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Abstract: The benefits of opening the stateU3Boa: IlosutuBHH  epekTH  OTBaparma
borders with the stress on its integrationrpanuiia ca HariameHOM HHTEPALIOHOM
function through the constitution of cross-dynkuujom He Mory OuTu peanu3oBaHu 0e3
border regions cannot be achieved without aunxponuszoBanor pasBoja caobpahaja. 3a
synchronized transport development. Fonemsse Jyroucroune EBporme, Hajsehu 3Hauaj
South Eastern European countries, the topma mnpojekar nas-eBporckux caoOpahajHUX
priority project would be the formation of pan- kopunopa, ne¢unucan 1994. roauue Ha
European transport corridors defined on Cret&pury a kacHuje monymeH y XEeICHHKH)Y
in 1994 and amended later on in Helsinki in1997. rogure. Ox yKynmHO JeceT KOpPHAOPA,
1997. Six of ten corridors pass through thesux wect nposasu kpo3 perion Jyroucrouse
territory of South Eastern Europe. Due to theiEspone. Kopunop X je, o cBojuM GU3HYKUM,
transport and geographical locations, therexHuukuM ¥ €KOHOMCKHM  Kapakre-
capitals of the region should represent the kepucrukama,  nocrojefium  KamauureTuma,
nodes on the main transport directionsokocuuna caobpahajue mpexe JyroumcrouHe
Corridor X with its technical, economic and Esporie. Kpajwu uws Qopmupama mnaH-
functional characteristics represents the axis afsporncke caobpahajue Mpexe je
the entire transport network in SE EuropedyHkuuoHanHa  MehyperdoHaiHa  HHTe-
Formation of this network has as its ultimaterpauuja, ca mojexHocTaB/beHUM W YOp3aHUM
goal the functional inter-regional integration cao6pahajuum TOKOBHMa, KOjU MOAPA3yMeEBajy
with simplified and accelerated transport linesotsopese rpanuue, amu W yHanpehene u
This also means the open barriers but at thgcknahene caoGpahajue uHbpacTpykType
same time, improved and harmonizedycnyre.

transport infrastructures and services.
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Pan-European projects for IlaHeBPONCKH MPOjeKTH 32
infrastructure development pa3Boj nHdpacTpykType y

in South Eastern Europe Jyroucrounoj EBponu

South Eastern European region Peruos jyroucroune EBporne npen-
represents the crossroad of importaotasiea mpoctop Ha KOMe ce YKPIITajy
communications between countries ofaxxne xomyHukamuje nsmel)y semaspa
EU and Asia. Naturally, there is th&Y u Asuje. HapaBHo na mely 3emspa-
competition between them for thesa pernona mocToju KOHKypeHIHja 110
control of the regional infrastructuramramy Tora ko he KOHTpOIHMCATH
development beside the fact that eackeros undpa crpykrypan pasBoj, Kao
of the countries wants to promote the To na cBaka 3emsba KeJH Ja MPOMO
comparative advantages of itS owBuiie KoMmmapaTHBHE MPETHOCTH COI
transport-geographic  and  transitteenor caobpahajuo reorpadckor u
position. However, the goal that all ofpansurHor monoxaja. Mehyrum, cse
them share is establishing and furthesie umajy 3ajenauuku umsmb, a TO je
development of functional internaycnocrasmame u mabu passoj (yH
tional transport connections whichkunonanaux wmehyHapomuux caobpa
would qualify them as countries withhajaux Be3a, kako Oum ce kBamudu
well-balanced transport network and@osaie xkao pernon ca g06po m3banan
flexible conditions for efficient cupanom cao6pahajmom Mpekom, Koja
transport movements. npyxa QuexcuOuinHe yciose 3a epu

KacHa caoOpahajHa KpeTama.

The important role in this plays VY tome Benuky yiory uma ytephe-
already defined network of pansa mMpexa maHeBpPOICKHX KOPH JIOpa,
European corridors, a long-term EUkao myropounor mpojexra EBpo mcke
project. A big obstacle for physicalYuuje. Benuku mpobnem ¢uzmaxom
integration of transport infrastructuremnrerpucamy caobpahajue wunppa-
represents too big difference betweanmpykrype mnpencraBpa pa-3nmuka y
the transport standards in EU and Strannapaumva caobpahajuuiia nsmelyy
Europe. Regarding the road networlsporcke VHuje u 3eMajba jyro UCTO-
the difference is not only in theune EBpomne. Pa3nuka, kaga je y nuta-
concentration of highways but in theey npymcka mpexa, He oriena ce ca-
general quality of roads (technicalio y 3acTymbeHocTtd ayro- IyTema,
standards, capacities etc.). The preserh renepanHo y KBamuTeTy caoOpa
road network in SE Europe canndiajunna (TeXHUYKH CTaHAApIH, Kama
bear any significant increase of thauretn u cx). JIpymcka mpexa y jyro
traffic volume and requires significanticrounoj EBpomu, y camammem cra
investments. A particularly frequentsy, He MOXe TPUXBATUTH 3HAYAjHU]E
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problem is absence of bypasses aroundschame o6uma caobpahaja, Te u3u-
urban agglomerations (roundtkyje Benmka MaTepHjaHa yiarama.
Belgrade, for example) and insulloce6Ho ce kao yectT mpodieM jaBiba
fficient capacities, technical equi#1 Hemocrojame 0OMIAa3HUIIA OKO
pment and coordination at the bordepanckux armomeparmja (HIp, OKO
crossings. Railroad networks out obeo rpana) 1 HETOBOJEHU KamalUTETH,
EU are old-fashioned and of unsarexumuka onpemibeHOCT 1 ycKiaaleHor
tisfying technical characteristics. Curpaununux mnpenasa. JKejae3Hnake Mpe
rves and slopes, and other geokey3emspama u3Ban EBporcke YHuje
metrical limitations together with te-cy 3acrapene, nOmMX TEXHUYKHUX
chnical limitations (long portions ofkapakrepucrtruka. O36uBHE POOIEMH
the network are one-track railwaysy reomerpujcka orpannuema (KpuBU
with insufficient electrification, nume- ue, Harnbu), Ka0 ¥ TEXHHUYKA OTPaHU
rous crossroads with roads, and lowema (Beawku yzeo Impyra ca jeqHHM
level of automatic traffic control) komocexoM, HemoBOBHO cIpOBeIEHA
represent a considerate problem. Tkaektpudukanuja npyra, OpojHa YKp
necessary investing in this oldurama ca agpymckuM JmHHjamMa Y
transport infrastructure must beictom HMBOY, HHM3aK HHBO ayTOMATH
harmonized among all countries of theoBanoctu perymucama caoOpahaja u
region in order to evade the possibilityp). YnpaBo 36or morpebe 3a 3Ha
of transforming it into the so-calledsajuum MatepujamauM yoaramuma y
“white elephants”. 3acrapeny caoOpahajuy wuH(bpacTpyK
TYpY, HEOIXOJHO je YCKIIQJAUTH aKTUB
HOCTH M3Mel)y 3emMaspa pernoHa, Kako
0um ce m30ernma omacHoCT TpaHchoOp
MHCaba OTPOMHUX MaTEpH jaIHUX yJia
rama y T3B. “Oene cioHoBe”.

The second Pan-E_uropean Hpyra IlaneBporicka caoOpahajua
Transport Conference held in CrethH(bepeHqua, onpxana Ha Kputy of
from 14 to 16 March 1994 hasi4 . 16mapra 1994.roaune, onobpu
affirmed “Status report on indicative ;, je "Status report on indicative
guidelines for the future developmenyidelines for the future development
of Pan-European Transportof  pan-European Transport Infra
Infre}structure". On that occasion ninegtrycture” kama je yrephero 9 xopu
corridors were established (th%opa (0Baj IOKYMEHT je 3aCHOBAH Ha
documer)t was based upon thﬁemapauujn yCBojeHoj Ha mpBoj ITan
Declaration confirmed durl'ng fIrSteBpOHCKOj xontbepenmjn y Ilpary
Pan-European conference in Pragti@gl)_ Tomune 1997. Ha koHdepeH
1991). In 1997 at the Eumpea'ﬂmjn eBpPOICKUX MUHHCTapa caoOpaha

Conference of Ministers of Transpoc:}a y XelCHHEKH]y, TOMAT je 1 KOPHAOp
in Helsinki, corridor No 10 was added; g Mpeka MaHeBPOTICKIX KOPHIOPA
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The Pan-European corridor network isokasyje Texmy Ha Ce HHTETPHIIE
a sign of an intention for thekontuHeHT u na ce mpeBasuly Hacie
integration of the continent andjene moxmene u3 BpemeHa “XiagHOT
overturning the inherited division frompara”, a y mepcrekTiBu 1a ce mojada
the “Cold War” period. The perspejy eBpasujcke caobpahajHe, KOMyHHKa
ctive should be to strengthen Euraimone m eneprercke Bese. Yak 6 of
Asian  transport  together  withykymao 10 xopumopa mponaze Kpo3
communication and energy conperuos Jyroucroure Eepore. To cy:
nections. Even six of ten existindKopunmop |: Xencunku—Tanua—Pura—
corridors pass through the region dfanayc—Bapmasa; I'pana A: Pura—
SE Europe. All the corridors are: Kamumuurpan-I'namck. IIposasu kpo3
Corridor | : Helsinki - Tallinn - Riga - ®uncky, Ecrtonujy, Jletonujy, Jlu-
Kaunas — Warsaw. Branch A: Riga ¥Banujy, [losecky u Pycujy, a ykynHa
Kaliningrad - Gdansk. It passes throgyxwune je oko 1650 km.

ugh Finland, Estonia, Latvia, Li-Kopumop |IlI: Bepmuu—Bapmasa—
thuania, Poland and Russia. The |&unck—MockBa—Hwkmu Hosropos.
ngth is about 1650 km. IIpomasn kpo3 Hemauky, ITosbCKy,

Corridor Il : Berlin - Warsaw - Minsk Benopycujy u Pycujy Iy»XHHOM O
- Moscow - Nizhni Novgorod. It pa-1830 km.

sses through Germany, Poland, Byopumop |Ill :  bepnun-/pesnen-
elorussia and Russia in the length @&pormas—Karosue—Kpaxos—JbBoB—
1830 km. KujeB (oxo 1640 km 'y Hemaukoj,
Corridor Il : Berlin / Dresden - Iloseckoj 1 YkpajuHH).

Wroclaw - Katowice - Krakow - Lvov Kopugop 1V: pesnen-Hupubepr-
— Kiev (about 1640 km in GermanyJIpar-beu-bparncnaBa-byaumrerira-
Poland and Ukraine). Apan—byxkypem-Koncranua-Conyn-
Corridor IV : Berlin/Nurnberg — Hcranbyn. Osaj xopumop mposia3u
Praha — Vienna/Bratislava — Budapeg&po3 neser 3emamma (Hemauka, Ayc
— Arad — Constanta / Thessaloniki fpuja, Yemka, CnoBauka, Mahapcka,
Istanbul. This one passes through nifymynuja, byrapcka, I'puka, Typcka)
countries (Germany, Austria, Czeclh nma myxuny ox 3258 km.
Republic, Slovakia, Hungary, RomaKopumop V: Benermja-Tpcr-Kormep-
nia, Bulgaria, Greece and Turkey) anéby6spana-bymumnemra-Y xropoa-/b
its length is 3258 km. oB. I'pana A: Bpatuciasa-Kununa-
Corridor V : Venezia — Trieste/KoperKommme—Yxropon. I'pana B: Pujexa-
— Ljubljana — Budapest — Uzgorod 3arpe6-bynumnemra. I'pana C: Ilmo
Lvov. BranchA: Bratislava — Zilina — ue-CapajeBo-Ocujex-byqummemnira.
Kosice — Uzgorod. BrandB: Rijeka — TIpomasu xpo3 cemam 3emaspa (HMrtanu
Zagreb — Budapest. Bran€h Ploce — ja, CnoBenuja, Mahapcka, CinoBauka,
Sarajevo — Osijek — Budapest. [Vkpajuna, XpBarcka, bocHa u Xepue
passes through seven countries (ltalypsuna), a ykymue je myxwuue 1600
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Slovenia, Hungary, Slovakia, Ukrainekm.
Croatia, Bosnia and Hercegovina) anopugop VI: [I'mamck—BapiaBa—

its length is about 1600 km. KaroBune—Kununa).  I'pama A
Corridor VI : Gdansk - Katowice —TI'pyhoun—Ilo3na. I'pana b:
Zilina. Branch A: Grudziadz -Karosuie—OcTtpaBa—Kopumop V.

Poznan. Branch B: Katowice -lponasu kpo3 Ilosbcky, Yemky wu
Ostrava — via corridor IV. It passe€iosauky (myxwune oko 1800 km).
through Poland, Czech Republic anHopumop VII: mmoBHm TOK peke
Slovakia (the length is about 180Qlynas, myxune 2857 km.Kopumop
km). oOyxBara Ayctpujy, byrapcky, Xp
Corridor VII : Navigable length of sarcky, Hemauky, Mahapcky, Monma
Danube - 2857 km. This corridor in8ujy, Pymynujy, CnoBauky, Ykpajuny
cludes Austria, Bulgaria, Croatia, Gen Cp6ujy u Lipny 'opy.

rmany, Hungary, Moldova, RomaniaKopumop  VIII :  Ipau—Tupana—
Slovakia, Ukraine, Serbia and MoCkomse—Coduja—byprac-Bapha.
ntenegro. Kopugop mnponasum kpo3 Anbanujy,
Corridor VIII : Durrés — Tirane —BIJP Makenonnjy u bByrapcky (y
Skopje — Sofiya — Burgas / Varna. Ittyxuau ox 1300 km).

passes through Albania, FYR oKopumop IX: Xencuaku—Cr.
Macedonia and Bulgaria (the length iBlerepcoypr—Mocksa-IIckoB—KujeB—
about 1300 km). Jbyb6ameska—KumnmeB—bykypenr—
Corridor IX : Helsinki — Saint JIumurpoBrpag—AeKcaHapyIIomc.
Petersburg — Moscow / Pskov — KieV'pana A: JbybameBka—Opneca.

— Ljubashévka — Kishinev — Bucuresfi'pana B: Kujes-Munck-Bumbmyc-Ka
— Dimitrovgrad — Alexandroupolis.mumunrpan-Kinajmena. Hajoyxu max
Branch A: Ljubashévka — Odessasponcku xopumop — 6500 km fpo
Branch B: Kiev — Minsk — Vilnius — nasu kpo3 ®uncky, JlutBanujy, Pycu
Kaliningrad / Klaipeda. It is thejy, Bemopycujy, Ykpajuny, Mon mnaBu
longest corridor — 6500 km (it passes, Pymynujy, Byrapcky u I'puky).
through Finland, Lithuania, RussiaKopummop X: Camuoypr-/byospana-
Byelorussia, = Ukraine, = Moldova,3arpe6-beorpan-Hum-Ckombe-Benec
Romania, Bulgaria and Greece). -Conyn. I'pana A: I'pan-Mapubop—3a
Corridor X : Salzburg — Ljubljana —rpe6. I'pana B: Byaumnemra—Hosu
Zagreb — Beograd — Nis — Skopje €ang—beorpazn. I'pana C: Hum—Codu
Veles — Thessaloniki. Branch A: Graja—xopumop IV. I'pana D: Benec-bu
— Maribor — Zagreb. Branch B: Bu-rom-®nopuna-Via Egnatiakirymenn
dapest — Novi Sad — Beograd. Branalm. [Jyxune je oko 2360 km.IIponasu
C: Nis — Sofiya — corridor IV. Branchkpos Ayctpujy, Ciosennjy, XpBat

D: Veles — Bitola — Florina — Viacky, Mahapcky, Cpoujy u Lipny I'opy,
Egnatia — Igoumenitsa. The length iBJP Makenonujy, byrapcky u I'puky.
about 2360 km. It passes through

11
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Austria, Slovenia, Croatia, Hungary,
Serbia and Montenegro, FYR of
Macedonia, Bulgaria and Greece.

One of the basic principles of the Jemam ox ocHOBHHX TpHHIHKIA
pan-European transport networkypehema maneBporicke caobpahajue
inside the established corridors, is it8pexxe yHyrap yTBpheHHX Kopumopa
intermodality and multimodality thatcy mena uHTEpMOmATHOCT M MYJITH
provides a choice between integratedomananoct, kojuma ce 00e36ehyje
forms of transport. Big emphasize is36op wu3meh)y wmelycoOHo wunTErpH
put to higher efficiency of canux BumoBa caobOpahaja. Bemuku
international transport flows whichsuauaj je momespen mosehamy edukac
means a balanced quality and regimectu mehynapoauux caobpahajaux
of traffic service together with simplerrokosa, mro oOyxBaTta yckinahuBame
border crossing procedures. ThesamuTera m pexwmma caobpahajHux
ultimate goal of establishing theycnyra, xkao m mojemHOCTaBIBPHBAME
networks of pan-European corridors ispannune nponenype. Kpajibu nub
functional interregional connectionycmocraspama Mpeke MaHEBPOIICKHX
which would provide conditions forkopumopa je dyukmmonango wmehy
easier transport of people, goodgerronanHo NOBE3MBAKE, YNME OH Ce
money and information with Simu-o6e30enmin ycnoBu 3a cioOomHUjE
Itaneous increase of their mobilitykperame ibymn, pobe, kammrama u
However, all this in turn requires asmndopmanuja, y3 HCTOBPEMEHO IOBE
complex network of logistic centerchaBame mWHUXOBEe MOOWIHOCTH, IITO
and development of intermodal nodesgjenso 3axTeBa M CIIOKEHY MpPEKY
For countries - EU-candidates, thisorucrtuukux reHrapa u pa3Boj HHTEP
project is further developed throughomanaux uBopumra. OBaj mpojexaT
the TINA concept (Transportje 3a 3emJbe KaHIUIATe 3a HPUKIBY
Infrastructure Needs Assessment) akme Yumju majbe pasBHjeH Kpo3 KOH
traffic network which belongs to theuent TINA (Transport Infrastructure
specified corridors and represents Meeds AssessmenthoOpahajue mpe
functional continuation of alreadyxe xoja npumnama gaTuM KOpUIOpPHMA,
formed trans-European network - TEM mpezncraspa ¢yHKIIHOHAIAH HacTa
(Trans-European Network) on theakx Beh ¢dopmupane TpaHCEeBpOICKE
territory of EU. One of the problems isupexxe - TEN (Trans-European Net
technical incompatibility of highway works) na nmpocropy EBpornicke VHuje.
and railroad networks between thécnan ox mnpobnema je TexHUUKa
members of EU and the candidatesexommarubunsoct usmelhy apymcke
Before the reception of 10 new men xene3unuke Mpeke u3Me jy 3emaba
mbers in EU countries, almost 4/5 ofuiranuna EY u 3emasba kan nunara. Y
goods were transported in highwayssmmpama EY npe npukipy uewa 10
and only 1/5 in railroad traffic while inuHoBux wianwuma, mpubmmkao 4/5pobe

12
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the Central and Eastern European ce mpeBo3wio ApyMCKHM u camo 1/5
countries the situation was thexenesunukum caoOpahajem, ok je y
opposite. Construction or reconstrusem/bamMa LEHTPAIHE W HUCTOY HE
ction of some 18,000 km of highwayEspore 6wmio 06payTo. 3a 10 3eMa Jba
network, 20,000 of railway, sea andammumara, cama Beh umammma EVY,
river ports and airports has beenpouemena je wsrpagma WIH PEKOH
planned for the new EU members. Therpykimja 18.000kMm apyMcke Mpesxe
value of this huge project has beem 20.000 kM ’Kele3HHYKHX JIHHH]a,
estimate to 86.6 billions euros. M3rpajilba PEYHUX W MOPCKHUX IPHUCTA
HHIITA U aepoiapoma. BpemHoct oBor
OOMMHOT TIpOjeKTa je TpOoIecHEeHa Ha
86,5Munujapau espa.

Pan-European corridors and TINA  TlaneBponcku kxopumopu u TINA
network will significantly influence on caobpahajua mMpexxa he mmarti 3Haua
accessibility and nodality of citiesjan yrumaj ma mocrymHoCT M HOmaNIH
Compared to TEN transport networker rpamosa. ¥ mopehewy ca TENS
in EU, pan-European corridors areaotpahajuom mpexxoMm yHyTap EBporm
characterized by far smaller densityke Vuuje, maHeBpOICKM KOPHIOPH
and consequently by wider gravityimajy naneko Mamy I'yCTHHY U Ca TUM
zones which (especially highwayy Be3u mmpe rpaBuTanzione 30He, mMTO
networks). Consequently, there is g moceOHO wu3pakeHO KOX MpEKXeE
relatively smaller accessibility of theayronyresa. TakBa curyarmja 3a 1o
areas in the zone of pan-Europeamenuiy mMa cpasMepHO Mamwy JOCTY
corridors (according to time needed tonoct (MepeHy OTpeOHHM BpeMEHOM
reach the node inside the closestyroBama m0 uBOpHINTA YHyTap Haj
transport corridor), compared to accémxker caobpahajHor Kopuopa) obsa
ssibility inside EU. At the other handetu oOyxBahenux 30HOM yTuIlaja maH
the pan-European corridors wilkBpornckux xopmmopa, y OXHOCY Ha
heighten the accessibility of that pariocrynmHoct ynyrap EBponcke Yuuje.
of Europe to the EU, increasing th€a npyre crpane, mMpexa MmaHeBpOI
number of nodal points where a fewkux kopumopa he y Benamkoj Mepu
corridors are intersecting. Typicaliosehatu cagamimy 10CTYITHOCT JATOT
examples are Budapest (crossing apocropa EBporickoj YHuju, moBehasa
corridors 1V, V, VIl and X - branch jyhu 6poj HomajaHKMX Tadaka y KojuMa
B), Sofiya (corridors IV, VIIl and X - ce ykpmira 1mo HEKOJIMKO KOPHIOpA.
branch C), Bucuresti (corridors IV and'unuunau npumepu cy Bynummernra
IX), Belgrade (corridors VII and X), (ykpmrame xopugopa IV, V, VII u X -
Skopje (corridor VIII and X), Zagrebrpana B), Codwuja (xopumopu 1V, VI
(corridors X and V - branch B) etc. u X - rpana C), bykypewT (kopunopu

IV u IX), Beorpax (xopumopu VII u
X), Ckomme (xopumopu VI i X),

13
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3arpe6 (kopumopu X u V —rpana B) u
JpyTU.

In this way, the gate-cities are Ha Taj HaumH Mpexa maHe-
favored in the network of pan-Bponckux kopumopa  daBopusyje
European corridors since they have takossanme “rpamose-kammje”, Koju
important roles as intermodal nodes. umajy BakHy yJIOry WHTEPMOJATHHUX
However, this can result in damagingsopumra. Mehytum, TakBo ¢aso-
the existing national urban networkgyuzosame mmoje TUHMX TpamoBa MOXKE
which would even more contribute tgioBectn n0 HapymaBama mnoctojehnx
the already obvious urban priorities. IarmonanHux ypbaHux Mpexa vy
order to avoid too much pressure OfipaBiy pgaber pacta HHaue Ha-
metropolitan areas and creatramene MIPUMAPHOCTH TPajJioBa. Y
comparative advantages at other pol@smy wus6eraBama Beher ontepehu-
of development, an important StreSgama MeTpONOIUTEHCKHX MOAPY-Uja U
has to be put on the regionalizatioBrsapama  koMHmapaTUBHMX  Hpe-
and appropriate development Stramoctu kKon ocTanux monoBa pas Boja,
tegies at the national and local levelenuku 3mauaj mMopa ce mocse THTH
including construction of adequatgernonanuzanuju u oxrosapa jyhum
regional and trans-border links. paBBOjHI/IM CTpaTeFI/IjaMa Ha HalW-

OHAJIHOM H JIOKAJIJHOM HHBOY, TIO€
chajaa U U3rpaama aJacKBaTHUX PETHO
HaJIHUX W TPAHCTPAHUIHUX ca06pa
hajauma.
Kpo3 BazgymHum mpocTop jyro
TouHe EBpomne Boje 3HauajHH KOpH

Important corridors of air traffic
pass through the air space of Sgc

Europe  connecting Ce_ntral an opu aBHOHCKOT caoOpahaja m3mely
Western Europe at one side and t Gnamse u nenTpanse Espore, ca jer
Middle East and farther destinations + cTpase, 1 BIHCKOT HCTOKA H AAJbUX
the other side. The shortest an '

. % NectuHanuja, ca apyre crpaHe. Haj
economically most reasonable link§ ... . ccomomckn HajoNpaBIaHKje
pass through Serbian air space. F8(§

. . ) 3¢ Ka BIMCKOM HCTOKY BOJE Kpo3
this reason, during the sanctions ary snymEn poctop CpGuje, Tako xa

war in Serbig, W_orld companiesby BA3TYIIHE KOMIAHUjE Y TIEPHOMLY
suffered great financial loss. Very fev‘éamamja W paTHEX cyKoGa y CpOuju

alrports in the region reach thq“pr[ene BCIINKC Fy6I/ITK€. Camo Mmamu

threshold of some 1.5 million pas 0] AEPOIPOMA y DPETHOHY MoOwKe
sengers p.a. required to achieve seﬁ‘ge%eﬂmﬂ MHHHMATAH GPOj Of OKO

financing. In other cases, the 901 5 \mona [Ty THUKA TOJHIIFE, KOjH

vernment’_s support stays decisive _fOJMoryhaBa FLHXOBO  CAMO(HHAHCH-
regular air traffic. The Belgrade AlMame ocraje mpecyiHa y onBHjamy

port with its projection of over SBagﬂym wor caobGpahaja. Mehy muma,
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million of passengers in 2025 has mpy4HO MECTO 3ay3MMa aepoipOM Y
key position (EC 2003). One of thebeorpany ca mpojekuujom ox mpeko 8
solutions for the future developmentmmmona nytauka 2025.rogune (EC
of air traffic is “hub-and-spoke” 2003).Jexno oxn pemrema 3a Gyayhu
system that would establish a fewassoj Basgymmor caobGpahaja jecte
airports of international importanceysoheme “hub-and-spoke” cucrema,
whereto local flights from smaller KOjUM OH Ce€ H3IBOJHUII0O HEKOJIHKO
airports would be directed. Flightsiepoapoma MeljyrapoaHor 3Hadaja Ka
from Sarajevo, Pristina or Tiraneojuma 6u OWIM ycMepaBaHU JIOKaTHA
would be directed to Belgrade, ZagreheroBu ca ocranux aepoapomMa Mamer
or even Rome. However, introductionuauaja. Ha Taj HaunH Ou ce jeTOBH
of this system is still too complexus, na npumep, CapajeBa, [IpumTrne
because of the territory that is “cutuin Tupane ycmepaBaium ka Behum
into pieces”. aepo apomuma y beorpamy, 3arpeby

Wi, d4ak, Pumy. VYBoheme oBor

CHCTEMa jOIl YBEK Yy BEIMKO] MepHu

OTe)kKaBa  BEJIMKAa  TEPHUTOPHjaTTHA

o pAacCIENKaHoCT.

Harmon'zat'on of trangport VYcknahuBame caoOpahajHux ycmy
services and faster and simplet, y Gpxn u jemHoctamHmMju Mehy
international  traffic includes  they,nonuy caobpahaj mompasymesa u
modernization of border Crossing$ypecrupame y momepumsammjy rpa
with Slmpler Cro_ssmg proc_edureSHI/I‘lHI/IX npeiraza u HOje,Z[HOCTaBJ'bI/IBa
Reasons for their complexity arg,e pponenype. Hanme, pasnosu 36or
many, but generally, they fall intOginx je mpemasax rpammme namexo
three categories: bad infrastructur@,y,; npuxparssusnx cy 6pojun, amm
eqUIp_ment’ Complex. and dIShaée reHCpaJiIHO MOry CBpPCTAaTU y TpU
rmonized border-crossing proce-durgs,reropuije: noma nrdpa cTpyKTypHA
and the staff problems. These werg,eympenocr, crowene u meyckia
made even more difficult by openingeye rpammune npouenype u muTame
new border crossings between eXogma. Hapenene pasiore 0AaTHO
republics of SFRY as well as by.y poiaganm w macramak  cacsum
shifting most of border controls t0 th§ opyx * rpammusnx npemasa m3mehy
outer EU borders, which worsened thgs;1yx penry6mmka C®PJ, kao u mipe

pressure on the country borders in thg. ;irame Hajeeher fena TpaHMUHMX

region. KOHTpOJIa Ha CHOJbHE rpanune EBpon
cke YHuje, ynMe je noBehan mputrcak
Ha TpaHWYHE IIpenase 3eMajba pPeru
OHa.
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Fig 1.- Pan-European corridors in SE Europe
Cn.1. —Ilanesponcku kopudopu y Jyeoucmounoj Eeponu

Strategies for transport Crpareruje ungpacTpyKkTypHOr
infrastructure development in pa3Boja y 3eM/bamMa
Southeast European countries Jyroucroune EBpomne

1. Serbiaand Montenegro 1. Cpéuja u Ilpna I'opa

With Serbia and Montenegro VxsmyumBamem CIII' y riaBHe Me
entering  the most  importantyyraponse opraHuzanmje, OTBOpHIA
international institutions, a possibilityce moryhHoCT OXHB/baBama TpaauIH
of revitalization of traditional trans-omnamme Tpanc-6ankaHcke (TpaHC-jyro
Balkan (trans-Yugoslav) corridorcioBecke) Be3e koja cBojuM Hajehum
which in its biggest part coincide with geiom kouHIUIUpPa ca XEICHUHIIKHM
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Helsinki corridor X and which waskopumopom X, a koja je 3aTBOpeHa
closed in 1991, when transport wa$991.roaune, Kaaa je AOILIO IO Mpe
redirected to alternative and longeycmepaBama caoOpahaja Ha antepHa
links with worse infrastructure. As it istuBae ayxe wu ciaabuje uHppacTpy
known, in the past the trans-Balkamrrypuo ompemibene mpasue. Kao mmro
corridor was the shortest and the mogt nmo3nato, y mpounutoctd cy OBUM
efficient link between the countries ofrparc6ankanckum KOPHIOPOM BOAMIIE
Central and Western Europe, Balkamajkpahe u HajedukacHuje Be3e H3Me
and the Middle East. At the same timédyy 3emasba 3anaane u neHrpaiae EBpo
it was backbone of the ex-Yugoslawe, bankana u Biuckor Mcroka, a o
traffic network. Significant attentionje yjemno u 6uo “kmuma’ caobpahajue
has been paid to the reaffirmation afipexxe C®OPJ. Peadupmanuju osor
this corridor through infrastructurexopunopa je y Cpouju u Liproj I'opu
investments and revitalization ofioceehena najseha maxma kama cy y
Belgrade as an important intermodaturamy wuHbpacTpyKTypHE HWHBECTH
traffic node where the crossing pointiuje, kao u peputanuzauuju beorpana
of corridors X and VIl is. A favorablekao Baxxnor WHTEPMOZAIHOT caobpa
position of Belgrade with relation tohajuor uBopmiTa ¥ KOME Ce yKpIITAjy
Budapest, the main Central Europeatpasuu kopumopa X u VII. IlocedHo
node (they are connected by thg Baxno uctahu ¥ moBoJbaH MONOKA]
branch B of the corridor X) should bé&eorpana y ontocy na Bymummneniry —
stressed. Belgrade is a node whergasao uBopuiire nenrpanse Esporre,
river, highway, railroad and air trafficca kojom je mose3an rpanom B xopu
links of international significancemopa X. Beorpax je uBopuiire y Kome
cross their ways. ce YKpIITajy TpPaBUH DPEYHOT, IPYM

CKOT, JKEJIE3HHYKOT M aBHOHCKOT Cao

Opahaja melhyHapoaHor 3Hauaja.

In the present plan of the V mocrojehem mmany pasmemraja
arrangement of pan-EuropeananeBpornckux KOpHAOpa U30CTaBIHEH
corridors an important direction hage Baxan npaBan kKoju Ou edHKacHO
been omitted, the one that wouldosesusao kopumope VII u X (kox
efficiently connect corridors VII andbeorpama) ca jenuHOM 3Ha4YajHHjOM
X (in Belgrade) with the only nykom Cp6uje u Lipue 'ope - bapom.
important port of Serbia andyY okeupy mojenMHHX perHoOHAITHUX
Montenegro - Bar. As a part of somenumnmjatiBa 1MOCTOjM MPEIOT Ia ce
regional initiatives, there is a sugeraj mpobiem peumm yTBphHBameM
gestion that this problem should b@m jexnor xopumopa: TemumBap-
solved by establishing a new corridoBpmar-beorpag-Hauak-TToxera-ITox
Timisoara — Vrsac — Belgrade — Cacatopuna, najbe ca asa npasna — ka ba
— Pozega - Podgorica, with twey u Ipauay (Vision Planet, 1999).
additional directions to Bar and Durré®gaj npemior ce y MOTIIYHOCTH CIIaXe
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(Vision Planet 1999). This isca miaHupanuM KOPHIOPOM Y OKBHPY
completely compatible with alreadyllpocropror mnmana Cp6uje (1996),
planned corridor, which is part ofimme 6m Beorpag modmo edukachy
Serbian Spatial PlanII{IPC 1996), Be3y ca JagpaHckum MopeM, a Ka TOj
which would represent an efficiensesu 6u ce ycMepro n Bemuku 0OMM
connection between corridor IV caobpahaja U3 1EHTpadHE M HCTOYHE
Belgrade and Adriatic Sea. Towardspone. Y unrepecy Cpb6uje u Llpue
this link would be directed a bigl'ope je ma ce, kpo3 capammy ca cycen
portion of traffic from Central anduum 3emspama, npaBan beorpan- Jyx
Eastern Europe. A big interest foru Jagpan (bap - Bapu) Tperupa kao
Serbia and Montenegro, realizedpana E xopumopa X, a mpasai; beo
through international cooperationrpaa-TemumBap kao kpak E wucror
would be to treat direction Belgrade xopunopa. Beszom Ilomropume u
South Adriatic (Bar, Bari) as branch Hlpaua ycnocrasuiaa 6u ce pampoHa
of corridor X, and direction Belgrade #a Be3a ca kopumopom VIII.
Timisoara as branch F of the same

corridor. Connection between Po-

dgorica and Durrés would provide a

rational connection with corridor VIII.

Corridor VIl is the only one in  Kopumop VIl je jenunu eBporcku
Europe that in its basis has a rivetopumop koju y CB0joj OCHOBH HMMa
stream. It represents a part of a uniqueunn Ttok. IlpencraBipa ae0 jeauH
trans-European navigable directionTBeHOr TpPaHCEBPOIICKOT  IIOBHOT
Danube-Main-Rhine (entire lengthoyra [dymas—Majuna—Pajua (yxymme
about 3505 km). Traffic potentials ofty:;xune 3505 km). CaobOpahajuu
this corridor are far from beingnorenuunjanu oBor KopuIoOpa HUCY HU
exploited, especially downstream ofi3onu3a  uckopumheHu, MOCEOHO
Budapest. In 1989, Danube had l4@sBoxmo on bymummemre. TyHaBom
million tons of traffic, but in 1994, it je, 1989.roaune, ocTBapeH MPOMeET 01
radically decreased to 35 million tonsoko 140 mMunuoHa ToHa, a OW HAKOH
After the economic sanctions wereora BprorizaBo mao Ha cBera 35
abolished, it reached its stability oMumnona Toma 1994.romune. Hakon
about 50 million tons (1996) untilykunama tproBunckor embapra Jyro
1999 when the bridges over Sava antlasuju, mpomer ce crabWIM30Bao Ha
Danube were ruined (EIB 2000Fhe oxo 50 muirona ToHa (1996.romume)
interest of all the countries in these no 1999. rogune u pymema
region, especially of Romania andioctoBa na [lymaBy u Casu (EIB,
Bulgaria, is to completely revitalize2000).V 3ajegunukom HHTEpPECY 3eMa
Danube for international trading. Jba peruona, mocedbHo Pymynuje u by

rapcke, je MOTIyHa pEeBHTAIHM3aIlNja
Jynasa 3a Mel)yHapoIHy IJI0BHI0Y .
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Serbia and Montenegro in  Cp6uja u Ilpua T'opa 6u Tpebano
cooperation with Romania should starta y capaamu ca PymyHnujom nokpene
the initiative for the valorization andunu uwjatuBy 3a Bamopu3anujy u
possible establishment of a new transeenry amHo ycmocraB/bame HOBE
Balkan corridor: Craiova - Djerdap lltpanc6an kaHCKE KOpPHIOpPCKE BE3€:
— Prahovo - Nis - Pristina - Matesev&pajosa—*bepanan |I"- [IpaxoBo-Humi-
— South Adriatic (from Matesevo tollpumrmn nHa—MartemeBo—Jyxuu Ja-
South Adriatic through the corridompan (og Maremesa mo Jyxwuor Ja-
Belgrade-Bar), in spite of thempana Tpacom xopumopa beorpan—
construction of the bridge Calafat bap), ynpkoc koHCTpyHcamy MocTa
Vidin. Realization of this projectKanadpar-Bumun. Peanmsamuja oBor
would establish more effective traffiaipojexra 6u omoryhuna caobpahaj u
and trade between Serbia and Monteprosuny wusmel)y CpOuje u Lpne
negro and Romania. It would als®ope u Pymy Huje maneko kpahum u
establish a new transit directiojepTuaujum myTeM, 3atumM  ycro-
between Romania and Greeceyapbarmbe HOBUX TpPaH3MTHUX IIpa-
Macedonia and Albania, as well asana wusmel)y Pymynuje u I'puke,
between Serbia and Montenegro ardakenonuje u Amba uuje, kao u CLI"
Moldova, Ukraine and Russia, shomt Moxnasuje, Ykpa june u Pycwuje,
and efficient connection of corridorsparky u epukacHy Be 3y Kopumopa
IV and X from Vidin to Mokranje etc. IV u X wma pemanuju Bu gua —

Mokpame u ap.

Of specific importance would be Cneuuduyan 3Hayaj wuma
the initiative for establishing ferryununujatusa 3a ycrmocrassbame Kee-
transport on Bar-Bari line whichsunukor ¢epudora na maunuju bap—
would bring to even (greaterbapu, kao BaXHOI MOCTa MPEKO
affirmation of Belgrade-Bar directionjyxxnor Jaapana wusmely Hrammje u
and the trans-Balkan Craiova-Basemasa 1eHTpaiHe ¥ HCTOYHE
corridor making them an importanEsporne, ynme ©Ou ce jom Buie
bridge over South Adriatic - betweendupmucao npasan beorpan—bap u
Italy and the countries of Central andpanc6ankancka wMaructpama Kpa-
Eastern Europe. Further, more highjesa—bap. Takxohe, wmsrpamma ayro-
way construction on the line Debelityra na penammju leGenmn Bpujer—
Brijeg - Herceg Novi - Tivat - Budva -Xepuer Hosu—Tusar—bynsa—YIiub,
Ulcinj would give some additionalmomarno 6u adupmucama Beh mome-
affrmation to already mentionedayty TpaHcrpaHuuHy capailmy Ha
trans-border cooperation on the “Soutiipojexty “Jyxxuu Janpan” wusmely
Adriatic” project between Dubrovnik, Iyoposanka, Xepuer Hosor u
Herceg Novi and Trebinje. Tpebuma.

Surely, talking about trans-border Hapapno, jenan ox wummneparuBa
cooperation and integration processesiza je y muTamy TpaHCTpaHHYHA
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it is imperative that a closecapagma W HMHTErpaTHBHHM IPOIECH
cooperation and harmonizing oOfecre u  TecHa  capamma U
interests between Serbia and MontgexnahuBame  uHTepeca  m3Mely
negro and other countries of the regiotipbuje u Ilpue Tope u 3emaba
should occur in the frame of definegernona y oxBupy mebunHCAHMX
Pan-European Transport Areas (HeraneBpornckux caoOpahajuux cdepa
Isinki  1977) concerning maritime(1997.y XelcuHKH]jy), KOje TaHTHPAjy
areas. In Southern Europe, the Blackaputumuu mpoctop. 3a  peruon
Sea, Adriatic /lonian and Meditejyxxne EBpomne ox 3nauaja cy LlpHo-

rranean areas are of interest. MOpckH, JagpaHcko-joHCKH u Meau-
TepaHCKH OaceH.
2. Bulgaria 2. Byzapcka

What Bulgaria expects from the Owno mto Byrapcka odekyje y on
development of pan-EuropeamasBoja aHEBPOICKMX KOMYHHKAIIH
communication is to have itsja, je ma oHa Hariacu CBOjy T'€OIOJIH
geopolitical role emphasized in thewuuky ynory y peruony u mupe —y
region, but also in the wider - Euroespo-asujckum KomyHHKandjama. [Ipu
Asian communication. Still, almost allrome, y Byrapckoj “mpaxca je uraopu
Balkan countries have “a practice ofame M Yak CynpoOTCTaBJbakbE MO3UIH
ignoring the positions of otherjama apyrux OankaHckux Jp)kaBa”
countries in the region” Ispmos (IspmoB M., 2001, 53)Byrapcka oue
2001, 53). Bulgaria expects five of temyje ma he ce Ha WeHO] TePUTOPHjH
European corridors to cross itykpcruru 5 ox ykynmHo 10 eBporckux
territory and its capital Sofia toxopmmopa, m ma he ce rmaBHEM Trpan
transform into an important center o€odwuja nperBopuTH y BaskaH eIeMEHT
communication infrastructure in SoutlkomyHnukarmone UHPPACTPYKType
Eastern Europe, but there are sonjgroucroune EBpore, amu Ty mocroje
unavoidable facts: W3BECHE HE3a00MIa3HE YHEHCHHUIIC:

- Corridor IV is one of the most- Kopuoop IV mpencraBba jenaH on
complex ones that branches off in thepocropro Hajcnoxenujux KopuIopa,
direction of three big ports (in Aradca pauBamuMa y TpaBIly TPH BEJIHMKE
toward Constanta, in Sofiya towardayke (kom Apama y  mpaBmy
Thessaloniki and Istanbul). It wa¥Xoncranne, xonq Codwuje y mpasiy
created as an alternative to corridor Xonyna u Ucram6Oyma). OBaj kopumop
in the time of YU-embargo. Theje 3amumeeH Kao anrepHaTHBa
existence of the corridor directiorkopunopy X y Bpeme jyro-embapra.
from Budapest over Arad, Craiova anflloce6no je nauckyTabmiHa ompasna
Sofiya, to Thessaloniki is particularlysoct mocrojama mpaBia Kopugopa
questionable. That direction has muckoju Boam on Byaummnemire, mpeko
more complex physical and geoApana, Kpajose u Coduje, no Coimy
graphical predisposition of the terrainga. Taj npaBaif nMa JaIeKo CIOKEHH]€E
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it has worse infrastructure and it ishusmuko-reorpadcke mpeaUCIIOZUIIH
longer compared to corridor X (withje Tepena, nommuje je uHGpacTpyKTyp
branch B) on the line Budapest HO ompemibeH, a ¥ IyXH je Y OAHOCY
Belgrade - Nis - Skopje — Thessalosa xopumop X (ca rpanom B), Ha
niki. If we respect the principles ofupasuy Byaummnemra—beorpaa—Hum—
being functional complementary an@komse—ConyH. YKOIHMKO ce MOWITY
follow the integration of traffic je npurnuMn QyHKIMOHATHE KOMILIE
corridors then corridor IV (MOreMeHTapHOCTH W WHTETPHUCAHOCTH Ca0
precisely its part) that is in the positio®pahajuux xopunopa, xopuoop IV
of competition with corridor X is (Taunuje, 1eo kopumopa), KOju CTOjU y
completely unnecessary. KOHKYPEHTCKOM OIHOCY IIpeMa KOpH
- Corridor VII: Danube flows at the nopy X, je y mOTIyHOCTH CyBHILIaH.
periphery of Bulgaria. Ports at the Kopuoop VI, pexa J[lyHnaB, Teue
Black-Sea are of more importanceepu depro y ommocy Ha Byrapcky.
than those by the river. 3a wy Behu caobpahajuu 3Ha4Yaj MMajy
- Corridor VIII is supposed to connectipHoMopcke HEero peyHe Jyke.

the ports at the Black Sea and Adriatic Kopuoop VIII Tpeba na mosesyje
Sea without going through Greece antyxe ma Llpaom u Jaapanckom Mopy,
Turkey. However, that path wouldaoounazehu I'puky wu  Typcky.
have to endure a big energy of relieMehyrum, Ta Tpaca Om wumanma na
The connection between the finatamaga Bemmky eneprujy pesseda;
points of that corridor is easier andesa kpajsux Tawaka Ha TOM
cheaper via Bosphorus and Dard&opumopy ce ocTBapyje jeqHOCTaBHHU]jE
nelles over the Aegean Sea. Besidesyit jebTuHuje mIOBHMM IIyTeM Kpo3
is mostly parallel to the Greek patlbocthop n JJapmanene mpexo Erejckor
called Via Egnatia. Mopa. OcuM TOra, OHa je BEIMKUM
- Corridor IX was of bigger nenom mapanenHa ¢ TpYKOM TPacoMm
significance during the “Iron Curtain”Bua Urnanuja (Via Egnatia).

period. [IpaBan xopuoopa 1X je umao Behm
- Corridor X makes a natural3nauaj y Bpeme ,['Bo3neHe 3aBece”.
connection of Bulgaria and the entir&opudop X mpeacraBiba TPUPOIHY

Southeast Balkan with Europe. KOIIHEHY Be3y byrapcke u Iieor
jyrouctounor bankana ca EBporiom.
3. Greece 3. Tpuka
East-west transport initiative, TparcmopTHa WMHUIIHjaTHBa

widely known as Via Egnatia, anductok-zaman’, mo3Hara kao Bwa
North-South  route (direction ofUWrnanuja, u “ceBep-jyr” mnpaBueM
corridor X) are of national interest forkopumopa X, mpaBum cy ox Haiu-
Greece. They make Bulgarianannor unrepeca 3a I'puky. OHe pe-
initiatives with corridors VIII, IX and nartuBu3yjy 3Hauaj Oyrapckux HWHH-
IV more questionable. Furthermoremjatusa y Be3u ca xopumopuma VI,
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with its strategic partners (Serbia antK u V. Ocum tora, I'puka je
Montenegro and Macedonia) Greece 8uiatepaiauM  cnopa3ymuMa — ca
engaged in the realization of corrido€poujom u Ilpuom I['opom u BJP
X. Through agreements with AlbaniaMakenonujoM, KoOju Cy meHH CTpa-
it is interested in continuation of Viaremkun maptHepw, yk/bydeHa y pea-
Egnatia corridor to Durrés, and withmszauujy Kopumopa X. VY  cmo-
Russia in construction of oil pipelinegpasymuma ¢ Anbanujom, 3auHTEpE-
Burgas-Alexandroupolis (250 kmcoeana je 3a mpoxyxerak Bwa
project value 700 million euros) whichirnauuje on Urymenune no [paua, a
would lessen the pressure on maritimePycujom 3a peanu3zanujy HapTOBOAA
path through Bosphorus and Dard&yprac-Anexcanapymnomuc (250 km,
nelles. There is also a plan for a sidespojextna Bpeanoct 700 mui. eBpa),
branch of the Via Egnatia road, fronkojum ce pactepehyje mIOBHH IIyT
Alexandrupolis to Burgas. kpo3 bochop u Hapmanene. IToctoju
IUIaH M3rpajiibe U OrpaHka myta Bua
Urnanwmja, ox Anekcanapymoimca 10
Bypraca.
4. Macedonia 4. Maxedonuja
Corridor X (north-south) and not Kopunop X mpaBma “ceBep-jyr” u
yet realized corridor VIII (east-west)mnanupanu kopumop VI mpasna
are of great geopolitical significancéucrok-3aman” umajy 3a MakexoHujy
for Macedonia. By corridor X, it isreonmonutiuku 3Ha4aj. Kopumop X je
connected with Serbia and Greece amdgesyje ca CpOujom u ['pukom, a
through them with Europe. Corridomipexko mux u ca Espomom. Kopumop
VIl should be a railway link to VIl je 'kenesunuka nuHHja, KOja On
Bulgaria and Albania - countries withnosesana Byrapcky u AnGanujy, ca
which Macedonia is in the complexojuma MakenoHuja uMa CIOXEHE
geopolitical relations. At the othemreononurimuke omgnoce. C mpyre crpa
hand, the realization of that projecke, peanuszanuja Tor npojekra Ou nma
would result in important economicia u3BecHe ekoHOMCcKe edekre. [Tocto
effects. There also exists an idea fg¢ u uneje 3a wsrpammy HadTOBOIA
the construction of AMBO pipeline byAMBO 3a mpenoc kacromjcke Hadre,
which  Caspian oil would benpubmmkno ucrom tpacom (oxko 920
transferred over the similar rout&km). HexkommiernocT mocrojehux xo-
(about 920 km). Insufficiency ofmyrukanuja: IUCKOHTHHYHTET —Ke-
existing forms of communication:nesanuke Mpexe, Joma IpyMcKa Be3a,
discontinuity of rail network, badkao m reonmonuTHYke OKONHOCTH, 1ajy
highway connection, together witheume ocHoBa 3a mecuMmuzam Hero 3a
geopolitical circumstances is the sowepoBame y CcKopy peaqu3anujy
rce of pessimism rather than faith impojexra.
the near realization of the project.
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5. Romania 5. Pymynuja

The strategic direction of CrpaTtemku mnpaBan y pyMyHCKO]
Romanian transport policy is corridorpancniopTHOj MOIUTHLIN j& KOPHIOP
IV, but in its own variant. TheirlV, amm y comncrBeHoj pemaxiivjH.
opinion is that the route of thisPymynmja cmatpa nga je eH
corridor should be diverted - fromuaumonamHu WHTEpEC JAa Taj KOPUIOP
Budapest it would go only towardsipomenn Tpacy u ma ce on bymm-
Bucuresti (where it is connected withvmemre ycmepu ka Bykypemry (rme
corridor IX) and further to the port ofce mosesyje ¢ xopunopom IX) u name
Constanta at the Black Sea coast. b nyke Koncranua na LipHom mopy.
has been 20 years that modernizati®tymyuuja Beh aBe merieHnje paan Ha
of this port started together with theronepuuzanuju u ypehemwy te nyke, u
entire Black Sea facade with thgommre cBoje 1pHOMOpCKE dacane, ¢
intention to become the most imponamepom nga mocraHe CIOHA Ha
rtant link in the transport corridorrpancmopraom kopumopy Espoma -
Europe-Caucasus-Asia (TRACECA)Kagka3s - Azuja (TRACECA).VY peanu
According to some estimation, RoO3amujy TOr CTpaTemKor mpasiia yIoxKu
mania invested around 4.5 billionia je, mo HekuM mporeHama, oxo 4,5
dollars into the realization of this stramunujapne monmapa. YBemene cy y
tegic direction. New ferry lines fromekcmnoarauujy u ¢epubotHe nuHHje
Constanta to Istanbul and Batumi werenr Koncranne po HcramOyma wu
introduced. Barymuja.

6. Bosnia and Herzegovina 6. bocna u Xepuyezosuna

Bosnia and Herzegovina has two Bocua u Xeprierosuna, y CB0joj
goals in its transport policy - tocaoOpahajHoj moauTHIK, HMa IBa
strengthen internal cohesion of iteuspa - npBu, Aa mojaya yHyTpallmby
territory and to establish an efficientepuropujanny koxesujy, u apyru, na
connection with the rest of Europece eduxacuo mosexxe ca Espormom.
There are two priorities in this planIlpu Tome mnocroje aBa mpuopHTETA.
The first one is corridor Vc: Ploce Jenan je xopumop Vc: Ilnoue-Capa
Sarajevo — Doboj — Samac — Osijek jeBo-/{060j-I1laman-Ocujek-byaumite
Budapest, which is of particular intesirra, 3a xoju je moceOHO 3aMHTEpPECO
rest for the Federation (Hadz2000, Bana ®enepammja bocue u Xepiie
62). The second priority is to establishosune (Hadzt D., 2000). dpyru
two rail corridors: branch of corridormpropurer cy aBa xele3HHMYKa KOPH
IV: Timisoara - Belgrade - Banja Lukanopa: rpana kopumopa |V: Temumisap
- Novi Grad — Split/Zadar, and branchbeorpan-bamanyka-Hosu I'pax -
of corridor X: Stalac — Kraljevo —Cmur-3amap, u rpaHa kopumopa X:
Strpci — Sarajevo — Zenica — DobojCranah-Kpasmeso-IlItpmu-CapajeBo-
Republic of Srpska is making effortSennna—/{o60j. Penyonnka Cprcka
to connect parts of the railwayamn Ha moBesuBamy zeI0Ba Keie
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network and to modernize the roads. ttmuke Mpexe ¥ MOJIEPHU3AIU]H ITYTE
also believes the formation of a brancks, a takohe cmarpa “Hy)XHUM (POpMHU
of corridor X: Okucani - Banja Luka -pame orpanka kopumopa X Ha npaBily
Sipovo — Split, is a necessity - it woOxyuanu-bamanyka-IlIumoso-Cruiwur,
uld activate the Northwest region okoju 6u moMorao akTHBHpame CEBEPO
Republic of Srpska (Stojkov 20003amagnor permona Pemyoimke Cpric
57). Connecting to river corridor Vllke”. Takohe, moBe3nBame ¢ IIOBHUM
(Danube) both Republic of Srpska angopumopom VIl (dynas), Pemny6nuka
Bosnia and Herzegovina Federation (Spricka u buX mory 06e30eauti Kpo3
possible through joined planning withsajenaiuko nanupame ca XpBaTCKOM
Croatia and Serbia over the rivera Cpoujom mpeko peka [pure u Cage.
Drina and Sava.
7. Croatia 7. Xpeamcka
The interest of Croatia is to Crparemxku unTepec XpBarcke je
establish a connection betweena Ha edukacan HaYMH MTOBEXE TTAHOH
Pannonian and Adriatic component afky u jampaHcKy KOMIIOHEHTY CBOje€
its territory. The center of the first onaepuropuje. OxocHuIly TAHOHCKE KOM
is Zagreb - Belgrade highway that imonenre umnm ayromyr 3arpe6-beo
its way through Croatia has beenpan, xoju je Ha cekTopy Kpo3 XpBaT
modernized and made up to thexy MonepHHM30BaH WM ycarjameH ca
European standards. Adriatic comp@spornckum craHmapanMa. JaapaHcKa
nent, at the route of Adriatic transpontommonenra, Ha TpacH jaapaHCKe
backbone has been graduallylarucrpane, ce momepuusyje. XpBaT
modernizing. Croatia also startedka je 3amodena KOHCTPYKIIH]Y ayTo
constructing Zagreb - Dubrovnik high1ryra 3arpe6—/1yOpoBHUK, KOju A€M
way that partly goes through Bosniamyno mponasu kpo3 teputopujy boc
and Herzegovina. Beside the touriste u Xepuerosune. Ha Taj HauuH xe
significance it could partly take overie ma apupmuinry jagpaHCKH IpaBall
the traffic between Europe and Balkaroju Ou, mo ®HHXOBUM IUIaHOBHMA,
which goes through Belgrade. There igebano ocuM TypucTHUKOr 3Hayaja,
also a plan for a canal Sava - Danub@ oxuBH JIydkH TIPOMET W TpPEy3Me
through Eastern Slavonia and Westepeo mnpomera wusmelly Espome wu
Srem with the idea to make the wajpjankana koju wume kopumopom X
shorter. npeko beorpaga. Iloctojm Takohe
IUTaH W3TPajAlbe IUIOBHOT  KaHaia
CaBa—JlynaB kpo3 wucrtouny CraBo
HUjy u 3amagau Cpem, ¢ IHJbEM Ja
CKpaTH IUIOBHU TYT.
8. Albania 8. Anbanuja
The vital interest of Albania is t0 Jeman onx BuTamHUX WHTEpeca
develop South Adriatic port of DurrésAnbanuje je abupmarmja ayke Ipad y
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which represents the western termingg>xaom JampaHy, Kao TEepMHHAIHOT
of corridor VIII. The main difficulty is uBopumra xopumopa VIII. Hajsehu
in huge and necessary investments apotiieM HEroBoj peaiu3alyju IMpex
that corridor. Because of thaterasbajy Bemuka U HCTOBPEMEHO HEO
Albanian connecting of Durrés withmxogna MartepujanHa ymarama y
Igoumenitsa on the South (also witliadpacTpykrypHo onpemame TOT
Via Egnatia) is of great significancecopumopa. YmpaBo u3 Tor pasjora,
for the country’s transport integrationtosesuBame anbancke jayke JIpad ca
with wider area. Furthermore, théirymenunom Ha jyry (takohe u ca
revitalization of traffic with Serbia andBua Wrnanujom), on HecymsbHBOr je
Montenegro over Podgorica on themauaja 3a caobpahajuo uHTErpHcame
North would open Albania for the restemsbe ca mmpum perunonom. Takohe,
of Europe. peBuTanuzanuja caobpahaja ca cyce-
naoMm Cpoujom u Ilprom ['opom mpe-
ko Ilogropurme, orBopmino 6u Anba-
HH]y Ka ocTatky EBpore.
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