirements. The compliance of the infrastructure requirementseing monitored

by the European Coordinator.

Although the railway freight lines of the ETC go to Finland, Sweden and Ukraine, they are not
included in the following overviews. As the Finnish railway system is not linked to Estonia and
Finland decided to make use of Article 8(2a) of the RFC Regulatgaming that the Finnish

IM will not participate in the Management Board of the Corridor (see also 2.4}, lihesare

not included in the map. On top of that as an isolated network with a different track gauge
they could be exempted from complying with these TERequirements. This also applies to
Ukraine apart fronbeing a noAEU country and thevar of aggression still going on.

la {6SRSYy ArAa y2i0 O02yySOGSR G2 GKS wcC/¢ SEOSL
participation, itis neither included ithis Implementation Plan.

In addition to the TENT parameters, RFC MSwill also provide information on other
parameters in the Customer Information Platfor@ik), once adapted to the new alignment,
such as

T  Number of tracks

1 Gradients

1 Usage of the line (passenger, freight, combined)
1 More detailedERTMS info

CIP is an interactive, Internbased information tool, that has beateveloped together with

other RFCs as well as RailNetEurope. By means of a Graphical User Interface, CIP provides
precise information on the routing, selected terminals and specific track properties, as well

as ICM lines and their m@uting options of theparticipating RFCs.


https://cip.rne.eu/topology/interactive-map?welcome=true
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Figure2-1-2: Nominal track gauge
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Along the western and central parts of the Corridor, the railway tracks are in European standard gauge, but in the taltiteStare still in wide gauge.

close this gap on the RFC-RS

Rail Baltica will
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Figure 21-3: Electrification (ype of power sourcg
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Most of the RFC NB lines are electrified, except for a few stretches in BelgthmNetherlands Germary and Poland. However, the 1520 mm network is not electrified.
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Figure 21-4: Maximum train length (situation 2026)
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The maximum train length on the corridor lines varies frd@0m to 600 m. At the moment ofwriting the Implementation Plarjourneys for 740 m trains on the entire
Corridor without restrictionsare not possibleexceptfor Lithuania,Latviaand Estonialn Belgium the length of freight trains is limited in principle to 750 m inclusive of

GNI OlGA2y dzyiAldad ¢KS AYyFNI

TENT Regulation are not being considered here.
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Figure 21-5: Maximum train length (situation 2030)
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The maximum train length on the corridor lines varies from 1050 m to 600 m. The compliance crit@d@roitrains as described in the TENRegulation are not being
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considered hereDespite some improvement by 2030, it will not be possible yet to run 740m trains without restrictions on theGonticer.
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Figure 21-6: Axle load
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In the major part of theCorridor the allowed axle load is 22.5 t atlte meter load8t, whereas the possibilities in Poland are more restricted.
On the other handin Lithuaniag Latviaanda stretch inthe NetherlandgBetuwerouté, the axleload is 25 t and in Estonia even 32 t.
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Figure 21-7: Maximum line speed
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In the majority of theCorridor, the allowed maximum speed on lines for freight trains is 100 km/h or meseeptin certain regions where the speed is limited down to

40 km/h.Maximum speed of freight trains on the 1520mm network is significdmdligerthan on the 1435mm networklhe compliance criteria for design speed as described
in the TENT Regulation are not being considered here.
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Figure 21-8: Profile and loading gauge
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For the purpose of describing the loading gauge, the parameters given in timetivbrk statement were used i.e. Belgium and Germarthe profie parameter, the
NetherlandsLithuanig Latvia and Estoniathe loading gauge parametetn Poland, profile P/C 400 is possible only upon requédst.compliance criteria fdoading gauge
(by 2040)s described in the TENRegulation are not being considered here.
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Figure 21-9: ETC$ Class B signalling systems
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Onlya small part of the RFC is equipped with ETi&# is the lines iBelgiumand some stretches ithe Netherlands and Polarate equipped with ETC$ Belgiumthe
Class B system will be decommissioned on 12th December 2027.

16



@ ,
é‘ Rail Freight Corridor
North Sea - Baltic

Figure 21-10: ETCBaseline
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Figure 21-11: ETCSystem version
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2.2 Corridor Terminals

Il OO2NRAY3A (G2 ! NIAOES HOoOO 2 Fhe indafatiow @dvided S 3 dzf |

along the freight corridor which has bespecially arranged to allow either the loading or the
unloading of goods onto or from freight trains, and the integration of rail freight services with
road, maritime, river and air services, and either the forming or modification of the
composition of fright trains; and, where necessary, performing border procedures at borders
with European third countriés ®

The list of terminals based on this definition can be found in the Customer Information
Platform CIB.

The contents of this Customer Information Platform (CIP) are for information purposes only and are not legally binding.
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The terminals along the new routes previously not covered by RFE iNSthuaniaand
Polandare listed in the table below. They will be included in &I® later stage

Country Terminal

Yt ALTRI

Lithuania —
5N} dz3eauT

OTPorf sAy2dz21 OAS {

Poland |DB Port Szczecin Sp. z o.0.

LTK Intermodal Sp. z 0.0.
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Please be advisedhat the list of terminals both in CIP and the talaleoveare not aligned
with the identification of the multimodal freight terminals according to the revised-TEN
Regulation((EU 2024/1679. Any adjustments, if needed, can and will be done once the data
becomes available.

Furthermore, Article 36(3) of the TEINRegulation calls on the Member States to identify the
multimodal freight terminals and to carry out a market and prospective analysis of these
terminals on their territory by 19th of July 2027 at the latest. Thidymmmust examine the
current and future freight traffic flows across different transport modes. It should also identify
the existing multimodal freight terminals within the trafigiropean transport network and
assess whether there is a need for new tamads or additional transhipment capacity at
existing ones. Once the results of this study are avaij&ieC NB will align its terminal list

as part of a future update of the Implementation Plan.
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2.3 2Bottlenecks

There is no common definition o& bottleneck for the entireRFC N8. For this
Implementation Plan, bottlenecksere identified according to the following methodolaes
provided byeachinfrastructure Manageon the basis of the procedure in tiMdemberSates
concerned

Belgium (Infrabel)

Calculation for traffic forecasts:

The development is forecasted based on the expeded increa®/decaeaseof freight and
passemer traffic. The calailation is based on the current rate of occypancy whichis
increa®d/ decreased acording to the expeded traffic development.

For freight, the forecast is based on the assumption that traffic wiluble by2030.
Freight and passenger traffic are forecasted separately until 2030.

Calalation basis 6r the definition of (potential)bottlenecks

Rateof occypancy of the lines/ nodesandthe sibsequent remaining cgacity. Theremaining
cgpadty resuts from the comparison of the theoreticaly available cgacity and the expected
used capaity.

Thelnfrabel calalation method takesinto aacount all trains (freight and passnger) on the
different sections of the network. It makes a mix of all possible variations, determines for
eachvariant the rate of occuypancy and calallatesthe average rate of occypancy.

A setion is considered asa bottleneckwhen the remaining capacityis < 25%

A node is consideredsa bottleneckwhen the remaining capacity is < 40%.

A section or node is considered to be a potential bottleneck whenrédmaining capacity is
close to the bottleneck threshold (25% feactions, 40% for nodes)

Current situation
In Belgium two nodes are marked as bottlenecks:

1 the node GenSintPieters (congested)
1 the node Lier (Y. Nazareth)

4 sections are marked as potential capacity bottlenecks

1 the section between Brugge and Gent
the section between Gent (Y Bernadettestraat) and Sint Niklaas
the section between Antwerpen Berchem and Lier

= 4 =

the section between Aarschot and Hasselt
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As Figure 2.3.1 does not show the potential bottlenecks, they are not represented in the
jumping jack.

Situation 2030
6 sections/regions areonsideredasbottlenecks for 2030:

1 the Gent area : Gent Dampoort/Y. West Driehoek Ledeberg
Noord Driehoek Ledeberg

M the section between Gent and Sint Niklaas: from Y.
Bernadettestraat¢ Lokereng Sint Niklaas

1 the Antwerp area: Y. Driehoekstraat / Y. Schijn / Y. Walenhoek /
Y. Holland/ Y. Antwerpen  Schijnpoort /Y. Drabstraat

1 the section between Antwerpen Berchem , Lier and Aarschot :
from Y. Aubry Lierg

Y. Nazareth

the Aarschot area:section Y. NazarethY. Noord Driehoek Aarschot
section Y. Noord Driehoek Aarschaf Zuid Driehoek Aarschot
section Y. Noord Driehoek Aarschd@iest

1 the section between Y. Rooierweg and Tongeren

E ]

One section isonsideredas a potential bottleneck:
1 the section between Diest and Hasselt

Caacity calalation and forecastfor specifc parameters

740m trains:

The length of freight trains is limited in principle to 740 m including the towing locomotive(s).
¢CKS AYTFNI AGNHzZOGdzNE YIFylF3ISNRa FINBSYSyd vYdzai
650m. The allocation of the train path will then be based on the characteristics of the
infrastructure and robustness.

In order to enable 740m trains to run without timetable/operational restrictions by 2030,
several projects were already launched, mainly in the frame of larger projects and some of
them with CEF support. In addition, Infrabel started in December 2020 afispstudy to
identify locations where investments in side tracks are essential to allow 740m trains without
restrictions. Apart from the existing and already planned side tracks, 12 additional locations
were identified and prioritised. These are the mmim side tracks to be provided on the
Belgian rail network. Several of these identified locations are also located on RE-C NS

The aim is that, if all these projects are realised, a quality train path 24/7 can be offered for
740m trains on the freight lines of the core TENetwork and some RFC lines. This goal is
also supported in the Rail Vision 2040 and the subsequent actoonfpr rail freight of the
Minister of Mobility.
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The identified projects were also taken into consideration in the Performance Contract
between the Belgian Government and Infrabel, signed in December 2022, and in the Multi

Annual Investment Plan 20232032.

Influencing factors on infrastructure projects to eliminate (potential)bottlenedks

1 Costbenefitanalysis

1 Availaility of funding
1 Prioritisation according to TENT status of line.

Netherlands (ProRail)

ProRail

Definition of (potential) bottlenecks

Calculation basis
for the definition
of (potential)
bottleneck

For dedicated freight nodes, shunting yards (SY) and switches: ny
of overloaded hours
For all lines: Do theredicted number of freight trains fit in the Bag
Hour Pattern (BUP)

Evaluation criteria
for the definition
of (potential)

For dedicated freight nodes, SYs and switches: number of overlg
hours

9 Potential bottleneck: 125 overloaded hours

Calculation of Traffic Forecast

bottleneck 9 Bottleneck: > 25 overloaded hours
For all lines: BUP
1 Utilization ofthe available freight train paths
0 < 50% 75% potential bottleneck,
0 >75% bottleneck
Principles of The initial Netherlandsvide forecast on the development in all sectd

traffic forecasts

including transport iprovided by the Central Planning Bureau and
Netherlands Environmental Assessment Agency. The developme
cargo trains is presented in a matrix covering the various scend
With the NEMO model, the number of trains needed for the transy
of theforecasted cargo is calculated. Several scenarios are availal
the number of trains on the different routes for several years,
assessment of % of 740 m trains, different routing to the border et

Separate
forecasts for
passenger and
freight traffic
available

Yes

Separate
forecasts for
capacity on lines
and in nodes

available

No
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Calculation of Available Capacity

Calculation
method for
determining the
available capacity,

Calculation of overloaded hour for dedicated freight nodes, SYs a
switches:

1 5SYIFyYRY wSI f Al-1yéak &e/incidsad hith Thi
forecasts + further factors
1 Available capacity: infriayout, headway time calculation;

1 Assessment if number of trains can be processed in 48 min
the railway yard

2dz0 02YSY ydzYoSNI 27
handled in 48 min (80%) + inflayout

Calculation of basic hour pattern (BUP) for all lines (including
Havenspoorlijn and Betuweroute A15):

1 Determination of demanded number of train paths/h (per trg
type) based on forecast

Construction of BUP

| KSO1 2F FSIraAroArtArde oA0GK
ProRail adaption proposals if BUP is not feasible

1 Bottleneck applies, if adaption proposal is not acceptable

utilization of the available BUP paths for freight trains in %. as sod
it exceeds 75%, there is a bottleneck.

20SNX 2+ RSR

== —a -

Separate
calculation for
passenger and
freight traffic
available

Yes

Separate
calculation for
capacity on lines

Yes
1 All Lines =BUP
1 Nodes, shunting yards, or switches for freight trains =

and in nodes
available Overloaded hours
Capacity 740m trains:

Calculation and
forecast for

9 For every train type ProRail has determined a feasible
maximum train length.

specific .

pgrameters 1 The number of tracks on shunting yards are calculated for
every type of train based on forecasts of each train type +
scenarios with the growth of 740 m trains

Influencing 1 Social cosbenefit analysis > 1 (most important factor)

factors on 1 International agreements

infrastructure Leaal obligati

projects to 1 Legal obligations

eliminate 1 Available budget

bottlenecks f (Local) government wishes with budget
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Germany DBInfraGO AG

Insufficient operational quality is an expression of excessive charge and is not acceptable in
the long term. This range is therefore outside of the performance range to be aimed for.
Charged systems that work in this area are an indicator of bottlenec#ispassibly to be
declared'overloaded railways or future overloaded railways".

GhdSNI 2 RSR NI Afglé&a 2N FdzidzNBE 20SNI 21 RSR
permanent bottlenecks (actually or in future) and have to be defined jointly by IM and
MemberSate. In a next step a plan for increasing capacity has to be worked out and planning
and financing must be agreed.

Poland (PLK S.A)

There is no single, officially established definition of a bottleneck within the Polish network.
However, for the purpose of this report, a bottleneck is defined as any section that does not
meet the 740meter length requirement and/or the 22-ton axle lad parameter. These two
parameters represent physical, technical, or functional barriers that disrupt the continuity of
long-distance or crosborder transport flows. Such barriers can be overcome by constructing
new infrastructure or significantly upgradj existing infrastructure, leading to substantial
improvements. According to this definition, all sections that fail to meet either the length or
axle load requirements are considered bottlenecks.

Lithuania(LTG Infra)

The lottleneck definition within LTG Infra is driven by the operational usage of the network
by the mixed passenger/freight traffic. By assessingctygacity requests from operatarthe
infrastructure manager generates a timetable; any segments where the requested capacity is
not accommodated due to timetabling is considered a bottleneck.

The potential capacity assessment for specific routes is done manually on annual basis based
on freight operator and passenger service requests, once the traffic is scheduled the
bottlenecks are identified and registered.

Latvia (LDz)

The definition ofa bottleneck is considered whext a certain moment it is not possible to pass
trains according to the schedule. The number of tracks and the trains on Latvian gilway
allows to say thathere are no bottlenecks on the Latviaailways. There isa reserve of
capacity to handle additional trains.

Estonia(EVR)

2008 SyS0O1 Ay 9aild2yAl A& RSTAYSR SgAGKAY (KS
AYTFNI aidNHzOG dzNB  OF LI OA (e ¢ o

The Railways Acthttps://www.riigiteataja.ee/en/eli/501042021002/consolideand the
Network Statement (https://www.evr.ee/en/search?g=network+statementdescribe the
capacity allocation principles and procedures in this case.
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There is also a requirement in the Railways &93) that the IM should perform a capacity
analysis within six months after declaring railway infrastructure capacity to be depleted. Such
analysis iperformed in order to clarify the reasons for capacity depletion and to determine
the financial and technical measures needed for removal of the depletioncesation of

additional capacity.
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2.4 RFQGovernane

The governance structure as described in the RFC Regulation with an Executive Board,
Management Board and Advisory Groups is maintainedidadapted to the new alignment

of the Corridor. It ensures that the objectives and ambitions of the Corridor are met.

The graph below presesthe governance structure of RFC North §&altic as of January'l

2026.

RFC North Sea - Baltic Governance Structure

- — e
RAILWAY II --_ H

UNDERTAKING
ADVISORY

GROUP ProRail INFRABEL InfraGO P s .

TP ————

TERMINAL
MANAGEMENT BOARD ADVISORY
GROUP

k=1
L1G X INFRA — = LATRAILNET === |ATVIJAS DZELZCELS <= EESTI RAUDTEE
- = _—

PMO

OFFICE
MANAGING DIRECTOR & PERMANENT STAFF

PIM PIM PIM PIM PIM PIM PIM
PRORAIL INFRABEL DB INFRAGO PLKS.A. LTG INFRA LDz/LRN EVR

WORKING GROUPS & SUBGROUP & TASK FORCES

Working Group Working Group Working Group Woikina Grou
Temporary Time Table/ Performance Working Group Transpo?t Marth Subgroup Legal
Capacity Corridor Management Infrastructure Study Issues
Restrictions One-Stop-Shop & Operations
Task Force
Task Force International
ERTMS Contingency

Management

The Executive Board(ExBQ consists of the representatives of the respective Transport
Ministries from the countries involved and makes key decisions regarding the strategy and the
cooperation on the Corridor. The Executive Board has a rotating chair.

The ExBo for the new RFC North &&altic will be officially establishdaly signing the Joint
Declaration of Intent regarding the establishment of the Executive Board of RFC North Sea
Balticthat will reflectthe adjustment ofthe ExBo to the new geographical alignment of the

Corridor.

Given the current situation in Ukraine and the fact that as a-Bbhcountry it does not need
to fulfil the obligations of the RFC Regulation, it is currently not a member of the ExBo. For the
same reasons, it will also not be part of the Management Board.
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TheManagement BoardMB), consisting of higlevel management representatives from the

IMs and AB involved, oversees the effective implementation of the Corridor. At the time of
writing, the MB was chaired by Oliver Sellnick (DB InfraGO AG). The MB has the legal form of
an EEIG (European Economic Interest Grouping). The Members are:

. &4[¢D LYTNI ¢

DB InfraGO AG

LYTNIroStz {20ASGS !y2ye@YS RS 5NRAG tdzof AC
PKP Polskie Linie Kolejowe S.A.

ProRail B.V.

+1 { a[ld@relra RISt OSuo¢

l{ a[ldwlAtbSidce

© N o o k~ W N RE

AS Eesti Raudtee.

The Czech IM will no longer be part of the MB as of 1st of January 2026. Howekarrtish

and SwedishMs will not become a member of the MB/EEIG. At the end of December 2024,
the Finnish Ministry has notified the other Member States and the European Commission, that
the Finnish Infrastructure Agency will not participate in the MB as Finland decided ® mak
use of Article 8(2a) of the RFC Regulation.

As Sweden is not connected to the RFithout Finland, itis neither a member ofhe
Management Board.

The MB has established a Programme Management Office (PMO), which functions as the
permanent working organization of the IMs. It consists of the Qff\Mdanaging Directar

t N22SO0 LYLX SYSyiGloa2y al yl3SNE Ogt2LNdaA0ydd t3IaNP diL
ddz0 ANRdzLJA YR Gl ail F2NDSao

The Corridor One Stop Shop@SS) facilitates train path management for international rail
freight. It presents one single point of contact allowing applicants to request and receive
answers regarding infrastructure capacity for international freightnsain the Corridor

TheRailway undertaking Advisory GroufRAG) and th@erminal Advisory GrouTAG) are
advisory groups to the Management Board. With the amended RFC Regulation their role has
been enhanced. They are consulted and can provide opinions on the Corridor performance as
well as on the infrastructure development and investment needfief@orridor (see chapter

6). These platforms facilitate the involvement®Usand nonrRU applicants (RUs), terminal
operators, and other stakeholders in the intermodal transpdmaio, ensuring that their
opinions and requirements are considered in tGaridor development from a usecentric
perspective. Both groups are chaired lay Speaker selected among the participating
representatives.
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The Rail Freight Governance closely cooperates witlEtlrepean CoordinatarFor the ETC
North Seag Baltic, Ms Catherine Trautmann was reconfirmed as Coordinator in September

2024.

3. TransportMarket Study

In accordance with Article 9 (3) of the RFC Regulation, the MB of the Corridor is required to
conduct and periodically update a Transport market Study (TMS) to ensure it reflects current
transport market demand and developmentdence, a TMS is required for the new alignment

of RFQNSB. The study was carried out between December 2024 and May 2025 and builds on
the joint TMS Update that was carried out in 2024 by the then 11 RFCs under the umbrella of
RNE.

The Executive Summary of the TMS can be fdwerd:
RECs ETC Extension_ Final _Study Report NSB.pdf
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4. List of measures

According to Article 9 of the RFC Regulation, in the initial Implementation Plan the measures
for fulfilling the requirements of Articles 12 to 19 are described, includingieSop Shop,
capacity allocation, coordination of works, authorised applicants, traffic management, traffic
management in the event of disturbance, information on the conditions of use of the freight
corridor and quality of service on the freigbarridor.

After the start of the Corridor, the state of play and further developments regarding concrete
measures and procedures is decided by the Management Board and included in the Corridor
Information Document (CID&SS n®dT1 03X &SOUGA2Y (lrafficaNBTél R dzNB &
t SNF2NXIFyOS alyl3SYSyié¢o

A more detailed description of the following sehapters will be available in the CID for
TT2027, to be published on the 12th of January 2026, when the capacity offer will be
published.

4.1 Coordination of planned temporary capacity restrictions

In line with Article 12 of the RFC Regulation, the MB of the RFC coordinates and publishes in
one place the planned Temporary Capacity Restrictions (TCRs) that may impact corridor
capacity. These restrictions are necessary to maintain infrastructure adcessl market
needs. For international traffic, TCRs are coordinated by IMs across neighbouring countries.
The coordinated process, aiming to provide clear updates, aims to minimise disruptions by
optimising planning and offering alternative capacity whieeeessary. The Corridor publishes
twice a year a list of the already known TCRs and impact sheets on the waatisiie CIP

4.2 Corridor One Stop Shop

The GOSS, designated by the MB of the Corridor, according to Article 13 of the RFC Regulation,
is responsible for handling requests for infrastructure capacity dedicated to international
freight trains on the Corridor. This capacity is provided in thefof Prearranged Paths (PaP)

and Reserve Capacity (RC) and can be requested via a single tool, PCS (Path Coordination
System). The-OSS serves as a single point of contact for all activities related to capaety.

tasks of the €OSS are carried out anondiscriminatory way and it maintains confidentiality
regarding applicants.

Where capacity is offered and how to apply for it will be further described in the Corridor
Information Document for TT2027.

4.3 Capacity Allocation Principles

The decision on the allocation of PaPs and RC on the Corridor is taken b@ 8 @h behalf
of the IMs/AB concerned. The capacity allocation principles aredtaih in the Framework
for Capacity Allocation (FCA), according to article 14.1 of the RFC Regaladiolescribed in
the Corridor Information Document.
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4.4 Applicants

An applicant refers to entities, such allRor an international grouping of RUs, shippers,
freight forwarders and combined transport operators with a commercial interest in procuring
rail freight infrastructure capacity. Applicants shall accept the general Terms & Conditions in
PCS, and agree tomply with all applicable legislation and requirements. NRld applicants

are required to appoint a responsible RU for train operations.

4.5 Traffic management

In line with Article 16 of the RFC Regulation, the MB of RFEH€S put irplace procedures

for coordinating traffic management along the freight corridor. Traffic management is the
prerogative of the national IMs and is subject to national operational rules. The goal of traffic
management is to guarantee the safety of train frafind achieve high quality performance.
National IMs coordinate international traffic with neighbouring countries on a bilateral level
to ensure that all traffic on the network is managed in the most optimal way.

4.6 Traffic management in the event of disturbance

The goal of traffic management during disruptions is to ensure safety while minintis&ng
recovery time and the impact on the network. Efficient communication between involved
parties and predefined operational scenarios are essential for managing disturbances. When
disruptions last 3 days or more with a high impact on international trafficindéernational
Contingency Management (ICM) case is declared. RFCs ensure transparency and
communication in line with the procedures outlined in theM HandbookRFC N8B will

publish updated reouting overviews.

4.7 Corridor Information Document

The Corridor Information Document (Article 18 of the RFC Regulation), consisting of 4 sections,
describes mainly the conditions of use on the Corridor. The Implementation Plan is published
separately and is included as a link in section 1 of the CID. Agorstructure and common

texts have been developed for all RFCs under the umbrella of RNE, to facilitate the
consultation by applicants.

The CID is published free of charge in English every year in January, together with the
publication of the PaP cataloguk. can be found free of charggy (G KS / 2 NNA R2 NI
(CID, inClPandNCI(Network and Corridor Informatio8ysten).

4.8 Quality evaluation

In line with Article 19(2) of the RFC Regulation, the MB shall monitor the performance of the
rail freight services on the RFC and defined qualitativecarahtitative objectives and targets

(see Chapter 5). The results of this monitoring will be published in the Annual Report of RFC
NSB, that will contain a dedicated section describing the views and assessment of the
performance by the Advisory Groups. The Annual Repitl be approved by the ExBo. It will

be published for the first time in June ZDforthe year 2026, the first year of operation of the

new Corridor.
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5. Objectives and performance
of the Corridor

The objectives of RFC {BSarise from both the TEN andthe RFC Regulation. The following
chapter outlines the qualitative as well as the quantitative objectives based on the above
mentioned regulations, as well as the RFC/RNE common KPIs and the Train Performance
Management on RFC NBS

5.1 Qualitative objectives

RFC N8 is an important EadVest corridor. Ensuring higluality performance is essential

for maintaining efficiency, reliability and competitiveness. A sftelictioning corridor not only

supports seamless freight movement, but also enhances customer satisfaction, reduces
2LISNY A2yl O2ada FyR adNBy3aGdKSya GKS [/ 2NNAR

Ly fAYyS 6AGK GKS 9dzNRBLISIY [/ 2YYA&daAz2yQa DNEBSy
{GNYGS3e FYOoOAGAZ2zya G2 YSSG GKS 9!'Qa OfAYFGS
transport system, rail freight plays a crucial role in the sustainable moveaigyoods across

Europe. RFCs are central to this transition, offering a key infrastructure that supports the
growth of rail freightt RFC NS SalLJSOALfte glyda G2 O2ydNROdzi
increasing the market share of rail freight traffig 50% by 2030.

In order to contribute to these goals, RFC-BI&ims at delivering a reliable service, while
meeting the growing demand for rail freight transport by providing quality capacity Pre
arranged Paths (PaPs) for the annual timetable are provided by the IMstB COSS. PaPs

are coordinated among the IMs/AB at the borders so to enable for attractive running times.
WSASNIS OF LI OAde 2y (GKS /2NNAR2NI Aa | JFAflof
applications. RFC NBShas defined the followindrategic objectives concerning the published

PaPs:

f AYLINROGSYSyYyG 2F ljdatAde FyR ljdZayadAaidge 2F (0K
1 increasing the efficiency and reliability of rail freight traffic

1 harmonisation of train paths

1 increase of share of requests for international freight paths via H@&SS.

The European Coordinator of the ETC North¢Raltic shall draft a work plan by 19 July 2026

at the latest. This plan will provide a detailed analysis of the implementation status of the ETC
within her responsibility, along with compliance with the TERequirements as well as
priorities for the future development. Once the work plan is published, RFE Wi align its

objectives with the ones of the European Coordinator
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5.2 Quantitative objectives

The Rail FreighGovernance of RFC MESshall make all possibkfforts to ensure by 31
December 2030, that the quality of services provided to railway undertakings and technical
and operational requirements for infrastructure use support the operational performance of
rail freight services along the European Transg@wtridor meeting the target values related

to dwell time and punctuality as is described in 5.2.1 and 5.2.2.

The first objectives of RFC ¢iSare related to the operational priorities described in Art.19
(1, a&b) of the TEN Regulation and algeferredto in Art. 19(3) of the RFC Regulation.

5.2.1 Operational priority 1: Dwelling time at internal crosgorder sections

The target value related to dwelling time is described in Article 19 (1a) of th& Hegulation
as follows:

For each internal crodsorder section, the dwelling time of all freight trains crossing the border
between two Member States does not exceed 25 minutes on average. The dwelling time of a
train on a crosdorder section means a total additional transit &rthat can be attributed to

the existence of the border crossing, irrespective of procedures or considerations of
infrastructural, operational, technical and administrative nature

The source of information to measure this target is the Train Information System (TIS),
developed by RailNetEurope. Not all members ofBN&e currently using TIS, although it is
possible that when monitoring starts in 2026 the situation could be differen

Although RFC NB is now already monitoring the dwell time at border sections (see 5.3), this
might not exactly fit the definition of dwelling time as described here and this is also not
comparable with what is published #ite moment. From 202& number of new borders will

be added to the Corridor for which no historical data is available and additionally some
members do not (yet) usélS. Therefa, the IMs and RFE€sncerned togethewith RNE, are
analysing how to interpret this dwell time and to agraeacommon and harmonised way of
measuring this objective.

As the new alignment of RFC -RSwill officially become operational from the date of
publication of the capacity offer oh2 January 2026, RFC-RSvill start monitoring this OP
from 2026 onwards and will report on it for the first time in its Annual Report (see point 4.8
above) for 2026, to be published in 2027.

On RFC NB it will concern the following internal cros®rder sections:

1 NLBE: Roosenda#&lssen

NL-BE: Sas van GegBelzate

NL-DE: Oldenzad#ad Bentheim

BEDE: AacheiWestMontzen

DEt [ Y CNJIJ y 1 FdzNIi -Raepi@ SN h RSNDNNOT S
DEPL: HorkaWegliniec

DEPL: Tantow Szczecin

= =4 =4 4 A -
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1 PLLT: TrakiszKockava
 LF Y WReften®] A a
1 LMVEE: Lugafalga

The Corridor will not benonitoring the border sections of Finlamehd Sweden.

5.2.2 Operational priority 2: Punctuality of freight trains crossing at least one
border along RFC N

The target value related to punctuality is described in Article 19 (1b) of theTTR®gulation
as follows:

At least 75% of the freight trains crossing at least one border along a European Transport
Corridor arrive at their destination, or at the external Union border if their destination is
outside the Union, at their scheduled time or with a delay of less3Baminutes by reasons

that are attributable to the infrastructure manager(s) of the UniBelays occurring in and
attributable to third countries that are crossed by freight trains shall not be taken into account.

The source oinformation to measure this target is the Train Information System (TIS),
developed by RailNetEuropBot all members of N8 are currently using TIS, although it is
possible that when monitoring starts in 2026 the situation could be different

Although RFC NB is now already monitoring the punctuality on RFCBN$&is does not

exactly fit the definition of the requirement as described here. The threshold currently used

is equal or less than 30 minutes and distinctionis being made related to the reason of
delays by IM, RU, or others. Punctuality is measured at RFC Entry and RFC Exit, which might
not be the final destination of the train. Additionally, new lines have been addadh are

not yet monitored and some members are not (yet) using. Therefore, the IMs and RFCs
concerned, together with RNE, are analysing how to interpret this punctuality target and to
agree on a common and harmonised way of measuring this objective.

As the new alignment of RFC -RSwill officially becomeoperational fromthe date of
publication of the capacity offer on 12 January 2026, RF8 Wl start monitoring this OP
from 2026 onwards and will report on it for the first time in its Annual Report (see point 4.8
above) for 2026, to be published in 202Ihe Corridor will not be monitoring the external
Unionborderswith Ukraine.

Besides these operational priorities (OP), the Management Board and Executive Board of RFC
NSB have defined targets for some of the existing common RNE/RFC KPlIs or for some new
KPIs based on existing ones (see also 5.3). The targets are based on théntembmwi the
stakeholders to sustainably strengthen quality and resilience on the Corridor as well as
considering the current situation on the Corridor.

Targets have been or will be set for the following:
1 Delta between RFC Entry and RFC Exit punctuality
KPI Number of trains on the RFGBIS

1
1 Ratio of capacity requested
1 KPI Average planned speed of PaPs.
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The progress of these four Corridor objectives will be published in the Annual Report.

5.2.3 Delta between RFC Entry and RFC Exit punctuality

Punctuality measurement of an international train is based on the difference between the

GNF Ay Qa LX I yySR (A YrSnnihgatimeSusitigicaftdin spetifc measuiing O ( dz
points along the journey. The specific measuring points aredptermined locations on the

route where the train running data is collected. The comparison between the planned and

actual running time should alkys be made using an internationally agreed timetable and for

the whole train run.

RFC Entry is the first point in the train run which belongs to an RFC, and RFC Exit is the last
point in the train run which belongs to the RFC. RFB N8arly publishes the KPI for

t dzy Olidzl t AGé YSIF&adza2NBR |G wC/ 9y itésRndlbasdd o® EA (i =
information coming from TIS

An RFC train is defined as a freight train that crosses at least one international border and
operates on the designated RFC-Bl&etwork routes.These trains are considered for the
calculation and a target is set for the delta between RFC Entry and RFC Exit Punctuality, as this
shows better the performance on the Corridor.

With regards to setting a target, it is difficult due to the current uncertain economic situation

as well as the neworridor alignment. Thereforghe target figure is based on the figures from

previous years and on the old alignment. The target set is to keep the delta between Entry
YR 9EAG tdzyOldz £t AG& 00 KNB%K2M0R ThiKallows ioAtyed & G I
current capacity lints on the corridor lines due to major construction works and future
capacity limits expected in the upcomiggars.

Evolution of punctuality on RFC Nort| 2029
SeaBaltic (30 min threshold) in %
Entry Punctuality X
Exit Punctuality X
Delta Entry Punctuality vs Exit
. -10
Punctuality

5.2.4 KPI Number of trains on RFC{BS

This KPI calculates the yearly number of international freight trains crossing an international
border and using the RFCB3ietwork. The data for calculation is taken from TIS.

The evolution of number of trains on the RFC fluctuates as the numbers are being influenced
each year by various factors such as extension of the Corridor, economic growblotirey

due to works and incidents and impact from natural causes like flooclsTese factors make

it difficult to influence train numbers from the Train Performance Management perspective
and the goal of RFC NBSis to observe, monitor and report on either the growth or the
decrease of the number of trains on the RFC.
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The following border pairs will be monitored for this KPI:

NL-BE: Roosenda#&issen

NL-BE: Sas van GeRtlzate

NL-DE: Oldenzaddad Bentheim

BEDE: AacheWestMontzen

DEt [ Y CNJ y 1 FdzNIi -RaegpiR SN h RSND NNO] S
DEPL: HorkaWegliniec

DEPL: Tantow Szczecin

PLLT: TrakiszKlockava

LT + Y WHeten®© | A &

LVCEE: Lugaafalga

=

=4 =4 =4 4 4 4 A4 -5 -2

DAGSY (GKS OdzZNNBy G dzy OSNIFAY SO2y2YAO &aaddz d.
difficult to estimate how the number of trains will evolve. Therefore 2026 will be used as a

ol a8 &@SIFENJFYR AGQa8 SELISOGSR (i KR0OG9 cantp&edyodzY 6 S NJ
the base year. If need be, this target can be adjusted in the future.

Number of trains qn RFC North Sea 2026 2029
Baltic
Base
Total 100 X
Growth +2%

5.2.5 Ratio of capacity requested

It is the objective of RFC MBSto offer a PaP offer that fits the needs of customers best. To
calculate the results of this objective, the volume of requested capacity8atsXmeasured

against the volume of offered capacity atLX. This ratio reflectthe interest of customers in

the PaP product and indirectly provides an indicator for the customer fit of the product.
Cancellations of PaP requests after this period are driven by-sfwont changes in customer
YySSRA& YR fAS 2dzid luéhbe. Iinku§ belneedtinedathalkitered®s n@ ¥ A Y
official KPI defining the ratio of PaP capacity requested to the PaP capacity offered, however
each component is an official KPI of the Corridor (seé&l@w). To calculate the objective,
020K YtL&a FINX o6SAy3a 02ftSOGSR yR aSid Ayi?z
NB lj dzS & (i S R ¢ ax tHe yldanhel expirdtiomdatepof the RFCthe aim is to improve

the Ratio of capacity requested at84o 25 % until 2028 (for TT2029).
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: : Goal
Ratio of capacity requested TT2027
TT2029
Volume of PaP capacity offered at Base X
X-11 (in million path km) 100
Volume of Palapacity requested at| Base X
X-8 (in million path km) 100
Ratio of capacity requested (in %) - 25%

5.2.6 KPI Average planned speed of PaPs

The goal of RFC MBSis to provide a highuality, fast rail link between Eastern and Western
Europe byimproving the efficiency and reliability of rail freight, in line with EU transport
targets. Key to this is harmonizing train paths across Infrastructure Managers (IMs) and
Allocation Bodies (ABS).

The KPI Average planned speed of PaPs measures the average commercial speed (km/h) of
pre-arranged paths (PaPs), accounting for route stops and speed restrictions. It is adjusted
annually to meet the operational needs of IMs and applicants, factoringiverdstops and

border waiting times. Thus, improvements depend not only on track speed but also on process
optimization.

Despite growing Temporary Capacity Restrictions (TCRSs), efforts aim to maintain or gradually
improve current values. For TT202apacity needs will be analyd, and the KPI updated. The

WG TT/G@SS will review historical data, assess infrastructure impacts, and identify speed
influencers to define new targets aligned with evolving routes.

RFC N8 remains committed to enhancing the KPI to support competitive rail freight. Newly
selected PaP sections will guithe analysis and improwvhe offer. Further harmonization and
digitalization, especially at borders, could boost planned speed overall.

5.3 Common RNE/RFC KPlIs

RFC N8 also publishes a number of common RNE/RFC KPIs that have been defined in the
Gwb9 DdzZARStAYySa 2y YSé& tSNF2NXYIYOS LYRAOI G2
agreed on at RFC level and in the RNE General Assembly.

The KPIs are categorized in:

1 Capacity Management
1 Operations
1 Market Development.
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At the moment of writing thisthplementationPlanthese are the common RNE/RFCsKPI

OPERATIONS MARKET
DEVELOPMENT
* Volume of offered capacity * Punctuality at origin ° Ry e (e el

(PaPs and RC)

+ Volume of requested capacity
(PaPs and RC)

+ Number of requests
(PaPs and RC)

* Number of conflicts (PaPs)

* Volume of pre-booked capacity
(PaPs)

* Ratio of pre-booked capacity
(PaPs)

+ Average planned speed of PaPs

(delay = 30 and = 15 minutes)

+ Punctuality at destination

(delay = 30 and = 15 minutes)

+  Number of trains per RFC
+ Train kilometers of trains

per RFC

+ Dwelltimes in border sections

(planned and clean/real)

+ Train kilometers of trains

per border

+ Ratio of capacity allocated by

the C-OSS and the total
allocated capacity

* Number of trains crossing

a border along the RFC
(for individual reports)

+ Train kilometers of trains

crossing a border along the
RFC (for individual reports)

The Capacity Management KPIs are also described in the Framework for Capacity Allocation
(see

https://rfc8.eu/files/public/uploads/Downloads/FRAMEWORK FOR CAPACITY_ ALLOCATION
[ECA _signed 02.12.2024.pdf

Apart from being published in the Annual Report, a joint report of the RFCs is available on the
website of RNE.

RFC KPIs RNEc¢ RailNetEurope | Association For Facilitating Traffic On European Rail
Infrastructure

5.4 Train Performance Management

The WG Performance Management & Operations (WG PM&O) of RBGvM Snonitor the
progress of the operational priorities (OP) and the KPIs and will publish the results in the
Annual Report of the Corridor. RUs can always take the opportunity to discupsatyality
issuesbilaterallywith the WG PM&O. Also, during RFGBNRAG/TAG meetings punctuality
topics are often on the agenda. The goal of RFB 30 improve punctuality on the Corridor
where necessary. This can be achieved using Train Perfoenhacagement (TPM).

RFC N8 also publishes monthly punctuality reports on its website to inform Corridor users
2y GKS LlJzyOldzt AGe olladaSR 2y GKS Xon YAydziSa
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6. Cooperatiomand
consultation in the frame of
the Implementation Plan

6.1 Procedure of the cooperation with thédvisory Groups

The Railway undertaking Advisory Group (RAG) and the Terminal Advisory Group (TAG) are
key stakeholders in the development and monitoring of the Rail Freight Corridor. To achieve
the abovementioned objectives, RFC BSrelies heavily on the cooperationttvirailway
undertakings (RUs) and terminals and ports, as they are central to the operational success and
overall performance of the Corridor.

The engagement with these AGs has primarily been through periodic meetings, where we
share updates and discuss potential issues or developments.

These AG meet regularly and are consulted on several topics related to the Corridor. In
addition, the RA@Gnd TAChave a dedicated slot in the Management Board and Executive
Board meetings to raise issues of their concern. The close cooperation ensures that all
stakeholders work towards the common goal of providing kighlity, efficient, and
sustainable rail freight seices, strengthening the Corridor's position as a key driver of green
logistics in Europe.

The consultations of the advisory groups concern:

1 The corridor development and investment needs (see 6.2)
1 This draft Implementation Plan, including tredevance of the selected KPIs (see 6.3).

6.2 Views and assessment othe Advisory Groups regarding corridor
developmentfrom the European Coordinator

In line with Article 52 (6a) of the TEINRegulation and Article 11 of the RFC Regulation the
Advisory Groups of RFC-BSvere consulted on the infrastructure and investment needs of
the Corridor as an input to the work plan of the European Coordinator. Basis for the
consultation was the project list received from the European Coordinator. Theuktainsn

was launched on the 11.04.2028d lasted untill3.05.2025 The opinion of the RAG and TAG
can be found below.

TheRAGprovided a series of comments reflecting the operational priorities and concerns of
the rail freight sector. Overall, RAG emphasized the need for greater clarity on the specific
infrastructure parameters that each project aims to improve and stressedhtpertance of
aligning investments with actual market and operational needs.
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Key themes noted in the feedback arefaows:

1. Capacity and bottlenecks:
RAG emphasizes resolving bottlenecks and improving corridor capacity, particularly at

key crossborder points and terminals, by upgrading and building new infrastructure.
Investments should prioritise removing infrastructure constraints.

2. Interoperability and harmonisation:

Stakeholders request faster progress on technical interoperability, especially regarding
ERTMS.

Harmonised infrastructure parameters across countries are vital for seamless
operations.

3. Market driven approach:
LygSaidySyida Ydzad NBFE SO0 OdzNNByld | YR LINER:
some proposed projects do not adequately align with actual demand and are too
passengeroriented.

4. Support for combined transport:

Infrastructure must supporintermodal traffic e.g. terminal access, with the last mile
connections to terminals and ports playing the vital role.

TheTAGhighlighted critical infrastructure and operational issues that need to be addressed
to enable further growth in rail freight volumes across the corridor. A recurring theme in the
feedback was the need for more transparency on how each project will irepk@y
parameters such as terminal accessibility, capacity and -troster efficiency.

Key themes noted in the feedback arefakbows:

5. Border crossingssdottlenecks:

TAG proposed for every international border to have at least a study or a solid plan

aiming at increasing capacity. Focus should be placed on reducing border transit times,
accommodating longer trains up to 740m, infrastructure upgrades (e.g. adding more

tracks).

Specific suggestions were made to minimise weekend closures at key border stations

and evaluating the feasibility of automatic power and safety system switching at

borderst A1 S CNI Yyl Fdz2NI hRSNBNNO1S FYR . IR .Syl
6. Terminal parking and operational capacity:

Each terminal should undergo a study to assess the availability of parking and waiting
areas - either on site or nearby (adjacent) stations. To handle increased train
frequency, terminals should have at least 3 dedicated parking track®espective

IMs should perform the necessary checks to assure there is enough capacity to
accommodate the needs of any new/existing terminal.

6.3 Results of the consultation of the draft Implementation Plan

The consultatiorof the draft Implementation Plawith the Advisory Groups, applicants and
other relevant stakeholdersook place from 22.05.202%until 12.06.2025. As foreseen in
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Article gf) of the RFC Regulation, the opinion of theségpublished under chapter 6.3.1 and
a summary of the consultation of the other stakeholders under 6.3.2

6.3.1 Opinion of the AlvisoryGroups

The following presents theinedited feedback received from thdRailway undertaking
Advisory Group (RAG)

1.

Key Parameters dorridor Lines Technical data is thorough and aligned with TEN
standards. AG appreciated the detailed parameters of the lines, including train length,
axle load, and line speed. These parameters ensure that operational and infrastructure
requirements a&e transparently addressed.

Corridor terminals The section includes important updates, though the lack of full
data integration into CIP reduces its current usefulness. Accurate terminal information
is key to multimodal planning, and further updates pastrket analysis will enhance
planning reliabiliy.

Bottlenecks- The identification and classification of bottlenecks is clearly presented.
Targeting constraints like train length and axle load helps eliminate key obstacles to
seamless freightnovement.

RFC GovernanceThe governance structure is formally sound, but the roles of RAG
and TAG are not clearly defined. It is unclear how these groups will operate in
practicex how often they will meet or how their input will affect decisions. Clearer
procedures would improve ansparency and stakeholder involvement.

Transport Market Study Study was executed in coordination with other RFCs, but

findings are not fully translated into action items within the Plan. The market analysis
provides valuable input for strategic development, but the connection between its

findings and the planned im@mentation steps could be made clearer.

Coordination of planned temporary capacity restrictionsThe corridor ensures
transparency through publication of TCRs, though the communication process with
users could be improved. The mechanism facilitates planning stability but would
benefit from enhanced early user consultation to anticipate impacts.

GOS&; AGvalues the role of the €©SS as a single point of contact for international
paths. The system for handling crdssrder capacity requests works well, but adding
KPIs would helpgnake it even more efficient.

Capacity allocation principleS'he Plan outlines principles in line with the Regulation,
yet application priorities and dispute resolution mechanisms are unclear. The system
ensures fair access, but clearer allocation rules would help build more trust among
applicants.

Applicants- Eligibility is clearly stated, but practical guidance for 4t applicants is
limited. Improved communication and onboarding support would foster broader
access and market diversification.

10.Traffic management The procedures for coordinated traffic management are well

defined. They ensure smooth international traffic and effective-teaé operations.
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11.Traffic management in Event of Disturbancgéhe ICM framework is mentioned, but
how it works on this corridor is still only theoretical. Real examples and lessons from
past incidents would help improve readiness and resilience.

12.Corridor Information Document (CID)The CID complements the Plan well, yet
frequent references to external content may dilute its standalone value. It is a crucial
tool for transparency, especially when paired with CIP and PCS.

13.Quality evaluation- RAG supports the performance monitoring and feedback
mechanisms. Evaluation ensures accountability and continuous improvement of the
corridor.

14.Qualitative objectives RAG supports efforts to enhance customer satisfaction and
harmonization of train paths. These contribute to improved competitiveness and
service quality.

15. Quantitativeobjectives- RAG supports efforts to enhance customer satisfaction and
harmonization of train paths. These contribute to improved competitiveness and
service quality.

16.Common RNE/RFC KPIghe inclusion of common KPIs is a strong element that
supports benchmarking across corridors. Providing trend data or linking KPIs to specific
corridor improvements could further enhance transparency and stakeholder
engagement.

17.Train Performance managementhe section outlines the framework for monitoring,
yet lacks concrete methodology or reporting structure. Clarifying how performance
results are shared and acted upon would strengthen its operational impact.

18.Procedure of the cooperation with the advisory groupg8 KS t £ 'y O2y TANX &
involvement but provides few details about engagement formats or timelines. Without
defined procedures (e.g. regular meetings, structured feedback rounds), stakeholder
coopeation risks becoming symbolic rather than substantive.

19.Views and assessment of advisory groups regarding corridor developriiéet Plan
highlights the importance of stakeholder feedback in shaping the corridor.
Summarizing key views from RAG and TAG would make the process more transparent
and illustrate resposiveness to user needs.

20.Results of the consultation of the draft Implementation Plaonsultation with
a0l 1SK2f RSNA A& OfSINIfe FFOlyz2¢ftSR3ISR | a
overview of main comments received and how they were considered would reinforce
the credibilty of the process

The Executive Board and Management Board of RFC NortB&ta would like to thank the
RAG for the comments and continued support of the Corridor. Most of the comments did not
lead to changes in the text of the Implementation Plan, however the Comidaitd like to
react below to the feedback received and to propose, where possible, a falowhat can

be discussed together in future RAG/TAG meetings.

Point 2. Corridor terminalsg The responsibility of providing terminal data lies with the
terminals themselvegsee Implementing Regulation (EU) 2177/20THe RFC has made and
will continue to make every effort to support and encourage terminalsptovide this
information.
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Point4. RFC Governancghe enhancedroles of RAG and TA@ealearly defined in the RFC
Regulation and were presented during the joint RAG/TAG meaim@9.10.2024and
26.03.2025The practical organisation is up to the AG themselves and is@saribed in the
RAG Guideline for cooperation.

Point5. Transport Market Studg the scope of this TMS was limited and did not include any
capacity analysis nor policy measures. Translating the conclusions into concrete actions were
hence difficult, but possible actions could be discussed in a future RAGAEALg

Point6. Coordination of TCRscommunication of temporary capacity restrictiongpramarily

the task of the concernetM, in accordance with Annex VII. Any specific concerns can be
addressed directlyo the RFC. AGs are regularly informed about TCRs and bilateral working
groups are actively pursuing improvements in communication processes.

Point7. COSS; Sveral KPIs on capacigyready exist and are defined in tlikeamework for
CapacityAllocation (FCA)Xhat are common for all RFCs and included in the RNE guidelines on
KPIgsee also chaptées.3 of this Implementation Planthat were consulted with the sector

On top of that the Corridoadded an additional capacity target (se.5). These KPIs are
reported on each year in the Annual Report and in the Performance Report of the Corridor.

Point 8. Capacity Allocation Principlesthe allocation rules(including priority rules and
dispute resolution) are described in the Framework for Capacity Allocation (FCA) and the
Corridor Information Document (CIQXChapter 4that are the same for aRFCs.

Point9. Applicants; eligibility requirements and application guidance are detailed in Section
4 of the Corridor Information Documensuch as deadlinfor nominating the executing RU.
Non-RU applicants are encouraged to contact th®8S directly for additional support or
clarification.

Point 11. Traffic Management ithe event of Disturbance (ICM)the RFC has experienced
anumber of real ICMasesverthe past yearsvhich serve as valuable practical examples

1 Fire on a slope in Aachen West 01.07.2024, the ICM case (international incident) was
declared by DB InfraGO for RRtine ¢ Alpineand RFC NB, the affected areavason
both corridors.

9 Train collision of 2 freight trains between Meinersen and Leiferde (nearby Gjfhorn
(route Hanoverg Wolfsburg) on 17.11.2022, the ICM cagasdeclared by DBnfraGO
for RF@rient¢ East Medand RFC NB, the affected arewason both corridors.

1 After heavy rainfalbn 17/18.07.2021a local flooding took place, as a result of which
GNF O1a 2y ( KSBahSSHaddauzwére waSiedN givaye ICM case was
declared by SZCZ.

A simulation exercise involvirigUscould be organized to illustrate the process further. The
ICM procedures are described in the ICM Handbaokl in the Corridor Information
Document The RFC is currently updatitig re-routing scenarios to aligthem to the new
corridorroutingandis willing toconsultthesewith RAG and TAGcluding all the related info
into the text might lead to a very long document.
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Point 17. Train Performance Managementain performance is monitored and reported
annually in the RFC Performance Report, which includes methodology and key indicators. The
RFC also addresses performance issues through Quality (peniationsat borders(QCOSs).

If more detailed information is required, dedicated meetings can be arranged for further
discussionFrom 2027 (as described in 4.8 of thplementation Plapthe performance

report will be an internal part of thénnual Reporaind the AG will have the opportunity to
comment in a dedicated section of that report.

Point 18. Procedure of Cooperation with Advisory Grouipe AdvisoryGroup casultation
framework was presented durirgRAG/TAG meeting. Regular meetings are held to facilitate
continuous dialogue. Additionally, RAG and TAG representatives thavepportunity to
participate in Management Board and Executive Board meetings, where they may present and
discuss relevant issue®Ve are open to discuss any ideas or issues that could help to
strengthen the cooperation even further.

Point 20. Results of the consultation of the draft Implementation Ptaieedback provided
here in the implementation plan.

Theuneditedopinion ofthe Terminal Advisory Group (TA@®an befound below

1. Corridor terminals The CID and the Rail Facility Portal do not have all the terminals
on their side (better saying almost none). The terminals are not aware of these sites,
the terminals do not know they are allowed to-ifil thesedata, not enough passing
and information from the IM's and national authorities to the terminals terfitheir
data on these sites.

2. Bottlenecks- one definition of a bottleneck for all the RFC's. Every country does no
their own definition (what is for them the easiest or most positive). Bottlenecks should
also take the future in account, for instance a border is now function one, but we know
the amaunt of trains is now very low; because of teanctionsto Russia (almost no
trains to and from China) and the inflation shrinking the amount of loadings where the
GNHzO1Ay3 ftaz2z 3ISGa | 60A3IISNI LI Ndper2 T (GKSAS

3. RFC Governanedlhe new structure of the RF&Ha and MB is a big step in the right
direction in my belief. The terminals and ports are the connection points on theTTEN
corridor. The RAG (Speaker) should be more inéoremd upto-date with all theme's
the Boards are discussing for improving Rail Freight Transport, for theSpadker
many themes are not so important, but when he does not know the Boards are talking
about a theme that involves the terminals or ports how tan react or give advice
from the TAG's point of view on that theme. The T&p8ker should also be in contact
with the other transport modes, so that not only the rail side of the corridor will be
advised, but also the road and Inland waterway connections, so for this the TAG
speaker should also be informed and hethy the office of the European coordinator
about the other transport modes, the optimalisation of the terminal and port
connections with all transport modes will be more and more necessary to get the
European goals for greemansport within reached.

4. Corridor Information Document (CIBNo information for the terminals and ports.
Only a definition of what a terminal is, this could be more informative
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5. Procedure of the cooperation with the advisory grogpEill now only a few RAG/TAG
meetings a year, in the new situation there should be more Tea®stings with the
boards | assume.

6. Views and assessment of advisory groups regarding corridor developrR® and
TAG give many advices or their point of view on specific themes.

7. Results of the consultation of the draft Implementation Pta@®verall good, all the
TAG points where taken in account

The Executive Board and Management Board of RFC NortB&#e would like to thank the
TAG for the comments and continued support of the Corridor. Most of the comments did not
lead to changes in the text of the Implementation Plan, however the Comiaaoild like to
react below to the feedback received and to propose, where possible, a faliowhat can

be discussed together in future RAG/TAG meetings.

Point 1. Corridor Terminalghe responsibilityof providing informatioron terminalslies with
the terminal operatorsand the process is described the ImplementingRegulation (EU)
2177/2017 The RFC haaised awareness about these obligaticatsseveral occasions and
will continue toencourageterminals to provide fultlata.

Point 2. Bottlenecks developing a unified bottleneck definition across all RFCs would be
extremely challenging due to varying national conteatsl also several definitions of a
bottleneck exist at European levd@hat will alsolead to different sets obottlenecks, one
published by the RFC versus another setboftlenecks published by the IM/Mistries
However, the evolving nature of bottlenecks, including expected future traffic gravethd

be taken into account during the next update of the Implementation Plan.

Point 3. RFC Governaneghe participation of the RAG and TAG Speakdhe Corridoris
recognized as valuabldds RAG and TAG have expressed interest in being more actively
involved, they could be invited to speak during a dedicated sla immeeting where the
European Coordinator is also present.

Point 4. Corridor Information Document (CHaformation regardingterminals is available
through the Customer Information Platform (CIP), where terminal daié provided by
terminal operators is published and regularly updated.

Point 5. Procedure of Cooperation with Advisory Grogpsii Q& dzLJ 62 GKS | D&
often they want to meet. The RFC is happy to suppororganisingadditional RAG/TAG
meetings on specific themes proposed by thés RAG and TAGpeakersare also invited to
participate in Management Boamhd Executive Boantheetings and may request dedicated

time slots to present issues of concern.

6.3.2 Summary of the consultation of the other stakeholders

The document was submitted to stakeholders for feedback. However, no responses were
received within the consultation period.
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Annex 1: List of lines

Length of
Country Line section section Type of line UIETE:
(km) gauge

NL Maasvlakte- Zevenaar grens

NL Maasvlakte- Europoort 13,8 Core 1435 mm
NL Europoort- Botlek 10,6 Core 1435 mm
NL Botlek- Pernis 4,7 Core 1435 mm
NL Pernis- Waalhaven Zuid 5,3 Core 1435 mm
NL Waalhaven ZuidBarendrecht Vork 5,3 Core 1435 mm
NL Barendrecht Vork Barendrecht aansluiting 2,9 Core 1435 mm
NL Barendrecht aansluitingKijfhoek aansluiting Zuid 5,3 Core 1435 mm
NL Kijfhoek aansluiting Zuid_age Zwaluwe 18 Core 1435 mm
NL Lage ZwaluweRoosendaal 22,9 Core 1435 mm
NL Kijfhoekaansluiting Zuid Meteren 50 Core 1435 mm
NL Meteren - Betuweroute Valburg aansl. Oost 41 Core 1435 mm
NL Betuweroute Valburg aansl. Oeéilst Betuwelijn aansl. 2 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Elst Betuwelijn aanslArnhem 11,7 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Arnhem- Deventer 45,47 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Meteren Noord- Meteren 2 Core 1435 mm
NL Meteren Noord- Utrecht 27 Core 1435 mm
NL Urecht- Amersfoort 20,9 Core 1435 mm
NL Kijfhoek- Weesp
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NL Barendrecht AansluitingRotterdam Lombardijen 3,2 Core 1435 mm
NL Barendrecht Vork Rotterdam Lombardijen 0,7 Core 1435 mm
NL Rotterdam LombardijenRotterdam Centraal 5,5 Core 1435 mm
NL Rotterdam Centraal Gouda 24 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Gouda- Woerden 16 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Woerden- Harmelen 4 Extended Coreg 1435 mm
NL Harmelen- Breukelen 8 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Breukelen- Amsterdam Bijlmer 18 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Amsterdam Bijlmer Gaasperdammerweg 4 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL BreukelenUtrecht 12 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Amsterdam Bijlmer Amsterdam Singelgrachtaansluiting 12 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Beverwijk- Oldenzaal grens

NL Beverwijk- Haarlem 11,5 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Haarlem- Amsterdam Singelgracht aansluiting 17 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Amsterdam Singelgracht aansluitinGaasperdammerweg 9 Core 1435 mm
NL GaasperdammerwegWeesp 4 Core 1435 mm
NL Weesp- Hilversum 15 Core 1435 mm
NL Hilversum- Amersfoort 16 Core 1435 mm
NL Amersfoort- Deventer 58 Core 1435 mm
NL Deventer- Hengelo 27 Core 1435 mm
NL Hengelo- Oldenzaal grens 18 Core 1435 mm
NL ZeeuwsVlaanderen

NL NL/B BorderSluiskil aansluiting 9,14 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Sluiskil aansluitingTerneuzen Zuidzijde 1,78 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Terneuzen ZuidzijdeTerneuzen 4,2 Extended Corg 1435 mm
NL Terneuzen ZuidzijdeAxel aansluiting 2,48 Extended Corg 1435 mm
BE |Antwerpen Noord (Y. SchijpMontzen Border
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Antwerpen Noord (Y. Schijp). Driehoekstraat 1,1 Core 1435 mm
Y. Driehoekstraat Antwerpen Berchem 11,8 Core 1435 mm
Antwerpen Berchem Lier 11,75 ExtendedCore | 1435 mm
Lier- Kloosterheide 3,3 Core 1435 mm
Kloosterheide Y. Noord Driehoek Aarschot 23,2 Core 1435 mm
Y. Noord Driehoek Aarschoty. Oost Driehoek Aarschot 0,8 Core 1435 mm
Y. Oost Driehoek Aarschotlasselt 36,1 Core 1435 mm
Hasselt Y. Rooierweg 14,6 Core 1435 mm
Y. RooierwegGlons 16,86 Core 1435 mm
Glons- Y. Berneau 14,64 Core 1435 mm
Y. Berneau Montzen Gril Q 18,14 Core 1435 mm
Montzen Gril Q Botzelaer 5,6 Core 1435 mm
Botzelaer- Montzen Border 1,1 Core 1435 mm
Essen BorderGent Sint Pieters

Essen BorderKapellen 17,97 Core 1435 mm
Kapeller+ Y. Sint Mariaburg 2,46 Core 1435 mm
Y. Sint MariaburgY. Driehoekstraat 0,9 Core 1435 mm
Y.Driehoekstraat Antwerpen Noord (Y. Schijr) 1,1 Core 1435 mm
Antwerpen Noord (Y. SchijnY. Walenhoek 7,6 Core 1435 mm
Y. WalenhoekY. Hazop 15,93 Core 1435 mm
Y. Hazop Bundel Zuid 1,1 Core 1435 mm
Bundel Zuid Y.Kattestraat 7,1 Core 1435 mm
Y. Kattestraat Y. Melsele 1,36 Core 1435 mm
Y. Melsele- Sint Niklaas 11,31 Core 1435 mm
Sint Niklaas Lokeren 13,1 Core 1435 mm
Lokeren- Gent Zeehaven 20,21 Core 1435 mm
Gent ZeehavenGent Sint Pieters 6,43 Core 1435 mm
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BE Gent ZeehavenZelzate grens

BE Gent ZeehaverWWondelgem 5,32 Extended Corg 1435 mm
BE |Wondelgem Y. Wippelgem 6,87 Extended Corg 1435 mm
BE Y.Wippelgem Zelzate grens 8,74 Extended Corg 1435 mm
BE Gent Sint PietersBrugge- Zeebrugge vorming

BE Gent Sint PietersBrugge 40,16 Core 1435 mm
BE Brugge- Y. Dudzele 6,8 Core 1435 mm
BE Y. Dudzele Zeebrugge Vorming 6,21 Core 1435 mm
DE [Aachen Border BE/DEOberhausen West

DE [Aachen Border BE/DEAachen West (Strecke 2552) 54 Core 1435 mm
DE | Aachen West Rheydt Hbf (Strecke 2550) 55,5 Core 1435 mm
DE Rheydt Hbf Viersen Hbf (Strecke 2550, 2520) 12,5 Core 1435 mm
DE Rheydt (Gbf) ViersenHelenabrunn $trecke 2522) 11,7 Core 1435 mm
DE | Viersen Hbf Krefeld (Strecke 2520) 15,5 Core 1435 mm
DE Krefeld- Meerbeck- Oberhausen West (Strecken 2505, 2340, 2330, 233 40,8 Core 1435 mm
DE (Krefeld-) Duisburg Oberhausen West (Strec&05, 2323, 2320) 17,9 Core 1435 mm
DE [Aachen WestHamm

DE |Aachen WestAachen Hbf (2550) 2,9 Core 1435 mm
DE |Aachen HbfY | {Ehfenfeld (2600) 74,2 Core 1435 mm
DE |YI E£hfenfeldY!l fy 2SadG 2& OHcMOU 5,3 Core 1435 mm
DE |YI fy 2 Sa4d{ NRa & ¥WIi gk Nord Ksf (2641) 7,7 Core 1435 mm
DE |[YI| KakNordKsfY| fy aNf KSAY O6HoOHNO 3,2 Core 1435 mm
DE \2/6I52f)y aNtIKES/A Yo SdzNF U KSNJ wAy 3 { 0N .5 Core 1435 mm
DE |Y | Ne(rather Ring Strw 2652/2659/273®aanGruiten (2730) 26,5 Core 1435 mm
DE HaanGruiten- Schwerte (Ruhr) (2550) 52,0 Core 1435 mm
DE |Schwerte- Holzwickede (2840) 91 Core 1435 mm
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Holzwickede Unna (2103) 6,8 Core 1435 mm
Unna- Hamm Westf) Pbf (2932) 18,4 Core 1435 mm
Oberhausen West[ | Ky S

Oberhausen WesOberhauserOsterfeld- Gladbeck W (Str. 2206, 2320,

2250) 193 Core 1435 mm
Gladbeck WestRecklinghausen Ost (Strecke 2250) 18,6 Core 1435 mm
Recklinghausen OsiWanneEickel (Strecke 2250) 9,3 Core 1435 mm
RecklinghausenHamm Rbf (Strecke 2250) 43,6 Core 1435 mm
h &yl o-NN@Fisgen

Recklinghausen Osf Ny Sy O HHp O 23,9 Core 1435 mm
[ Ny S y:Ddrtduhd Hbf (2100) 13,9 Core 1435 mm
Dortmund Hbf- Hagen Hbf (2801) 31,1 Core 1435 mm
[ NY-B3WY A dG§SNI 6unnno 42.6 Core 1435 mm
aNy a-h&NMIF 6 NNO1 6{UNBO1S HHANND 51,2 Core 1435 mm
[ Ny S y:Ddrt@uhd Hbf (Strecke 2100) 13,9 Core 1435 mm
Hamm-[ | Ky S o0{ GNBO1S HDPno 92,2 Core 1435 mm
Hamm-[ | Ky S o0{ GNBO1S mMTnno 90,9 Core 1435 mm
Border NL/DEBad Bentheim[ | Ky S

Border NL/DEBad Bentheimh &y 6 NNO] 6{ G4 NBO1S 77,0 Core 1435 mm
hayl o-NN&YS o0{ iNBOTS HDPHO 47,3 Core 1435 mm
[ | Ky\ainstorf

[ | KAM&iden (Strecke 2990) 23,4 Core 1435 mm
[ | KyMiiden (Strecke 1700) 20,9 Core 1435 mm
Minden - Haste (Strecke 1700) 43,0 Core 1435 mm
Wilhelmshaven Bremen

Wilhelmshaven Sande (Strecken 1522, 1540, 1552) 15,7 Core 1435 mm
Sande Oldenburg (Strecke 1522) 45,0 Core 1435 mm
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Oldenburg Bremen (Strecke 1500) 44,3 Core 1435 mm
Bremerhaven Bremen- Wunstorf

Bremerhaven Bremen (Strecke 1740) 72,7 Core 1435 mm
Bremen- Wunstorf (Strecke 1740) 100,8 Core 1435 mm
Wunstorf- HannoverLinden/Hannover HbfLehrte- Magdeburg

Wunstorf- HannoverLinden- Lehrte (Strecke 1750) 43,3 Core 1435 mm
Wunstorf- Hannover Hbf Lehrte (Strecke 1700, 1730) 37,7 Core 1435 mm
Lehrte-DNR2 G0 Df SARAY3ISY o0{UNBO1S wmto| 368 Core 1435 mm
Lehrte- Fallersleben (Strecke 6107) 52,9 Core 1435 mm
DNER i Dt Svadgddabyrg Hbi/(Strecke 1730, 1900, 6400, 6110) 91,4 Core 1435 mm
DNR 0 Df Brathaciividi§ Rbf (Strecke 1910, 1911, 1912, 1913,1 22,4 Core 1435 mm
(Braunschweig) Weddel Fallersleben (Strecke956) 20,5 Core 1435 mm
Madgeburg BerlinSaarmund

Magdeburg Hbf Saarmund (Strecke 6110, 6112, 6116) 122,1 Core 1435 mm
(Madgeburg) Biederitzw 2 0 f | dzFaikenbegS 0

Biederitz-Rodleben (Strw. 6418415) Gtrecke 6410, 6411) 46,2 Core 1435 mm
Rodleben (Strw. 6418415)-w2 G f | dz 609t 6 S0 6 { G NB 1,4 Core 1435 mm
Rodleben (Strw. 6416415)- Falkenberg (Strecke 6415, 6417, 6207) 83,9 Core 1435 mm
w2 0f |l dz. &9t o(Blde)Aw (Strecke 6207) 4,3 Core 1435 mm
Falkenberg Knappenrode Horka- Border DE/PL

Falkenberg Knappenrode (Strecke 6207) 82,5 Core 1435 mm
Knappenrode Horka- Border DE/P(Strecke 6207) 53,7 Core 1435 mm
w 2 0 £ Bedin- Frankfurt (Oder) Border DE/PL

w 2 0 £ Saalmund (Strecke 6414, 6118, 6124, 6122, 6117) 84,5 Core 1435 mm
Saarmund BerlinEichgestell (Strecke 6126) 35,6 Core 1435 mm
BerlinGenshagener HeideD N2 G 6 S S N5606506{ 27,829 $130) 9,7 Core 1435 mm
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DE BerlinEichgestelt Frankfurt (O) Border DE/PL (Str6080, 6148, 6153, 61 77,0 Core 1435 mm
DE Berlin Genshagener Heidéudwigslust Hamburg Harburg (Altona)

DE |Saarmund BrieselandHasselberg (Strecke 6116, 6068, 6087) 35,0 Core 1435 mm
DE |Brieselang Hasselber@rieselang ( Strecke 6101) 1,7 Core 1435 mm
DE [Brieselang HambrugAltona (Strecke 6100) 263,8 Core 1435 mm
DE | Terminal at Frankurt (Oder)

DE Frankfurt (Oder) PbfTerminal Frankfurt (Oder) (Strecke 6156) 1,7 Core 1435 mm
DE [Terminal at Berlin Westhafen

DE Berlin-Stadtforst- BerlinMoabit (Strecke 6153, 6140, 6170) 21,3 Core 1435 mm
DE BerlinMoabit - BerlinHamburger und Lehrter Bf (Strecke 6106) 2,3 Core 1435 mm
DE |BerlinKarow-! y 3 S NJV- BofderPDE/PL

DE Berlin EichgestellBerlinKarow (6080, 6067, 6084, 6081) 20,0 Core 1435 mm
DE [BerlinGesundbrunnen BerlinKarow (6081) 9,4 Core 1435 mm
DE |[BerlinKarow-! Yy 3ISNX¥NY RS o6cnymo 59,1 Core 1435 mm
DE |! y 3 S NX¥-NafitBws(Border DE/PL) (6328) 48,6 Core 1435 mm
PL |BorderD/PLt 21 Y.l 2l O t 2Rt &1t

PL Kunowice (Bordeb/PL)- Rzepin 17,317 Core 1435 mm
PL Rzepin Chlastawa 78,258 Core 1435 mm
PL |Chlastawat 21T yI Z Ds NDOT &y 73,599 Core 1435 mm
PL [t 2Tyl Z D2NIl&y {iFNROt I t{Y 2,674 Core 1435 mm
PL [t 2Tyl Z { G+HNRBIOANA {tH{IWROt || 1,177 Core 1435 mm
PL t 21 yI 2 { FBokriy@not | | 2,560 Core 1435 mm
PL Pokrzywnot 21 Yy Z CNl y2¢62 t C! 4,888 Core 1435 mm
PL [t 2T yI Z CN¥ywaNd ttRG! 5,817 Core 1435 mm
PL [{ 6 NF.tIRND2 3 A 124,637 Core 1435 mm
PL . I NBKutaol 40,204 Core 1435mm
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Kutno- 26 A Ol DOsgye 45,254 Core 1435 mm
26 A 01 -Pdendgay & 3,500 Core 1435 mm
Placencja Skierniewka 1,876 Core 1435 mm
Placencja Skierniewka 14,726 Core 1435 mm
Skierniewka Skierniewice 1,616 Core 1435 mm
Skierniewicea I NJ 5 & 9,275 Core 1435 mm
Skierniewicea I NJ 5 & 15,780 Core 1435 mm
al NJ-361 OKs6S1 % OK2RY A 39,690 Core 1435 mm
I TFOKs 6S1-/ %Ll OKZBER 2 Aa0K2RYA 2,782 Core 1435 mm
/' TFOKs ¢S -WHaiOKRYRY Aot Af g1 0 29,278 Core 1435 mm
Pilawa-t 2 6 0 S 58,403 Core 1435 mm
t 26-0&] 56 3,385 Core 1435 mm
_dzZl s Al OF t2RfFail 52,415 Core 1435 mm
Pilawa- Dorohusk

Pilawa- Lublin 120,509 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
Lublin-/ KSOY 73,565 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
/ K SiD%rohusk 21,089 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
9 G Trakiszki (Border PL/LT)

9 G Dlecko 28,486 Core 1435 mm
Oleckao- (Gw) 16,457 Core 1435 mm
(Gw)- Papiernia 20,700 Core 1435 mm
Papiernia{ dzg I O] A 5,745 Core 1435 mm
{ dzg |- Gkiszki 25,690 Core 1435 mm
Trakiszkt Trakiszki (Border PL/LT) 3,432 Core 1435 mm
t 21 yS$tafy Staw

6t 2Ty zZ DOGO-tt2d y{l @& NENG tS1alA ytda | | 5556 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
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t 21 yIZ2 WNINY&AAY & 8,622 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
Y 5 NJ/Shldc Wikp. 32,84 Extended Corg 1435 mm
Solec WIkp- Jarocin 16,586 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
JarocinCNJ Y1t Ay 5 g 26,747 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
C NJ y 1 {Stary Staw 1,466 Extended Corg 1435 mm
Rzepin Skierniewice

Rzepin Jerzmanice Lubuskie 6,628 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
Jerzmanice Lubuski¢ T SNB A SZ & 50,018 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
/ T SN ACSE2 5 ¢ 67,45 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
D O 2 3 egzno 46,782 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
LeszncYRN|1 2f Sg 2 11,874 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
YN 2t Gous? 56,262 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
Osusz Durzyn 5,289 Extended Corg 1435 mm
Durzynnh &Nk 6 2 ASt{2LRfalA 26,322 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
had Nk o 2 A-ShjawaikiZ2 t a1 A 96,279 Core 1435 mm
Gajewniki- Retkinia 37,492 Core 1435 mm
Retkini:-_ 5 RT YIFf A&l ¢2461 NRgI 1,752 Core 1435 mm
~5RT YIfAa]lkkRhophg|l NBGI 5,161 Core 1435 mm
5 R1 FK2RIyeéht SOKs g 7,979 Core 1435 mm
5 R7T hiDSaxXssw S| 9,302 Core 1435 mm
DI 07 5 Koligzki 7,203 Core 1435 mm
Koluszki Skierniewice 39,265 Core 1435 mm
_ 2 ¢ A\Waifszawa _ dz] 5 &

26 MNOINRT I 61 DOUs gyl ¢261 NR&I 72,281 Core 1435 mm
2| NBT 6l DOUs 63yl NEBRIGEINPBRI Za 1 | 9,175 Core 1435 mm
2 NBT | ¢ -\Wdkka®aPrdga 3,963 Core 1435 mm
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2 NBET 61 -¢e+NRA3 &85]T aiOKI Us 6 1,211 Core 1435 mm
2 NRT | ¢ -avar€révka Wschodnia Tow. 1,559 Core 1435 mm
Warszawa Wschodnia Towe  N&T | 6 wSYOSNIis g 3,923 Core 1435 mm
2 NET ¢ wlY28NRO®bB 27,262 Core 1435 mm
{G22BRBB] all26ASO1A 1,58 Core 1435 mm
a A ZMafowieckt Siedlce 52,099 Core 1435 mm
Siedlce _dz] 5 9 27,754 Core 1435 mm
t AOL®wOdzal Ol

Pilawa-¢ O dza 1 O 59,595 | Extended Core 1435 mm
Warszawa Praga¢ O dz&.1 AOH O 8 adi2 |

Warszawa Praga¢ 0 dza i Of1 44,271 Core 1435 mm
¢ 0dza/11Gd 0 S 4 74,036 Core 1435 mm
/T easSwroveaiz] 65,467 Core 1435 mm
A o8l 2 | 103,236 Core 1435 mm
Skierniewice2 I NET | g DOs gyl ¢246F NRgI

Skierniewicet NXza il | 5 ¢ 50,038 Core 1435 mm
t NUzA FWsigSFTAYs 6 t 2R3 3,435 Core 1435 mm
2 NBT 6l DOsoW3 1 SBPHYNR G| 5,161 Core 1435 mm
2 NBET F g1 DOUs ¢y NERIgSINPBGs 6y ¢24 1004 Core 1435 mm
t 21 y9 &

t 21 yIZ Oebylficag 2 7,901 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
Kobylnica Mogilno 63,91 Extended Corg 1435 mm
Mogilno- Gniewkowo 35,39 Extended Corg 1435 mm
Gniewkowo-¢ 2 NHzZ 2 4 OKs R 15,2 Extended Corg 1435 mm
¢ 2 NHzZ2 2KoG#s5 R 353 Extended Corg 1435 mm
9 G Korsze 98,808 | Extended Corg 1435 mm
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Bielawa Dolna (Border D/PL)aworzno Szczakowa

Bielawa Dolna (Border D/PL3 t 3f Ay A SO 12,902 Core 1435 mm
2t 3t A/MB026 A0S 62,099 Core 1435 mm
ai O 2begnicd 9,459 Core 1435 mm
Legnica2 wh/ 12 bh2_ 52 jw 58,215 Core 1435 mm
2 NP OOl g b2MNR O5dsgNJa dzOK 2 0 5 NJ 1,858 Core 1435 mm
2 NP OOl ¢ aidAAKS0EH { i RA2Y 3,357 Core 1435 mm
2 NP OOUI ¢ - Nt RUI2g/ . NBR OKs & 8,01 Core 1435 mm
2 NP OOl ¢ -SHIEEs ¢ 6,590 Core 1435 mm
Siechnica/ T SNy A Ol 2 NROOI gail 6,884 Core 1435 mm
/' TSNYAOF 2WeHK@FI @marjorz ail e 0S 5,235 Core 1435 mm
WSt O aid2pdziO8S holgalAs 17,261 Core 1435 mm
. A a1 dzLJA O SOptieGtoszaw|cd S 54,261 Core 1435 mm
Opole GroszowiceStrzelce Opolskie 28,838 Core 1435 mm
Strzelce OpolskiePaczyna 22,128 Core 1435 mm
Paczyna Pyskowice 5,232 Core 1435 mm
PyskowiceDf A6 A OS | ot R@& 6,097 Core 1435 mm
Df A 8 A OSGliwited t R & 5,286 Core 1435 mm
Gliwice- Zabrze Biskupice 13,630 Core 1435 mm
Zabrze BiskupiceBytom 6,8 Core 1435 mm
Bytom-/ K2NJI 56 { (I NEB 6,3 Core 1435 mm
| K2NJ 5 gY {2 N®BOS {1 2LIASYAOS ts0y2 12054 Core 1435 mm
SzabelniaYl 126 A0S {1 2LASYAO0S tsoy20y 1,359 Core 1435 mm
YIEG§26A0S {1 2LI5t8wska®8dgt s Oy 20y S 9,651 Core 1435 mm
Stawiska PodgStawiska Podg 0,466 Core 1435 mm
Stawiskaa 8 8 02 8 A OS 1,815 Core 1435 mm
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PL |a & a U 2-8ZalidlBia 3,305 Core 1435 mm
PL atavz2she82al ey 9,359 Core 1435 mm
PL Jaworzno Szczakowa J¥BOdzA2 al 8y t 2R3 1,941 Core 1435 mm
PL 5 0dz3 2 a 1 -SgsnoviecREczki 1,863 Core 1435 mm
PL Sosnowiec MaczkiSosnowiec Maczki 1,076 Core 1435 mm
PL Sosnowiec MaczkiJaworzno Szczakowa 2 Core 1435 mm
PL Jaworzno Szczakowdedyka

PL 5 O dz3 2 dawerafio Szczakowa 1,885 Core 1435 mm
PL Jaworzno Szczakowa NI {56 a&Rf yA]A 47,494 Core 1435 mm
PL |Y NJ Mydinikict 2 ROt 8 S 34,589 Core 1435 mm
PL |A dzNJ éHu®d 12,959 Core 1435 mm
PL |t 2 R &tViddgka 239,85 Core 1435 mm
PL |BorderDE/PL| g Ay 2dz21 OA S

PL Border DE/PLSzczecin (line no. 409) 10,069 Core 1435 mm
PL |[Szczecin| 6 Ay 2dz21 OA S 99,398 Core 1435 mm
LT Trakiszki (Border PL/L-TYlockava 1435 mm 14,3 Extended Corg 1435 mm
LT [Mockava~SOG 21 A wmMnop YYKMpPpHA YY 7,5 Extended Coreg 1520 mm
LT |~-SOG¥1hMX& wnRI mMnop YY 57 Extended Core 1435 mm
LT [~SOG-¥1hXx& wnRI MpHA YY 57 Extended Corg 1520 mm
LT |Y I T f & KaunaR 1435 mm 36,75 Core 1435 mm
LT |YI T f & KawnaR 1520 mm 36,75 Core 1520 mm
LT Kaunas Palemonas 1435 mm 9,6 Core 1435 mm
LT Kaunas Palemonas 1520 mm 9,6 Core 1520 mm
LT PalemonasD| A OAny I A 25,3 Extended Corg 1520 mm
LT |DI AOAMAILYRZAE A O A & 102,6 Core 1520 mm
LT |wl ROA+ADYzA A A 19,8 Core 1520 mm
LT ~ A | diMleikeher 59,6 Extended Corg 1520 mm
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LT |YI A OA4VRBRINE & 66,7 Core 1520 mm
LT |Y I A OA{PRémdis 27 Core 1520 mm
LT Palemonas Jiesia 15 Core 1520 mm
LT Vilnius- N. Vilnia 9,2 Core 1520 mm
LT |N.ViniaY2@ @A O Ta 8 Core 1520 mm
LT |Yeé gAr-a@1 T & APangriai 64,5 Core 1520 mm
LT |wl ROA+ADYzA Al A 19,8 Core 1520 mm
LT |~ A | dxf fAlF ALIT R| 164,2 Core 1520 mm
LV BorderLT/LMMeitene-Jelgava 33 Extended Corg 1520 mm
LV JelgaveRiga 43 Core 1520 mm
LV RigalLugazBorder LV/EE 166 Extended Corg 1520 mm
LV Jelgavaventspils 164 Core 1520 mm
LV Border EE/LVUpeslejas junction 116,7 Core 1435 mm
LV Upeslejas junction Riga Central StatiorRiga airport Misa junction 70,3 Core 1435 mm
LV Riga bypass (Upeslejas junctidbalaspil$reight station- Misa junction) 28,1 Core 1435 mm
LV Misa junction- Border LV/LT 47,5 Core 1435 mm
EE Valga- Tartu 84,812 Core 1520 mm
EE Tartu- Tapa 112,534 Core 1520 mm
EE |[Tapa- Tallinn 69,608 Core 1520 mm
EE [Tallinn- Muuga 17,462 Core 1520 mm
EE |TallinnRapla 47,1 Core 1435 mm
EE Raplat N NJ/ dz 54,7 Core 1435 mm
EE [t N NBEAJ2V border 93,7 Core 1435 mm

Total length 9 02,85

Core 7 237,54

Extended Core 18%,31
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