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1.Introduction 
Rail Freight Corridor North Sea ς Baltic (RFC NS-B) went operational on the 10th of November 

2015 according to Regulation (EU) 913/2010 of the European Parliament and of the Council 

of 22 September 2010 concerning a European rail network for competitive freight. At the start 

of the Corridor the extensions to the Czech Republic and Southern Poland (Katowice) were 

also included1. The initial RFC North Sea ς Baltic ran through six EU Member States: starting 

in the North Sea ports of Antwerp, Rotterdam, Amsterdam, Wilhelmshaven, Bremerhaven 

and Hamburg spreading in central Germany through Aachen ς Hannover/Berlin ς Warsaw ς 

Terespol (Polish-Belarus border) / Kaunas / Falkenberg ς tǊŀƎǳŜ κ ²ǊƻŎƱaw ς Katowice. 

Regulation (EU) 1316/2013 establishing the Connecting Europe Facility amended the annex 

of Regulation (EU) 913/2010 and foresaw an extension of the RFC NS-B to Riga and Tallinn at 

the latest by 10th of November 2020. The extension to Latvia and Estonia will become 

operational on the 12th of October 2020 at the time of the publication of the Corridor reserve 

capacity for timetable 2021.  

The initial Implementation Plan of RFC North Sea ς Baltic was approved by Decision of the 

Executive Board on the 13th of October 2015 and published on the 10th of November 2015. 

According to Art. 9(2) of the Regulation (EU) 913/2010, the Management Board shall 

periodically review the Implementation Plan. Taking this into account and given the 

extensions of the Corridor, an update was elaborated according to the common structure 

approved by RailNetEurope. The focus is on: 

- Inclusion of Latvia (LV) and Estonia (EE), 

- Changes to the routing decided since the first Implementation Plan and not yet 

formally integrated and additional changes due to new developments,  

- Update of the Transport Market Study, 

- Update on objectives and performance, 

- Update of the Investment Plan, 

- Update of the ERTMS Deployment Plan.  

The update was elaborated by the Management Board, consulted with the stakeholders and 

approved by the Executive Board of RFC NS-B on the 15th of September 2020. It will be 

published on the 12th of October 2020. 

                                                           

1 COMMISSION IMPLEMENTING DECISION (EU) 2017/178 of 31 January 2017 amending Implementing Decision (EU) 

2015/1111 on the compliance of the joint proposal of the Member States concerned to extend the North Sea-Baltic rail freight 

corridor with Article 5 of Regulation (EU) No 913/2010 of the European Parliament and of the Council concerning a European rail 

network for competitive freight. 
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2. Corridor Description 
RFC NS-B now runs through 8 Member States of the European Union: starting in the North 

Sea ports of Antwerp, Rotterdam, Amsterdam, Wilhelmshaven, Bremerhaven and Hamburg 

spreading into central Germany through Aachen ς Hannover/Magdeburg/Berlin to Warsaw 

and the Polish-Belarus border in Terespol. A branch leads from Magdeburg to Prague via 

Falkenberg ŀƴŘ 5ǊŜǎŘŜƴΦ Lƴ CŀƭƪŜƴōŜǊƎ ǎǘŀǊǘǎ ǘƘŜ {ƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ōǊŀƴŎƘ ƛƴ tƻƭŀƴŘ ǘƻ ²ǊƻŎƱaw and 

Katowice. !ƴƻǘƘŜǊ ōǊŀƴŎƘ ƭŜŀǾŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ tƻȊƴŀƵ ǘƻ Yŀǳƴŀǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ wƛƎŀ ŀƴŘ ¢ŀƭƭƛƴƴΦ   

The designated railway lines of RFC NS-B are divided into: 

1) Principal lines (on which Pre-arranged Paths (PaPs) will be offered); 

2) Diversionary lines (on which PaPs may temporarily be considered in case of 

disturbances, e.g. long-lasting major construction works on the principal lines); 

3) Connecting lines: lines connecting the Corridor lines to a terminal (on which PaPs 

may be offered but without obligation to do so); 

4) Expected lines, i.e. any of above-mentioned which either are planned in future or 

under construction but not yet completely in service. Expected line can also be an 

existing line which shall be part of the RFC in the future. 

In the following part a description of the Corridor with the changes in its routing is given since 

the start of the Corridor in November 2015.  

 

Extension to Latvia and Estonia: 

 

According to the amended Regulation (EU) 913/2010 the Corridor has to be extended from 

Kaunas to Riga and Tallinn by November 2020 at the latest. Since the Rail Baltica line (1425mm 

gauge) is not yet operational, the Corridor extension lines are part of the 1520mm gauge 

network and include (see Figure 2.1): 

ü A principal line from Kaunas to Riga and Tallinn 

ü A diversionary line from Kaunas via Vilnius, Daugavpils, Krustpils to Riga  

ü Connecting lines from  

o Vilnius to Kena,  

o Jelgava to Ventspils and Jelgava to [ƛŜǇņƧŀ, 

o Tallinn to Port of Paldiski and from Tapa to Narva. 
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The future Rail Baltica line (1425mm gauge) is ŀƴ άŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ ƭƛƴŜέ and until its 

realisation the specificities of the different track gauge system shall be considered in the 

establishment and operation of the Corridor.  

 
In the 1520mm network, transport is organised according to the Agreement on International 

Railway Freight Communications (SMGS). The rewriting of transport documentation from 

SMGS to Convention concerning International Carriage by Rail (COTIF), or vice versa, is 

manual. This process is very labour-intensive and time-consuming. Noise charges or other 

noise prevention measures are derogated on the 1520mm network, due to the common 

1520mm wagon park usage. 

Latvia and Estonia undertake the capacity allocation process in cooperation with 

infrastructure managers of third countries on the 1520mm network and it has a significant 

impact on the schedule for capacity allocation in general. 
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Figure 2-1: Extension of RFC North Sea ς Baltic in Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia by 12th 

October 2020. 
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Changes to the routing decided since the first Implementation Plan and not yet formally 

integrated and additional changes due to new developements  

 

On 14th September 2016 the ExBo decided2 several changes on the routing and line status for 

TT 2018 regarding the following routes: 

- Amsterdam/Antwerp ς Bad Bentheim ς [ǀƘƴŜΤ 
- Amsterdam - Meteren; 
- Magdeburg ς Berlin via Brandenburg. 

The decision was published but the Implementation Plan was not formally adapted.   

 

Other changes due to infrastructure developments or new developments are also formally 

integrated in this version of the Implementation Plan: 

- The line from Knappenrode to Horka was upgraded (electrified and second track), 

re-opened in December 2018 and PaPs were offered on this route from TT2019. 

¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƛƴŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ άŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ ƭƛƴŜέ ǘƻ 

άǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ ƭƛƴŜέΦ  

- ¢ƘŜ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ {ǿŀǊȊťŘȊ ŀƴŘ _ƻǿƛŎȊ ǿŀǎ ƭŀǳƴŎƘŜŘ ŀŦǘŜǊ ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ 

December 2019 and PaPs were offered on this route from TT2020. Therefore, the 

status of the line changed from άŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ ƭƛƴŜέ to άǇǊƛƴŎƛǇŀƭ ƭƛƴŜέΦ 

- The connecting line from Praha aŀƭŜǑƛŎŜ ǘƻ tǊŀƘŀ ¿ƛȌƪƻǾ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ŀ Corridor 

line and was removed. 

The lines that are part of RFC North Sea ς Baltic are shown on the map below (Figure 2-2) and 

listed in Annex 1. These lines will also be shown in CIP. Figure 2.1.1  (Chapter 2.1) shows  the 

current lines and their status in a schematic way.   

 

 

                                                           
2 
Decision_of_the_Executive_Board_of_the_RFC_North_Sea_Baltic_approving_modifications_in_the_Implemen
tation_Plan_for_TT_2018.pdf 

http://rfc8.eu/files/public/uploads/Books_for_TT_2018/Decision_of_the_Executive_Board_of_the_RFC_North_Sea_Baltic_approving_modifications_in_the_Implementation_Plan_for_TT_2018.pdf
http://rfc8.eu/files/public/uploads/Books_for_TT_2018/Decision_of_the_Executive_Board_of_the_RFC_North_Sea_Baltic_approving_modifications_in_the_Implementation_Plan_for_TT_2018.pdf
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Figure 2-2: Map of RFC North Sea ς Baltic in 2020 (status as of the 1st of September 2020).  

 



 
 

10 

 

 

 

Futher extensions are foreseen or being planned for the future. A description can be found 

below. 

 

Proposed extensions  

Since the implementation of the Corridor in November 2015, RFC NS-B formally received a 

number of requests for new extensions, which are not foreseen by the Regulation (EU) 

913/2010. These extensions need to follow the procedure described in the Regulation. The 

Member States need to send jointly a letter of Intent to the European Commission including 

a proposal of the new routing drawn up after consultation of the Infrastructure Managers and 

applicants concerned. After examining the proposal, the European Commission will approve 

(or not) the extension by an Implementing Decision.  

 

The proposed extensions concern the following sections: 

- The section from Katowice to Medyka (Polish- Ukrainian border) 

- The lines to the ports of Ghent and Terneuzen (part of North Sea Port) 

- The inclusion of the port of Zeebrugge. 

- The sections from Riga via Krustpils to Daugavpils and Rezekne as principal line. .  

 

The Management Board analysed the proposed extensions based on the extension 

methodology developed by all RFCs and consulted applicants. The Executive Board sent a 

Letter of Intent for the extension to Medyka and the Belgian and Dutch ports to the European 

Commission on the 6th of December 2019 and a letter to Rezekne will be sent. If a positive 

answer is received from the European Commission, these lines will be formally included into 

the routing of RFC North Sea ς Baltic.  

These lines are included in Figure 2-3 ŀǎ άǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛƻƴǎέ ōǳǘ are not yet officially part 

of the Corridor.  

 

Operational extensions 

In November 2018, RFC Orient/East - Med was extended from Prague/Kolin towards the 

German ports of Bremerhaven, Wilhelmshaven, Hamburg and Rostock as foreseen by the 

Regulation. This led to overlapping sections with RFC North Sea ς Baltic, except for Rostock 

and Kolin.  

 

 

In view of the offer and allocation of capacity on these lines, RFC NS-B decided together with 

the RFC Orient/East-Med on an operational extension of RFC North Sea - Baltic 

- between Dresden and Rostock as well as 

- between [ȅǎł ƴŀ [ŀōŜƳ and Kolin.  
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These operational extensions lines will not be included into the RFC North Sea ς Baltic routing, 

but the Corridor One-Stop-Shop (C-OSS) of RFC NS-B is responsible for allocation/capacity 

management on these sections. These sections can be seen in Figure 2-о ŀǎ άƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛƻƴǎέΣ ōǳǘ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭƭȅ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Corridor.  

 

Both proposed and operational extensions are shown for information purposes only. In the 

following chapters of the Implementation Plan only the current lines will be shown.   

 

 
"Iron Rhine" 
 
Iron Rhine is mentioned as expected principal line in RFC NS-B. In the case (political) decision 
making on the Iron Rhine is executed, and the Iron Rhine would be reactivated, then the 
status will be principal line. 
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Figure 2-3: Possible future lines of RFC North Sea-Baltic  
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2.1 Key Parameters of Corridor Lines  

Figure 2-1-1 shows the lines that are part of RFC NS-B in 2020 (status as of 1st of September 

2020) with their status (principal, diversionary, connecting, expected principal). 

RFC NS-B now has 8 964,30 km of lines in total, of which 4 480,32 km principal lines, 

2 524,95 km of diversionary lines, 1 008,24 km of connecting lines and 950,74 km expected 

principal and expected diversionary lines. 
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Figure 2-1-1: Type of lines 
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2.1.1 Infrastructure parameters 

Figures 2-1-2  until 2-1-8 show several infrastructure parameters of the lines belonging to RFC 

NS-B in 2020 (status as of 1st of September 2020): 

¶ Type of network (Figure 2-1-2) 

¶ Number of tracks (Figure 2-1-3) 

¶ Type of power source (Figure 2-1-4) 

¶ Max train length (Figure 2-1-5) 

¶ Axle load (Figure 2-1-6)  

¶ Max line speed (Figure 2-1-7)  

¶ Profile and loading gauge (Figure 2-1-8). 
 
Latvia and Estonia undertake the capacity allocation process in cooperation with 

infrastructure managers of third countries on the 1520mm network and it has a significant 

impact on the schedule for capacity allocation in general. 
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Figure 2-1-2: Type of network according to the Regulation (EU) 1315/2013 
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The majority of the corridor lines (principal/diversionary lines) are part of the TEN-T core network. However there are a number of lines that 

belong to the TEN-T comprehensive network. In a few cases the lines are out of the TEN-T network (this mainly concerns  connecting lines). 
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Figure 2-1-3:  Number of tracks 
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The majority of the corridor lines are double track lines, except in Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia.  The future Rail Baltica line will be double-track. 
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Figure 2-1-4: Type of power source 
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Almost each country has a different voltage and frequency value. A significant percentage of the route in Lithuania, Latvia and Estonia is not 
electrified. 
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Figure 2-1-5:  Maximum train length 
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The maximum train length on the corridor lines varies from 1050 m to 240 m. At the moment of writing the Implementation Plan, journeys for 
740 m trains on the entire corridor without restrictions are not possible, except for Latvia and Estonia.  
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Figure 2-1-6:  Axle load 
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In the major part of the Corridor the allowed axle load is 22.5 t and meter load is 8 t, whereas the possibilities in Poland are more restricted. On 

the other hand in Latvia the axle load is 25 t and in Estonia even 32 t. 














































































































































































