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Abstract: The benefits of opening the state
borders with the stress on its integration
function through the constitution of cross-
border regions cannot be achieved without a
synchronized transport development. For
South Eastern European countries, the top
priority project would be the formation of pan-
European transport corridors defined on Crete
in 1994 and amended later on in Helsinki in
1997. Six of ten corridors pass through the
territory of South Eastern Europe. Due to their
transport and geographical locations, the
capitals of the region should represent the key
nodes on the main transport directions.
Corridor X with its technical, economic and
functional characteristics represents the axis of
the entire transport network in SE Europe.
Formation of this network has as its ultimate
goal the functional inter-regional integration
with simplified and accelerated transport lines.
This also means the open barriers but at the

same time, improved and harmonized
transport infrastructures and services.
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H3Box: [losutuBHE  edexTH  OTBapama
rpaHMIAa ca HaIJIAIICHOM WHTETPaliOHOM
¢GyHKIHjOM He MOry OWTH peanu3oBaHH Oe3
CHHXPOHM30BaHOT pa3Boja caoOpahaja. 3a
3emsbe Jyroucroune EBpome, Hajehm 3Hauaj
“Ma TpojeKaT MaH-CBPONCKUX caoOpahajHux
Kopuaopa, naebunucan 1994. roauHe Ha
Kputy a kacuuje nonymeH y XeJICHHKHjY
1997. romune. On yKymHO JeceT KOpuaopa,
BHX LIECT IPOJIa3u KPO3 PErnoH JyroucToyHe
EBpome. Kopunop X je, mo cBojuM puznaxum,
TEXHUYKHM u €KOHOMCKHM
KapaKTepUCTHKAMa, noctojehum
KamaluTeTMa, OKOCHHIIA caoOpahajue Mpexe
Jyroucroune Espore. Kpajmu Wb
dopmupama  maH-eBporcke — caobpahajue
Mpexxe je (yHKUHOHaTHAa MehypernoHanana
WHTETpalyja, ca I[OjeAHOCTaBIEHUM U
yOp3anuM caoOpahajHuM TOKOBHUMa, KOjU
Mofipa3syMeBajy OTBOpEHE TIpaHHLe, ald M

yHanpehene wu  yckimahene caoOpahajue
nH}pacTpyKType u yciyre.
Kibyune peum: Jyromcrouna Espoma,

cao0Opahaj, maHeBPOIICKN KOPUIOPH

™ Mirko Gr¢i¢, PhD, Faculty of Geography, Belgrade; Ivan Ratkaj, M.Sc, Faculty of Geography,

Belgrade.



Mirko Gr¢ié
Ivan Ratkaj

Transport corridors as a factor
of integration in south-east ern Europe

Pan-European projects for
infrastructure development
in South Eastern Europe

South Eastern European region
represents the crossroad of important
communications between countries of
EU and Asia. Naturally, there is the
competition between them for the
control of the regional infrastructure
development beside the fact that each
of the countries wants to promote the
comparative advantages of its own
transport-geographic ~ and  transit
position. However, the goal that all of
them share is establishing and further
development of functional
international transport connections
which would qualify them as countries
with well-balanced transport network
and flexible conditions for efficient
transport movements.

The important role in this plays
already defined network of pan-
European corridors, a long-term EU
project. A big obstacle for physical
integration of transport infrastructure
represents too big difference between
the transport standards in EU and SE
Europe. Regarding the road network,
the difference is not only in the
concentration of highways but in the
general quality of roads (technical
standards, capacities etc.). The present
road network in SE Europe cannot
bear any significant increase of the
traffic volume and requires significant
investments. A particularly frequent

ITaHeBpPONCKHU NMPOjeKTH 32

pa3Boj HH(ppacTPyKType y
Jyroucrounoj EBponu

Perunon jyroucroune EBpone mpen-
CTaBJba IIPOCTOP HA KOME C€ YKPIITajy
Ba)KHE KOMyHHKaluje u3mely 3eMasba
EVY u Asuje. Hapasno na mel)y 3emipa-
Ma perrmoHa MOCTOjH KOHKYPEHIIH]ja Mo
nuTalky Tora ko he KoHTpommcaTn
HBEroB HH(pa CTPYKTYpHH Pa3Boj, Kao
¥ TO Ja CBaKa 3eMJba JKEIH Ja IPOMO
BHUIIIC KOMIIAPATHBHE MPEIHOCTH COII
cTBeHOr caobOpahajHo reorpadcekor u
TPaH3UTHOT TOJIOKaja. MelhyTum, cBe
OHE WMajy 3ajeJHUYKH IHJb, a TO j€
yCIIOCTaBJbatkhe M JajbH Pa3Boj (QyH
KUMOHAIHUX MeljyHapoaHux caobpa
hajaux Bes3a, kako Ou ce kBanupu
KOBaJIe Kao PEerhuoH ca Jo0po m3banan
cupaHoM caobpahajHOM MpexoM, Koja
npyxa (iaexcuOuiHe ycioBe 3a ehu
KacHa caoOpahajHa KpeTama.

Y ToMmMe BeIHMKYy YJIOry uMa
yTBpl)eHa Mpeska MaHEeBPOICKUX KOpH
J0pa, Kao AyropovHor mpojekra EBpo
ncke  YHuje. Benmkm  mpobGiem
¢u3nukoM MHTErpucamy caodpahajHe
UHDPACTPYKType Ipe/ICTaBIba
pasnuka y CTaHIapaAnMa
caoOpahajuumia u3melly  EBporcke
YHuje u 3eMajka jyro MCTOYHE
EBpome. Paznuka, kaga je y muTamy
IpyMCKa Mpexa, He OrJiefla Ce caMmo y
3aCTYIJBEHOCTH ayTo- MyTeBa, Beh
TeHepalHO y  KBaIMTETYy caodpa
hajaumia (TEXHWYKA CTaHAApAM, Kara
oUTeTH U ci). JpyMcka Mpexa y jyro
ucroynoj EBporm, y camammeM cTa
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problem is absence of bypasses around

urban agglomerations (round
Belgrade, for  example) and
insufficient  capacities,  technical

equipment and coordination at the
border crossings. Railroad networks
out of EU are old-fashioned and of
unsatisfying technical characteristics.
Curves and slopes, and other
geometrical limitations together with
technical limitations (long portions of
the network are one-track railways
with insufficient electrification,
numerous crossroads with roads, and
low level of automatic traffic control)
represent a considerate problem. The
necessary investing in this old
transport  infrastructure must be
harmonized among all countries of the
region in order to evade the possibility
of transforming it into the so-called
“white elephants”.

The second Pan-European
Transport Conference held in Crete
from 14 to 16 March 1994 has
affirmed “Status report on indicative
guidelines for the future development
of Pan-European Transport
Infrastructure”. On that occasion nine
corridors were established (the
document was based wupon the
Declaration confirmed during first
Pan-European conference in Prague
1991). In 1997 at the European
Conference of Ministers of Transport
in Helsinki, corridor No 10 was added.
The Pan-European corridor network is
a sign of an intention for the
integration of the continent and
overturning the inherited division from

BY, HE MOXE IPUXBATUTH 3HAYAjHI]jE
noBehame oOuma caobOpahaja, Te u3m
CKyje BeJHMKa MaTepujajiHa yJjarama.
[TocebHO ce kao yect mpobieM jaBiba
U HemocTojame OOWIA3HUIA  OKO
TpajCKuX ariomepanyja (HIOP, OKO
beo rpana) u HEIOBOJEHY KAaNaUTETH,
TEXHUYKa OMPEMIBEHOCT U ycKialjeHor
IpaHUYHUX Tpenasa. JKenesHuuke Mpe
ke y 3eMJbaMa M3BaH EBpornicke YHuje
Cy 3acrapene, JIOIIUX TEXHUYKUX
KapaktepucTuka. O30upHA IPoOIIeMH
Cy TeOMeTpHjcKa OrpaHHYera (KpUBU
HEe, HaruOM), Kao M TEXHUYKA OTPaHH
Yyema (BENIMKU yAeo Tpyra ca jeIHUM
KOJIOCEKOM, HEIOBOJEHO CIIPOBE/ICHA
eleKTpuduKanmja mpyra, OpojHa YKp
mrama ca JAPYMCKHUM JIMHHjamMa Yy
UCTOM HHMBOY, HM3aK HHBO ayTOMaTH
30BaHOCTH peryiucama caodpahaja m
Ip). YmpaBo 36or moTtpebe 3a 3Ha
YajHUM MaTepHjaHUM yllarambhMa y
3acrapeny caoOpahajHy uH(pacTpyk
TYpY, HEOIIXOIHO je YCKIAaJUTH aKTHB
HocTH m3Mmel)y 3eMasba pernoHa, Kako
O0m ce wm3beria omacHOCT TpaHCHOpP
MHCamba OTPOMHHX MaTepy jaTHUX yia
rama y T3B. “Oele ciIoHOBe”.

Hpyra IlaneBporcka caoOpahajHa
koH(pepeHrja, oapkana Ha Kputy on
14 - 16 mapta 1994. rogune, onobpu
na je "Status report on indicative
guidelines for the future development
of Pan-European Transport Infra
structure” xana je ytepheHo 9 kopu
nmopa (0Baj TOKYMEHT je 3aCHOBaH Ha
JeKJIapanyju ycBojeHoj Ha mpBoj [lan
eBporckoj koH(epeHnmju y Ilpary
1991). T'omune 1997. Ha KOH(pepeH
IIUjU eBPOTICKMX MUHKCTapa caoOpaha
ja'y XencuHKH]y, 10/1aT je U KOPHIOoP
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the “Cold War” period. The
perspective should be to strengthen
Euro-Asian transport together with
communication and energy
connections. Even six of ten existing
corridors pass through the region of
SE Europe. All the corridors are:
Corridor I: Helsinki - Tallinn - Riga -
Kaunas — Warsaw. Branch A: Riga -
Kaliningrad Gdansk. It passes
through Finland, Estonia, Latvia,
Lithuania, Poland and Russia. The
length is about 1650 km.

Corridor II: Berlin - Warsaw - Minsk
- Moscow - Nizhni Novgorod. It
passes through Germany, Poland,
Byelorussia and Russia in the length
of 1830 km.

Corridor III: Berlin / Dresden -
Wroclaw - Katowice - Krakow - Lvov
— Kiev (about 1640 km in Germany,
Poland and Ukraine).

Corridor 1IV: Berlin/Niirnberg
Praha — Vienna/Bratislava — Budapest
— Arad — Constanta / Thessaloniki /
Istanbul. This one passes through nine
countries (Germany, Austria, Czech
Republic, Slovakia, Hungary,
Romania, Bulgaria, Greece and
Turkey) and its length is 3258 km.
Corridor V: Venezia — Trieste/Koper
— Ljubljana — Budapest — Uzgorod —
Lvov. Branch A: Bratislava — Zilina —
Kosice — Uzgorod. Branch B: Rijeka —
Zagreb — Budapest. Branch C: Ploce —
Sarajevo — Osijek — Budapest. It
passes through seven countries (Italy,
Slovenia, Hungary, Slovakia, Ukraine,
Croatia, Bosnia and Hercegovina) and
its length is about 1600 km.
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10. Mpexa maHEBPOIICKHUX KOpHIOpa
NOKa3yje TEXIbY JAa Ce HHTETpHILIe
KOHTHHEHT W J1a ce mpeBa3ul)y Hacie
hene mozene w3 BpemeHa ““XiaaHOT
pata”, a y TEpPCIEeKTHBH Jla Ce Iojaya
jy eBpasujcke caobpahajHe, KOMyHHKa
IIMOHE W eHepreTcke Bese. Yak 6 on
ykynHo 10 kopuaopa mpoinasze Kpo3
peruoH Jyrouctoune EBpore. To cy:
Kopupnop I: Xencunkn—Tanue—Pura—
Kanayc—Bapmasa; I'pana A: Pura-
Kanuwunrpan-I' nawck. IIponasu kpo3
®DuHCKY, Ecronnjy, JleTonnjy,
JlurBanujy, Ilosscky u Pycujy, a
YKyTHa OyxuHe je oko 1650 km.
Kopupop II: bepimun—Bapmasa—
Munck—MockBa—Huxwu Hosropoa.
IIpomasu kpo3 Hemauky, Ilosbcky,
bemopycujy u Pycujy ayxuHOM 0OX
1830 km.

Kopupop III:  bepnun-Zpesnen-
Bpounas—Katosune-Kpakos—JbBos—
Kujer (oxko 1640 km y Hemauxkoj,
[Mosbckoj u Ykpajunmn).

Kopumop 1V: Jlpesnen-HupuObepr-
IIpar-beu-bparucnasa-bynumnenira-
Apan—byxkypemr-Koncranmna-CoryH-
Uctanbyn. OBaj kopuaop mpoiasu
Kpo3 gemeT 3eMasba (Hemauka, Ayc
Tpuja, Yemka, CrnoBauka, Mabhapcka,
Pymynwuja, Byrapcka, ['puka, Typcka)
U UMa Oy>XuHy on 3258 km.

Kopunop V: Benemuja-Tpcr-Komep-
Jbyb6mana-bymummernra-Yxropoa-Jbs
oB. I'pana A: bparucnaBa-Xununa-
Kommute—Yxropoa. ['pana B: Pujexa-
3arpe6-bynmummemra. I'pana C: Ilmo
ye-CapajeBo-Ocujek-bynummenira.
[Ipona3u kpo3 cenam 3emarpa (Mramm
ja, Cnosenuja, Maljapcka, CiioBauka,
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Corridor VI: Gdansk - Katowice
Zilina. Branch A: Grudziadz
Poznan. Branch B: Katowice
Ostrava — via corridor IV. It passes
through Poland, Czech Republic and
Slovakia (the length is about 1800
km).

Corridor VII: Navigable length of
Danube - 2857 km. This corridor
includes Austria, Bulgaria, Croatia,
Germany, Hungary, Moldova,
Romania, Slovakia, Ukraine, Serbia
and Montenegro.

Corridor VIII: Durrés — Tirane —
Skopje — Sofiya — Burgas / Varna. It
passes through Albania, FYR of
Macedonia and Bulgaria (the length is
about 1300 km).

Corridor IX: Helsinki Saint
Petersburg — Moscow / Pskov — Kiev
— Ljubashévka — Kishinev — Bucuresti
— Dimitrovgrad — Alexandroupolis.
Branch A: Ljubashévka — Odessa.
Branch B: Kiev — Minsk — Vilnius —
Kaliningrad / Klaipeda. It is the
longest corridor — 6500 km (it passes
through Finland, Lithuania, Russia,
Byelorussia,  Ukraine, Moldova,
Romania, Bulgaria and Greece).
Corridor X: Salzburg — Ljubljana —
Zagreb — Beograd — Nis — Skopje —
Veles — Thessaloniki. Branch A: Graz
— Maribor — Zagreb. Branch B:
Budapest — Novi Sad — Beograd.
Branch C: Nis — Sofiya — corridor IV.
Branch D: Veles — Bitola — Florina —
Via Egnatia — [goumenitsa. The length
is about 2360 km. It passes through
Austria, Slovenia, Croatia, Hungary,
Serbia and Montenegro, FYR of
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VYxpajuna, XpBarcka, bocaa n Xepue
roBWHA), a yKymHe je myxunHe 1600
km.

Kopupop VI: T@'namck—Bapmasa—

KaroBune—Kunnna). I'pana A:
I'pyhonr—Ilo3Ham. I'pana b:
KatoBume—OcTtpaBa—Kkopumop Iv.

IIponasu kpo3 Iloskcky, Yemky u
CroBauky (my>xxuae oko 1800 km).
Kopugop VII: 1mioBHM TOK peke
Hynas, nyxune 2857 km. Kopumop
oOyxBara Ayctpujy, byrapcky, Xp
Barcky, Hemauky, Mahapcky, Momnna
BUjy, Pymynujy, CrnoBauky, Ykpajuny
u Cp6ujy u Lpny 'opy.

Kopupop  VIIIL: Hpau—Tupana—
Cxormbe—Coduja—byprac-Bapha.
Kopugop mnponasu kpo3 Anbanujy,
BJP Makenonnjy u byrapcky (y
myxxunan ox 1300 km).

Kopupnop IX: Xencunkn—Cr.
[TerepcOypr—Mockaa-I1ckoB—Kujep—
Jbyb6ameBka—KummmeB—bykypemT—
JuMuTpoBrpag—AekcaHIpynoiuc.
I'pana A: JbyGameBka—Omneca.

I'pana B: KwujeB-Munck-Bmbmyc-Ka
numuHTrpan-Knajnena. Hajoyxu man
eBporicku kopuaop — 6500 km (mpo
naszu kpo3 duHcky, JIutBanwmjy, Pycu
jy, benopycujy, Ykpajuny, Mon nasu
jy, Pymynnjy, Byrapcky u I'puky).
Kopupop X: Camdypr-Jby6spana-
3arpe6-beorpan-Hum-Ckomnsse-Benec
-Conyn. I'pana A: I'par-Mapubop—3a
rpe6. I'pana B: byammmemra—Hosu
Can—beorpan. I'pana C: Hum—Codu
ja—xopugop IV. I'pana D: Benec-bu
tosb-Onopuna-Via Egnatia-Urymenu
na. Jyxwune je oxo 2360 km. [Iponazu
kpo3 Ayctpujy, CioBenujy, XpBaT
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Macedonia, Bulgaria and Greece.

One of the basic principles of the
pan-European  transport  network,
inside the established corridors, is its
intermodality and multimodality that
provides a choice between integrated
forms of transport. Big emphasize is
put to  higher efficiency of
international transport flows which
means a balanced quality and regime
of traffic service together with simpler
border crossing procedures. The
ultimate goal of establishing the
networks of pan-European corridors is
functional interregional connection,
which would provide conditions for

easier transport of people, goods,
money and  information  with
simultaneous  increase of their

mobility. However, all this in turn
requires a complex network of logistic
centers and development of intermodal
nodes. For countries - EU-candidates,
this project is further developed
through the TINA concept (Transport
Infrastructure Needs Assessment) of
traffic network which belongs to the
specified corridors and represents a
functional continuation of already
formed trans-European network - TEN
(Trans-European Network) on the
territory of EU. One of the problems is
technical incompatibility of highway
and railroad networks between the
members of EU and the candidates.
Before the reception of 10 new
members in EU countries, almost 4/5
of goods were transported in highways
and only 1/5 in railroad traffic while in
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cky, Mahapcky, Cpoujy u Lpay [opy,
BJP Makenonwujy, byrapcky u I'puky.
JemaH on OCHOBHUX NPUHLMIIA
ypehema maHeBporicke caoOpahajue
MpeXe YHyTap yTBphEeHHX KOpHaopa
Cy hCHa HMHTEPMOJAITHOCT W MYITH
MOJAITHOCT, KojuMa ce 00e30ehyje
n3bop wusmelly MeljycoOHO wWHTErpu
caHuxX BHmoBa caoOpahaja. Bemukm
3HA4aj je mojaebeH moBehamwy edukac
HocTH MehyHapomHux caoOpahajanx
TOKOBa, MITO 00yxBaTa yckiiahjuBame
KBAINTETa M peXmMa caodpahajHux
ychnyra, Kao W II0jeIHOCTaBJbHBAIE
rpanuuHe mpoueaype. Kpajubu nusb
YCIIOCTaBJbatha MPEXKE MaHEBPOIICKHX
Kopugopa je GYHKIMOHAIHO Mehy
PETMOHAIIHO MOBE3MBakE, YUME OH ce
00e30emnIM  yCIIOBH 3a CJIO0OIHHU]jE
KpeTame JbyAHM, pode, KamuTana Hu
uHQOpMaIuja, y3 MCTOBPEMEHO IOBE
haBame HWHUXOBE MOOMIIHOCTH, IITO
yjelHO 3axTeBa W CIOXKEHY MPEXY
JIOTHCTUYKUX IICHTapa W pa3Boj WHTEP
MonanHux yBopumita. OBaj mpojekat
je 3a 3eMJbe KaHIUIaTe 3a MPUKIbY
Yyewme YHUJU Jlajbe pa3BUjeH Kpo3 KOH
nent TINA (Transport Infrastructure
Needs Assessment) caoOpahajue mpe
e Koja mpunaza JaTuM KOPHIOPHMA,
a mpeAcTaBjba (QYHKUHOHATAH HAcTa
Bak Beh (opmupaHe TpaHCEBPOICKE
Mpeske - TEN (Trans-European Net
works) Ha mpocTopy EBporicke YHuje.
Jeman op mpobnema je TeXHHYKa
HEKOMITATHOMITHOCT W3Mehyy apyMmcke
U JKeJIe3HUYKE Mpeke n3Me hy 3eMasba
wyraHuna EY u 3emaspa kaH gupara. Y
3emspamMa EY mpe npukspy uemwa 10
HOBHUX YIaHHIIA, IPUOIKHO 4/5 pobe
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the Central and Eastern European
countries the situation was the
opposite. Construction or
reconstruction of some 18,000 km of
highway network, 20,000 of railway,
sea and river ports and airports has
been planned for the new EU
members. The value of this huge
project has been estimate to 86.6
billions euros.

Pan-European corridors and TINA
network will significantly influence on
accessibility and nodality of cities.
Compared to TEN transport network
in EU, pan-European corridors are
characterized by far smaller density
and consequently by wider gravity
zones which (especially highway
networks). Consequently, there is a
relatively smaller accessibility of the
areas in the zone of pan-European
corridors (according to time needed to
reach the node inside the closest
transport corridor), compared to
accessibility inside EU. At the other
hand, the pan-European corridors will
heighten the accessibility of that part
of Europe to the EU, increasing the
number of nodal points where a few
corridors are intersecting. Typical
examples are Budapest (crossing of
corridors 1V, V, VII and X - branch
B), Sofiya (corridors 1V, VIII and X -
branch C), Bucuresti (corridors IV and
IX), Belgrade (corridors VII and X),
Skopje (corridor VIII and X), Zagreb
(corridors X and V - branch B) etc.

In this way, the gate-cities are
favored in the network of pan-
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ce MPEeBO3WIO APYMCKUM H camo 1/5
JKEJNe3HHYKUM caoOpahajem, MOK je y
3eMJbaMa IICHTpalHE M HUCTOY He
EBpomne 6uno o6payTo. 32 10 3ema Jba
KaHauaara, cajga Beh uimanuna EY,
IPOLEHEHA j€ H3rpajma WIH PEKOH
ctpykija 18.000 kM npyMcke Mpexe
u 20.000 kM >KelIe3HUYKHX JIHHU]a,
U3rpajilba PEYHUX U MOPCKHUX IIPHUCTa
HULITa U aepojpomMa. BpenHoct oBor
OOMMHOT TIpOjeKTa je MpolcHmeHa Ha
86,5 munmjapau espa.

ITaneBponcku kopumopu u TINA
caoOpahajna mpexa he mmaru 3Haya
jaH yTHIIaj HA JOCTYITHOCT W HOJAIIN
Ter TpamoBa. Y mopehemy ca TENs
caoOpahajHom Mpexom yryTtap EBpon
CcKe YHHje, HMaHEBPOICKH KOPHIOPH
UMajy AaJeKO Mamby T'yCTHUHY U Ca TUM
y BE3M IIUpe TPaBUTAIIMOHE 30HE, IITO
je TOoCe0HO WU3paKEHO KO MpPEKe
aytomyTeBa. TakBa cHTyaluja 3a IO
CJIEAMIly MMa CPa3MEpPHO Mamy AOCTY
MHOCT (MEpeHy MOTPeOHHM BPEMEHOM
MyTOBamka /0 YBOPHILTA YHYyTap Haj
ommker caobpahajuor kopuaopa) ooia
cti 0o0yxBalieHUX 30HOM YTHIIaja MaH
EBPONCKHX KOpHIOpa, Y OJHOCY Ha
JoctynHocT yHyTap EBporcke YHyje.
Ca npyre cTtpaHe, Mpexka MaHEBPOI
CKuX Kopuiopa he y Bemmkoj mepu
noBehaT cafgauimby JOCTYITHOCT AATOT
npocropa EBpornckoj Yuauju, moBehasa
jyhu Opoj HomanmHMX Tadaka y Kojuma
ce YKpIUTa IO HEKOJHUKO KOpUAOpa.
Tunuuau npumepu cy byaummerinra
(yxpmrrame xopugopa IV, V, VII u X -
rpana B), Codwuja (xopunopu IV, VIII
u X - rpana C), bykypemr (kopumopu
IV u IX), beorpan (kopunopu VII u
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European corridors since they have

important roles as intermodal nodes.
However, this can result in damaging
the existing national urban networks,
which would even more contribute to
the already obvious urban priorities. In
order to avoid too much pressure on
metropolitan  areas and  create
comparative advantages at other poles
of development, an important stress
has to be put on the regionalization

and appropriate development
strategies at the national and local
level including construction of

adequate regional and trans-border
links.

Important corridors of air traffic
pass through the air space of SE
Europe connecting Central and
Western Europe at one side and the
Middle East and farther destinations at
the other side. The shortest and
economically most reasonable links
pass through Serbian air space. For
this reason, during the sanctions and
war in Serbia, world companies
suffered great financial loss. Very few
airports in the region reach the
threshold of some 1.5 million
passengers p.a. required to achieve
self-financing. In other cases, the
government’s support stays decisive
for regular air traffic. The Belgrade
airport with its projection of over &
million of passengers in 2025 has a
key position (EC 2003). One of the
solutions for the future development
of air traffic is ‘“hub-and-spoke”
system that would establish a few
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X), Cxkomsse (kopumopu VIII 1 X),
3arpe6 (xkopumopu X u V —rpana B) u
JPYTH.

Ha Taj HauuH Mpexa
HaHEBPOIICKUX KopHaopa (aBopusyje
TaKo3BaHE ‘‘TpaJloBe-Kamuje”, KOjH
UMajy BaXKHY YJIOTY HWHTEPMOJATHUX
YBOPUILTA. MebyTum, TaKBO
(haBopH30BamkE I0je JUHUX TI'pagoBa
MOXE JOBECTH [0 HapyllaBamba
noctojehnx  wanwomanHux — ypOaHHX
Mpeka y TpaBIly Jajker pacta WHade
HarJameHe MPUMapHOCTH TpajoBa. Y
LHUIBY n3beraBama Beher
ontepehrBamba  METPONOJIUTEHCKUX
HOZIpy4ja M CTBapama KOMIIAPATHBHUX
OPEAHOCTH KO OCTalluX IIOJIOBA pPa3
BOja, BEJIMKM 3HA4aj MOpa ce IIOCBE
THUTH PETHOHAIM3AIMjH U OATOBapa
jyhum pa3BojHUM cTparerujama Ha
HAIMOHATHOM H JIOKaJTHOM HHBOY, T
Clazia U M3rpajma aJleKBaTHUX PEruo
HaJHAX W TPaHCTPAaHWYHUX caolOpa
hajuaua.

Kpo3 BasmymHm mpoctop jyro
ucroune EBpone Bozme 3Ha4ajHU KOpH
JIOpy aBUOHCKOTr caoOpahaja m3mel)y
3amagHe W ueHTpanHe EBpore, ca jen
He cTpaHe, 1 bianuckor ncroka u qasbux
JISCTHHaIja, ca Apyre crtpaHe. Haj
kpahe ¥ EKOHOMCKM HajomlpaBAaHUje
Be3e Ka biHMcKOM HCTOKY Bojie Kpo3
Ba3aymHU mpoctop Cpbuje, Tako na
Cy Baz[ylIHE KOMIIaHHje y TIEPHOIY
CaHKIWja W paTHUX cykoba y CpOuju
Tpuene Benauke ryomtke. Camo manm
Opoj aepoapomMa y pErHOHY MOXKE
00e30eq1uTH MHHUMaaH Opoj Ol OKO
1,5 MuroHa MMyTHUKA TOAMIIELE, KOjU
omoryhaBa BUXOBO
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airports of international importance
whereto local flights from smaller
airports would be directed. Flights
from Sarajevo, Pristina or Tirane
would be directed to Belgrade, Zagreb
or even Rome. However, introduction
of this system is still too complex
because of the territory that is “cut
into pieces”.

Harmonization of
services and faster and simpler
international traffic includes the
modernization of border -crossings
with simpler crossing procedures.
Reasons for their complexity are
many, but generally, they fall into
three categories: bad infrastructure
equipment, complex and
disharmonized border-crossing
procedures and the staff problems.
These were made even more difficult
by opening new border -crossings
between ex-republics of SFRY as well
as by shifting most of border controls
to the outer EU borders, which
worsened the pressure on the country
borders in the region.

transport
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camo(pHHAHCHpabe 0CTaje TpecyaHa y
OIBWjaby Ba3Oylml Hor caoOpahaja.
Mebhy mHMa, KIby4HO MECTO 3ay3uma
aepoapom y beorpany ca npojexiujom
ol Tpeko 8 MuiaMoHa myTHuKa 2025.
roquHe (EC 2003). JemHo of periema
3a  Oymyhm  pasBoj  BasmyIrHOT
caobpahaja jecte yBoheme “hub-and-
spoke” cmcrema, KojuM Om ce
W3JIBOJUJIO  HEKOIMKO  aepojapoma
MmehyHaponHor 3Havaja ka KojuMa Ou
O ycMepaBaHH JIOKAIHHU JICTOBH ca
OCTAJIUX aepoJpOMa Mamer 3Hauvaja.
Ha Ttaj maunH Om ce JieToBH W3, HA
npumep, CapajeBa, [lpumruHe wuaH
Tupane ycMepaBanu ka BehuM aepo
npomuMa y beorpamny, 3arpeOy wim,
yak, Pumy. YBoheme oBor cucrema
JOII YBEK y BEJIHMKO] MEpPU OTEKaBa
BeJIMKA TEPUTOPHUjaTHA PACIIETTKAHOCT.

VYcknahusame caobpahajuux yciy
ra u Opxku W jemHocTaBHUjU Mehy
Hapo#HH caoOpahaj mompa3symeBa U
WHBECTUPAE Y MOJCPHH3AIU]Y Tpa
HUYHHUX Tpena3a W MOjeAHOCTABIbUBA
me nporenaype. Haume, pasnosu 360r
KOJUX je TMpena3ak TpaHUIE ITaIeKO
W3HAJ TPUXBATJbUBUX Cy OPOjHU, alli
ce TeHepaJHO MOTy CBPCTAaTH y TpH
KaTeropuje: Joma uHppa CTPYKTypHA
ONPEMJbEHOCT, CIOKEHE M HEycKia
hene rpaHnuyHe mpoueaype M MUTAkE
ocobma. HaBenmeHe pasmore monatHo
Cy TI0jadai W HACTaHAK CACBHUM
HOBUX TpaHUYHUX Tpenasa wusMehy
ouBmmx penyonuka CDOPJ, kao u mpe
MeITamke HajBeher aerma TpaHUIHUX
KOHTpOJIa Ha croJbHe Trpanuile EBpon
cke YHuje, unMe je nosehan mputucax
HA TpaHWYHE Mpeia3e 3eMaba pPeru
OHa.
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Fig 1.- Pan-European corridors in SE Europe
Cn.1. — Ilanesponcku kopudopu y Jyzoucmounoj Eeponu

Strategies for transport
infrastructure development in
Southeast European countries

1. Serbia and Montenegro

With Serbia and Montenegro
entering the  most  important
international institutions, a possibility
of revitalization of traditional trans-
Balkan (trans-Yugoslav) corridor
which in its biggest part coincide with
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Crpareruje nHGpacTpyKTypHOT
pa3Boja y 3eM/baMa
Jyroucroune EBpone

1. Cpouja u Ilpna I'opa
VxspyunBameM CLI' y rnaBHe Me
hyHnapomne opraHuzamuje, OTBOpHIA
ce MOryNHOCT 0KHMBJbaBarba TPATULIH
OHaJIHEe TpaHC-OaNKaHCKe (TpaHC-jyro
CIIOBECKE) Be3e Koja CBOjUM HajBehum
JIEJIOM KOWHIIMJHpa Ca XEeJICHHIIKHUM
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Helsinki corridor X and which was
closed in 1991, when transport was
redirected to alternative and longer
links with worse infrastructure. As it
is known, in the past the trans-Balkan
corridor was the shortest and the most
efficient link between the countries of
Central and Western Europe, Balkan
and the Middle East. At the same
time, it was backbone of the ex-
Yugoslav traffic network. Significant
attention has been paid to the
reaffirmation of this corridor through
infrastructure investments and
revitalization of Belgrade as an
important intermodal traffic node
where the crossing point of corridors
X and VII is. A favorable position of
Belgrade with relation to Budapest,
the main Central European node (they
are connected by the branch B of the
corridor X) should be stressed.
Belgrade is a node where river,
highway, railroad and air traffic links
of international significance cross
their ways.

In the present plan of the
arrangement of  pan-European
corridors an important direction has
been omitted, the one that would
efficiently connect corridors VII and
X (in Belgrade) with the only

important port of Serbia and
Montenegro - Bar. As a part of some
regional initiatives, there is a

suggestion that this problem should
be solved by establishing a new
corridor: Timisoara Vrsac
Belgrade Cacak Pozega
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KopupopoM X, a Koja je 3aTBOpeHa
1991. rogune, Kama je JOIUIO 0 TIpe
ycMepaBama caoOpahiaja Ha anrepHa
TUBHE JyXe W clabuje uHppacTpy
KTYpHO omnpeMsbeHe mpasie. Kao mro
jé TO03HaTo, y MPOIUIOCTH CYy OBUM
TpaHCOAIKaHCKUM KOPUAOPOM BOIHIIE
Hajkpahe u HajeuKacHHje Beze M3ME
hy 3emaspa 3anmangae u neHTpanHe EBpo
ne, bankana u biuckor Mcroka, a oH
je yjenHo u 6mo “kuuma” caoOpahajHe
mpexxe COPJ. Peapupmarnuju oBor
kopugopa je y Cpouju u Lpuoj [opu
noceBeheHa HajBeha maxkma kana cy y
nuTamy HWHPPACTPYKTYpHE HHBECTH
1Mje, Kao M peBuTanm3anuju beorpana
Ka0 BaXHOT WHTEPMOJAIHOT caoOpa
hajHOr YBOpHIIITa Y KOME C€ YKPIITAjy
npasiu kopumopa X u VII. IloceGHO
je BaxkHO mcrahu M OBOJbAH IMOJIOXKA]
beorpana y onHocy Ha byaummneinry —
IJIABHO YBOpHIUTE LeHTpasnHe EBpore,
ca KOjoM je ToBe3aH TpaHoM B kopwm
nopa X. beorpan je uBopumTe y Kome
ce YKpIITajy MpaBLU PEYHOT, APYyM
CKOT, JKEJIE3HUYKOT U aBHOHCKOI' Cao
Opahaja meljynapoaHor 3Hauaja.

Y mocrojeheM mimaHy pasmemiTaja
HaHEBPOIICKUX KOPUAOpPa N30CTABJBCH
je BakaH mpaBall KOju OM e(pHUKACHO
nose3uBao kopupope VII m X (xox
Beorpama) ca jenuHOM 3HauYajHUjOM
mykoMm Cpbuje u Lpue I'ope - bapom.
VY OokBUpY IMOjeJMHUX PETHOHATHUX
MHHLMjaTHBa MOCTOjU HPEAJor JIa ce
oBaj TmpoOieM pemu yTBphuBameM
jomr jemHor Kopuaopa: TemwumBap-
Bpuman-beorpan-Yauak-Iloxera-1lon
ropuua, Jabe ca ABa npasla — ka ba
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Podgorica, with two additional
directions to Bar and Durrés (Vision
Planet 1999). This is completely
compatible with already planned
corridor, which is part of Serbian
Spatial Plan (IIIIPC 1996), which
would  represent an  efficient
connection between corridor 1V,
Belgrade and Adriatic Sea. Toward
this link would be directed a big
portion of traffic from Central and
Eastern Europe. A big interest for
Serbia and Montenegro, realized
through international cooperation,
would be to treat direction Belgrade -
South Adriatic (Bar, Bari) as branch
E of corridor X, and direction
Belgrade - Timisoara as branch F of
the same corridor. Connection
between Podgorica and Durrés would
provide a rational connection with
corridor VIIL

Corridor VII is the only one in
Europe that in its basis has a river
stream. It represents a part of a
unique trans-European navigable
direction Danube-Main-Rhine (entire
length about 3505 km). Traffic
potentials of this corridor are far from
being exploited, especially
downstream of Budapest. In 1989,
Danube had 140 million tons of
traffic, but in 1994, it radically
decreased to 35 million tons. After
the economic  sanctions  were
abolished, it reached its stability of
about 50 million tons (1996) until
1999 when the bridges over Sava and
Danube were ruined (EIB 2000). The
interest of all the countries in the
region, especially of Romania and
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py u Ipauy (Vision Planet, 1999).
OBaj npensior ce y NOTIYHOCTH CIIaxe
ca IUTAaHUPAHUM KOPHUIOPOM Y OKBUPY
IIpocropuor mmana Cp6uje (1996),
yume Ou bBeorpan mobuo eduxachHy
Be3y ca JajpaHCKUM MoOpeM, a Ka Toj
Be3W OM ce yCMEpHO W BEIMKHA 0OMM
caoOpahaja M3 IEHTpaJIHE U HMCTOYHE
EBpone. ¥V unTepecy CpoOuje u Llpue
I'ope je ma ce, Kpo3 capaamy ca cycen
HUM 3eMJbaMa, TpaBal beorpan- Jyx
uu Jappan (Bap - bapu) Tperupa kao
rpana E xopumopa X, a mpaBan beo
rpaa-TemumBap kao kpak E wuctor
kopugopa. Beszom Ilogropuue wu
Jpaya ycrocraBuia Ou ce pamoHal
Ha Be3a ca kopujopom VIII.

Kopumop VII je jenunu eBponcku
KOpUAOp KOjH y CBOjOj OCHOBH HMa
peunn Tok. IlpencraBipa meo jenuH
CTBCHOT  TPAHCEBPOICKOT  IUIOBHOT
nyta JlynaB—Majna—Pajua (ykymHe
nyxkuHe 3505 km). CaobOpahajau
MOTEHIMjalld OBOT KOPHUAOpPa HUCY HU
nu30nm3a  UCKopuinheHW, MOCEOHO
HU3BOHO oA bynummnemre. yHaBom
je, 1989. roamne, ocTBapeH MPOMET O
oko 140 MumroHa ToHa, Aa OW HAKOH
TOora BpTOINIaBO Mao Ha cBera 35
muiaroHa ToHa 1994. romuue. Hakou
yKHJama TProBHHCKOT eMbapra Jyro
CIIaBUjH, TIPOMET ce CTaOMIN30Bao0 Ha
oko 50 mmmmona ToHa (1996. roguHe)
cee 10 1999. romuHe u pyuiema
moctoBa Ha JlynHaBy u Casu (EIB,
2000). Y 3ajenHUYKOM WHTEpECY 3eMa
Jba permoHa, mocedbHo Pymynwmje u by
rapcke, je TOTIyHa peBUTAIH3ALUja
Hynaga 3a mehynaponny mioBugoy.
Cpbuja u llpra I'opa 6u Tpebano na 'y
capaamu ca PyMyHHjOM MOKpeHEe WHH
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Bulgaria, is to completely revitalize
Danube for international trading.

Serbia and Montenegro in
cooperation with Romania should
start the initiative for the valorization
and possible establishment of a new
trans-Balkan corridor: Craiova
Djerdap II — Prahovo - Nis - Pristina -
Matesevo — South Adriatic (from
Matesevo to South Adriatic through
the corridor Belgrade-Bar), in spite of
the construction of the bridge Calafat
- Vidin. Realization of this project
would establish more effective traffic
and trade between Serbia and
Montenegro and Romania. It would
also establish a new transit direction
between Romania and Greece,
Macedonia and Albania, as well as
between Serbia and Montenegro and
Moldova, Ukraine and Russia, short
and efficient connection of corridors
IV and X from Vidin to Mokranje etc.

Of specific importance would be
the initiative for establishing ferry
transport on Bar-Bari line which
would bring to even greater
affirmation of Belgrade-Bar direction
and the trans-Balkan Craiova-Bar
corridor making them an important
bridge over South Adriatic - between
Italy and the countries of Central and
Eastern Europe. Further, more
highway construction on the line
Debeli Brijeg - Herceg Novi - Tivat -
Budva - Ulcinj would give some
additional affirmation to already
mentioned trans-border cooperation
on the “South Adriatic” project
between Dubrovnik, Herceg Novi and
Trebinje.
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UjaTUBY 3a BaJOPU3ALUjy M EBEHTY
QIIHO YCIOCTaBJbalb€ HOBE TpaHCOal
KaHCKe Kopuumopcke Bese: KpajoBa—
“Bepnan II”-IIpaxoBo-Humi-IIpumtu
Ha—MartemeBo—-Jyxau Jaapan (of
MaremieBa o JyxHor Jagpana Tpacom
kopugopa beorpan—bap), ympxoc
KOHCTpyHcawy  Mocta  Kanadar-
Bunun. Peammsanuja oBor mpojexra
6u omoryhmna caobpahaj u TpropuHy
usmely Cpouje u Llpue ['ope u Pymy
HHUje Aajeko kpahuM u jedTHHUjUM
MyTEM, 3aTUM YCIIOCTaBJbalbe HOBUX
TpaH3UTHUX mpasana usmehy Pymy
Huje u ['puke, Makenonuje u Anba
Hyuje, kao u CUI" u Monnasuje, Ykpa
june U PycwHje, kpaTky u eukacHy Be
3y kopuzopa IV u X Ha penanuju Bu
JuH — Mokpame u z1p.

Cnenmdudyan 3HaYa] w©WMa H
WHHLMjaTHBa 33  YCIIOCTaBJbamhe
KeNesHHUKor (epuboTa Ha JHHUJU
bap—bapu, kao BaxkHOr MOCTa IPEKO
jyxsor Jampana wmsmely HWramuje wu
3eMajba  [EHTPAIHE W  HWCTOYHE
EBpone, uume Ou ce jomr Bwuie
adbupmucao mpasany beorpam—bap wu
TpaHcOanKaHCKa Marucrpaa
KpajoBa—bap.  Takohe, wu3rpaama
ayromyta Ha pemanuju Jlebemn
bpujer—Xepuer Hopu—Tuar—byasa—
Ynuuss, nogatHo Ou adupmucana Beh
NOMEHYTY TpPAHCTPaHHUUYHY Ccapaimby
Ha mpojekty “JykHu Jagpan” msmel)y
Hy6poBuuka, Xepuer Hosor wu
Tpebuma.

HapaBno, jeman on wummepaTthBa
Kaja je y MUTamy TpaHCTpaHUYHA
capajima W HMHTEIPaTUBHU NPOLIECH
jecte W TecHa  capaima @ H
yckimahuBame ~— mHTEepeca  u3Mehy
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Surely, talking about trans-border
cooperation and integration
processes, it is imperative that a close
cooperation and harmonizing of
interests  between  Serbia  and
Montenegro and other countries of
the region should occur in the frame
of defined Pan-European Transport
Areas (Helsinki 1977) concerning
maritime areas. In Southern Europe,
the Black Sea, Adriatic/Ionian and
Mediterranean areas are of interest.

2. Bulgaria

What Bulgaria expects from the
development of  pan-European
communication is to have its
geopolitical role emphasized in the
region, but also in the wider - Euro-
Asian communication. Still, almost
all Balkan countries have “a practice
of ignoring the positions of other
countries in the region” (IbppmoB
2001, 53). Bulgaria expects five of
ten European corridors to cross its
territory and its capital Sofia to
transform into an important center of
communication  infrastructure  in
South Eastern Europe, but there are
some unavoidable facts:

- Corridor IV is one of the most
complex ones that branches off in the
direction of three big ports (in Arad
toward Constanta, in Sofiya towards
Thessaloniki and Istanbul). It was
created as an alternative to corridor X
in the time of YU-embargo. The
existence of the corridor direction
from Budapest over Arad, Craiova
and Sofiya, to Thessaloniki is
particularly ~ questionable. That
direction has much more complex
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Cpouje u llpue Tope u 3emasma
permoHa 'y OKBUpY AeUHHCAHHX
MaHEeBPONICKUX caoOpahajuux cdepa
(1997. y XencuHkujy), Koje TaHTUPA]y

MapuUTHMHH TPOCTOp. 3a PErHoH
jyxuae EBpome on 3Hawaja cy
IlpHomMopckn, JampaHCKO-JOHCKH W
Menaurtepancku 6aceH.

2. byzapcka

Ono mro byrapcka odekyje y on
pa3Boja TMAHEBPOICKHUX KOMYHHKAIU
ja, je 1a oHa Harjiacu CBOjy T'EOIOJH
THYKY YJIOTY Y PErHOHY W IIUpe — y
€BpO0-a3MjCKUM KOMyHHUKanujama. [1pu
ToMe, y Byrapckoj “mpakca je urnopu
came M 4aK CyNpOTCTaBJbarkbe MO3UIN
jama Japyrux OaikaHCKHX JpskaBa’
(IspmoB M., 2001, 53). Byrapcka oue
Kyje ma he ce Ha HEHO] TEPUTOPHjH
YKpCTUTH 5 o]l YKynHO 10 eBpomnckux
Kopuaopa, U Aa he ce TIaBHH Tpaj
Coduja mpeTBOPUTH y BaskaH €JIEMEHT
KOMYHHUKaIMOHE UH(PACTPYKType
jyroucroune EBpore, anmm Ty mocroje
U3BECHE HEe3a00MIIa3He YN HCHHUIIE!
- Kopuoop IV mpencraBipa jemaH of
MIPOCTOPHO HAjCIOKECHUJUX KOPHAOPA,
ca pauBamKMMa Yy TIPaBIy TPH BEJHKE
nyke (kog Apama |y  TpaBIy
Koncrarne, xon Coduje y mpasiy
Conyna u Ucram0Oya). OBaj kopumaop
jé 3aMHMIUBbEH Kao alTepHaTHUBa
kopumopy X y Bpeme jyro-embapra.
ITocebHO je muckyTaOwiHA oOIpaBAa
HOCT TIOCTOjarba MpaBlia KopHIopa
Koju Boau ox byammmemTe, mpexo
Apana, Kpajoe u Coduje, no Comy
Ha. Taj mpaBaI] Ma JTaJIeKo CI0KEHH]e
¢usnuko-reorpadcke  MPEAUCTIOZULH
je TepeHa, yommuje je HHPPACTPYKTYP
HO OTpPEeMJbEH, a U AYXKH je Y OJHOCY
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physical and geographical
predisposition of the terrain, it has
worse infrastructure and it is longer
compared to corridor X (with branch
B) on the line Budapest - Belgrade -
Nis - Skopje - Thessaloniki. If we
respect the principles of being
functional complementary and follow
the integration of traffic corridors
then corridor IV (more precisely its
part) that is in the position of
competition with corridor X is
completely unnecessary.
- Corridor VII: Danube flows at the
periphery of Bulgaria. Ports at the
Black-Sea are of more importance
than those by the river.
Corridor VIII is supposed to
connect the ports at the Black Sea and
Adriatic Sea without going through
Greece and Turkey. However, that
path would have to endure a big
energy of relief. The connection
between the final points of that
corridor is easier and cheaper via
Bosphorus and Dardanelles over the
Aegean Sea. Besides, it is mostly
parallel to the Greek path called Via
Egnatia.
Corridor IX was of bigger
significance during the “Iron Curtain”
period.
Corridor X makes a natural
connection of Bulgaria and the entire
Southeast Balkan with Europe.
3. Greece

East-west transport initiative,
widely known as Via Egnatia, and
North-South  route (direction of
corridor X) are of national interest for
Greece. They make Bulgarian
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Ha kopumop X (ca rpanom B), Ha
npasny bynumnemra-beorpan—Hum—
Crombe—ConyH. YKOJIHMKO Cc€ MOUITY
je TpUHOUO (QYHKIMOHATHE KOMILIC
MEHTApPHOCTH W HMHTETPUCAHOCTU CA0
Opahajuux xopuzgopa, xopuodop IV
(TadHHbje, 1e0 KOpUIOpa), KOjU CTOJH Y
KOHKYPEHTCKOM OJHOCY TpeMa KOpH
nopy X, je y MOTIYHOCTH CyBHILAH.

- Kopuoop VII, peka JlyHas, Teue
nepu ¢epHo y omHocy Ha Byrapcky.
3a wy Behu caoOpahajHu 3Hauaj UMajy
LPHOMOPCKE HEro peuHe JIyKe.

- Kopuoop VIII Ttpeba nma moBesyje
nyke Ha IlpHoMm u JagpaHckoM Mmopy,
3ao0mnazehm  ['puky wu  Typcky.
Mehytum, Ta Tpaca Om mMama ga
caBjiajla BEJUKY €HEeprujy pesbeda;
Be3a KpajlbUX Tayaka Ha TOM
KOPHAOPY CE€ OCTBapyje jeAHOCTABHHU]EC
U jedTHHHjEe TJIOBHUM IyTEM KpO3
Bocdop u Japaanene npexo Erejckor
Mopa. OcuM ToOra, OHa je BETUKUM
JeJIOM IapajieiHa ¢ IPYKOM TPacoMm
Bua Urnanuja (Via Egnatia).

[IpaBan xopudopa IX je numao Behnm
3Ha4aj y Bpeme ,,I BozmeHe 3aBece’.
Kopuoop X mpencraBiba mOpuUpOIHY
KOMHEeHy Be3dy byrapcke wu 1menor
jyrouctrounor bankana ca EBponom.

3. I'puka
TpancnoptHa VHUIM]aTHBa
“HcTOK-3aImag’, mo3HaTa kao Bwa
Wrnammyja, u “ceBep-jyr”’

MpaBLeMKopHuIopa X, MpaBIH Cy Of
HalMOHAIHOT HTepeca 3a ['puky. OHe
penmaTuBW3yjy  3Hadaj  OyrapckKux
WHHIIMjaTHBa y BE3W ca KOpUAOpUMa
VI, IX u IV. Ocum Tora, I'puka je
OunarepaJHUM  CIOpasymMHMa  ca
Cpoujom u llpuom T'opom u BJP
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initiatives with corridors VIII, IX and
IV more questionable. Furthermore
with its strategic partners (Serbia and
Montenegro and Macedonia) Greece
is engaged in the realization of
corridor X. Through agreements with
Albania, it is interested in
continuation of Via Egnatia corridor
to Durrés, and with Russia in
construction of oil pipeline Burgas-
Alexandroupolis (250 km, project
value 700 million euros) which would
lessen the pressure on maritime path
through Bosphorus and Dardanelles.
There is also a plan for a side-branch
of the Via Egnatia road, from
Alexandrupolis to Burgas.

4. Macedonia

Corridor X (north-south) and not
yet realized corridor VIII (east-west)
are of great geopolitical significance
for Macedonia. By corridor X, it is
connected with Serbia and Greece
and through them with Europe.
Corridor VIII should be a railway link
to Bulgaria and Albania - countries
with which Macedonia is in the
complex geopolitical relations. At the
other hand, the realization of that
project would result in important
economic effects. There also exists an
idea for the construction of AMBO
pipeline by which Caspian oil would
be transferred over the similar route
(about 920 km). Insufficiency of
existing forms of communication:
discontinuity of rail network, bad
highway connection, together with
geopolitical circumstances is the
source of pessimism rather than faith
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MakenoHujom, Koju Cy  HEHH
CTpaTelIKH NapTHEPH, YKJbY4YEHa Y
peamuzanjy  Kopumopa X. V¥
CIopazyMumMa c AnbGanujom,
3aMHTEpPECOBaHa je 3a MpPOAYKETaK
Bua Wrnammje ox Wrymenune mo
Hpada, a ¢ Pycujom 3a peanmmsanujy
HadToBOo#a byprac-Anexcannpymonuc
(250 km, mpojexktna BpemHoct 700
MWJI. €Bpa), KojuM ce pactepehyje
IUIOBHH TOyT Kpo3 bochop w
Hapnanene. [locroju maH w3rpaame
u orpaHka myrta Buwa Wraamwmja, on
Aunexcannpynoinuca 1o bypraca.
4. Makeoonuja

Kopumop X mpaBna “ceBep-jyr” u
mnanupand  kopupop VIII  mpasua
“Ucrok-3amax’ uMajy 3a MakenoHujy
reormonutHaku 3Havaj. Kopumop X je
moBe3yje ca CpoOujom m ['puxom, a
npeko wux u ca Esponom. Kopunop
VIII je xene3Hnuka JMHHUja, KOja Ou
noBe3asia byrapcky um Anbanmjy, ca
KojuMa MakeqoHrja WMa CIIOKEHE
reononutuuke ogHoce. C apyre crpa
He, pealn3aldja ToT MpojeKkTa Ou nMa
7a u3BecHe ekoHoMcke edekre. Ilocto
je u wuaeje 3a u3rpaamy HadroBOIA
AMBO 3a npeHoc kacmujcke Hadre,
MpHOIKHO KCTOM TpacoMm (oko 920
km). HekommuetHoct mocrojehux
KOMYHHKanuja: JUCKOHTHHYUTET
KeNe3HUUKE Mpeke, JIoIa IpyMcKa
BE3a, K0 U I'€ONOJIMTUYKE OKOJIHOCTH,
J1ajy BUIIIE OCHOBA 32 IIECUMH3aM HEro
3a BEpOBalkE y CKOPY peanu3aunujy
MIPOjeKTa.

5. Pymynuja

Crparemiku mpasal] y PYMYHCKO]
TPAaHCIOPTHO] HOJMTULHM j€ KOPHIOP
IV, amm y CONCTBEHO] peAaKIuju.
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in the near realization of the project.
5. Romania

The strategic  direction of
Romanian transport policy is corridor
IV, but in its own variant. Their
opinion is that the route of this
corridor should be diverted - from
Budapest it would go only towards
Bucuresti (where it is connected with
corridor IX) and further to the port of
Constanta at the Black Sea coast. It
has been 20 years that modernization
of this port started together with the
entire Black Sea facade with the

intention to become the most
important link in the transport
corridor Europe-Caucasus-Asia

(TRACECA). According to some
estimation, Romania invested around
4.5 billion dollars into the realization
of this strategic direction. New ferry
lines from Constanta to Istanbul and
Batumi were introduced.

6. Bosnia and Herzegovina

Bosnia and Herzegovina has two
goals in its transport policy - to
strengthen internal cohesion of its
territory and to establish an efficient
connection with the rest of Europe.
There are two priorities in this plan.
The first one is corridor Vc: Ploce —
Sarajevo — Doboj — Samac — Osijek —
Budapest, which is of particular
interest for the Federation (Hadzi¢
2000, 62). The second priority is to
establish two rail corridors: branch of
corridor IV: Timisoara - Belgrade -
Banja Luka Novi  Grad
Split/Zadar, and branch of corridor X:
Stalac — Kraljevo — Strpci — Sarajevo
— Zenica — Doboj. Republic of Srpska
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Pymynuja cmatpa J5a je  meH
HAlMOHAIHU WHTEpEC Ja Taj KOPHUIOop
OPOMEHH Tpacy M Ja c€ Of
Bbynumnemre ycmepu ka bykypemry
(rme ce momesyje ¢ kopumopom IX) u
nasse a0 ayke Koncranua na LpHoMm
Mopy. Pymynuja Beh naBe nenenwmje
panu Ha MOJepHH3aLUjHu U ypehewy Te
JyKe, W YONIITE CBOje LPHOMOPCKE
(acane, c HaMepoM Ja MOCTaHe CIIOHA
Ha TpaHCIIOPTHOM Kopuaopy EBpoma -
Kagkas - Asuja (TRACECA). Y peanu
3alujy TOT CTPATEIIKOT IpaBLa YI0XKHU
Ja je, M0 HEKUM TpoIleHama, 0ko 4,5
MUIMjapAe Jojiapa. YBeOeHE Ccy Y
eKcIutoaTanujy u ¢GepudoTHE IMHUjE
on Koncranne mo HMcramOyma u
barymuja.
6. bocHna u Xepuezoeuna

bocua m XeprerouHa, y CBOjoj
caobOpahajHOj] mTONMTHIM, UMa JBa
OiJba - MpPBH, Ja I0jadya YHYTpaIllby
TEPUTOPHjATHY KOXE3Hjy, U IpyTH, Ja
ce eduxacHO moBexe ca EBpomom.
[Ipu TOMe mocToje nBa MPHOpPHUTETA.
Jenan je xopumop Vc: Ilmoue-Capa
jeBo-Jlo6oj-11lamar-Ocwujex-byaumme
miTa, 32 KOju je MoceOHO 3auHTEepeco
BaHa @egnepaumja bocue u Xepie
ropure (Hadzi¢ D., 2000). [dpyru
NPUOPHUTET Cy JIBa KEJEe3HHYKa KOPH
Jopa: rpaHa kopuaopa IV: Temumsap
-beorpan-bawanyka-Hoeu I'pag
Cmmmr-3amap, W rpaHa Kopumopa X:
Cranah-KpasseBo-1ltpniu-CapajeBo-
3ennna—/{000j. PemyOmuka Cprcka
pamy Ha IIOBE3UBamy [eloBa JKele
3HUYKE MPEKE U MOACPHHU3ALU)H TIyTe
Ba, a Takohe cmarpa “Hy>XHUM (HopMH
pame orpaHka Kopuaopa X Ha IpaBIly
Oxkyuanu-bamanyka-I1lumoso-Crumar,
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is making efforts to connect parts of
the railway network and to modernize
the roads. It also believes the
formation of a branch of corridor X:
Okucani - Banja Luka - Sipovo —
Split, is a necessity - it would activate
the Northwest region of Republic of
Srpska  (Stojkov 2000, 57).
Connecting to river corridor VII
(Danube) both Republic of Srpska
and Bosnia and Herzegovina
Federation is possible through joined
planning with Croatia and Serbia over
the rivers Drina and Sava.

7. Croatia
The interest of Croatia is to
establish a connection between

Pannonian and Adriatic component of
its territory. The center of the first
one is Zagreb - Belgrade highway
that in its way through Croatia has
been modernized and made up to the
European standards. Adriatic
component, at the route of Adriatic
transport  backbone  has  been
gradually modernizing. Croatia also
started  constructing  Zagreb
Dubrovnik highway that partly goes
through Bosnia and Herzegovina.
Beside the tourist significance it
could partly take over the traffic
between Europe and Balkan which
goes through Belgrade. There is also
a plan for a canal Sava - Danube
through  Eastern  Slavonia and
Western Srem with the idea to make
the way shorter.
8. Albania

The vital interest of Albania is to
develop South Adriatic port of
Durrés, which represents the western
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KOju OM IMOMOTa0 aKTUBUPAE CEBEPO
3amagHor perumoHa PemyGmuke Cprc
ke”. Takohe, moBe3nBame C TUIOBHUM
kopupopom VII ([lynas), PemyOmuka
Cprncka u buX mory 00e30enutu Kpo3
3ajeJHUYKO IUIaHUpambe ca XPBAaTCKOM
u Cpo6ujom mpeko peka Jpure u Case.
7. Xpeamcka

Crpareniku wHTEpec XpBaTCKe je
Ja Ha epuKacaH HAYMH IIOBEXE ITAHOH
CKy W jaJpaHCKy KOMIIOHEHTY CBOje
TepuTopuje. OKOCHUIY TAHOHCKE KOM
MOHEHTE YWHU aytomyT 3arped-beo
rpan, KOju je Ha CEKTOpY KpO3 XpBar
CKy MOJEPHH30BaH M ycarJialieH ca
€BPOIICKMM CTaHzapauMa. JagpaHcka
KOMIIOHEHTa, Ha Tpacu jaJgpaHCKe
Marucrpaie, ce MoJepHHu3yje. XpBaT
CKa je 3amoyesia KOHCTPYKLHjy ayTo
myTa 3arpe6—/lyOpoBHHK, KOjU IEIH
MUYHO TPOJIa3u Kpo3 TepuTopHjy boc
He u XepueroBuHe. Ha Taj HauuH ke
ne na apupMUILy jaTpaHCKH TpaBail
Koju OH, 10 FHHUXOBHM IUTAHOBHMA,
Tpebalo OCHM TYpUCTHYKOT 3HaYaja,
Ja OXXMBU JYYKH NPOMET M Ipey3Me
meo mpomera wu3Mmel)y EBpome wm
bankana koju wuge xopumopom X
npeko beorpama. Iloctoju Takobe
IUIAH M3Tpalibe IJIOBHOT  KaHaja
CaBa—/lynaB kpo3 wucrouny CrnaBo
HUjy u 3amagau Cpem, ¢ IMJbEM Ja
CKpaTH IJIOBHU ITyT.

8. Anbanuja

Jeman onx BuUTanHUX UMHTEpeca
Anbanuje je apupmanuja nyke [lpag y
Jjy>)xHOM JangpaHy, Kao TEPMUHAIHOT
ypopumrta kopumopa VIII. Hajsehn
npoOieM HEeroBoj peanu3aludju Mpex
CTaBJbajy BEJMKA M MCTOBPEMEHO HEO
MXOJHA MaTepUjaiHa yJjarama Yy
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terminal of corridor VIII. The main WHpPACTPyKTypHO OIpeMame  TOT
difficulty is in huge and necessary kopuaopa. YmpaBo W3 TOr pasJiora,
investments on that corridor. Because moBe3uBame anmbancke nmyke pau ca
of that, Albanian connecting of HWrymenumom Ha jyry (takohe u ca
Durrés with Igoumenitsa on the South Bua HWrramujom), o1 HeCyMJBHBOT je
(also with Via Egnatia) is of great 3Hauaja 3a caoOpahajHO WHTeTpHCame
significance  for the country’s 3emibe ca mHpPUM peruoHOM. Takole,
transport integration with wider area.  peBuTanM3aIHja caobpahaja ca
Furthermore, the revitalization of cycegnom Cpbujom u Llprom ['opom
traffic with Serbia and Montenegro mnpeko Ilomropume, otBopmio Ou
over Podgorica on the North would AnGanujy ka ocrarky EBpore.

open Albania for the rest of Europe.
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