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Northern Europe highrankedfor competitivenessX
Global Competitiveness Index 2011-2012
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¢ 2 R Im&ikécation handicap in Northern Europe:

the inferior trans-regionalaccessibility
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X especiallyby car
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Potential accessibility, road
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X andby train
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Accessibilityindex of selectedEuropeanRegions2001
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BottlenecksbetweenCentraland Northern Europe
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X andespeciallyon the rails
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UIC status 2010
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BottleneckProblems willfurther increase
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Solving the increasing bottleneck problems needs a strong und
convincing Vision: A well connectadorth EuropeanCorridor
for Growth, Innovationand Sustainability L=~ ¥
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RegionalEconomidMegatrendssupport our Vision
for awell connectedNorth EuropeanCorridorfor Growth,
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W 5 stand efficient railway connectionsget more
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4§ Important for future regionaldevelopment
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Optimal interconnectionbetweenregional
andlongdistancepassengetraffic: will get
evenmore important for commuters
visitorsand cooperationpartners

High speedtrains are perfect for regional
cooperation fastestand most effective
meansof passengetransportfor short P
and mediumdistances =t UER A i |

Sustainabilitygetsmore important: railway =
=most sustainablemode of transport (low-
energy low-carbon -> climate protection
will increasethe pressureto shift from air
to high speedtrains



A highspeedrail network connectsthe northern
metropolitan regionsof DK, S, NO and Hambutig one
well connectedgreengrowth andinnovation corridor

X Fast passengdrains connectthe metropolitanregionspromoting
cooperation, commuting, tourismus scienceand technology
transfer, cultural exchange

X Regionabndtransregionaltrains systemscanbe optimally linked
for comfortablecommuting

X New highspeedroutesandmodernizationof existingroutesopen
capacitiesfor fasterfreighttransports

Lookat profoundstrategy paperse.g.by

o Anker Nielsen & Alex Landex  Debatoplaeg til banestrategi for en 1 HSST

konkurrencedygtig @resundsregion SSTR 1l
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IBL-Bresund f‘g e A - A modern transport system between
the Oresund Region and Hamburg




High Speed Trainsanconnectthe Nordic Metropolitan
Regiondo one Green Growthand Innovation Corridor

Med Europa-/ Change in %
Gotalandsbanan

Kopenhamn-Stockholm 2:35
Hamburg-Stockholm 4:15
Hamburg-Kopenhamn 1:40
Jonkoping-Malmo 1:20

Goteborg-Jonkoping 0:39
Linkoping-Goteborg 1:19
Kopenhamn-Goteborg 1:55
Helsingborg-Stockholm 2:11
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Journeytimes betweenWest European Cities:
1989 figuresbelow) and 2009 figuresabove)
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Initiatives and Partnersfor a Northern Growthand
Innovation Corridor(incomplete)
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EU White Paper (March 201tlemandsfor a
switchtowards new rail systems

0

Betweencities50% of the middledistance passenger and freight
transports shallswitchfrom roadto rail andship

Until 2050 themajority of passenger transporten routes of >300 km
distance shallake place onrall

Completion of an European high speed rail network by 2050. Tripling the
length of the HSR network by 2030 amdaintainanceof a dense railway
network in all Member States

Until 205050% of freight transporton routes of >300 km distance shall
take place omail and ship (203030%share)

Developmentof an efficient Ekvide core net of transport corridors
allowing an intermodathangeat the expense of the road sector until
2030

Integrationof all airports within the EU preferable in a higpeed rall
network andsufficient integrationof all seaports in the core rail freight
networks and if possible integratian the inland waterwaysystem
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Maximumrailway speedin European countries
(km/h)
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Opportunity Cost of Inaction: High-Speed and High =~ &=

=APTA= AMERICAN

Performance Passenger Rail in the United States — ff;’fﬁ’i%m
The Benefits of Building HPPR
(Millions of USD—2012 Present Value) July 2012
Highway | Road Costs to FAA
Delay Achieve Same | Emissions |Airport Delay| Spending | HSR User |Transportation
Savings Delay Savings Savings Savings Savings Benefit Benefits
California $3,237 $12,950 5966 $9,908 $4,652|  $20,900 552,613
Chicago Hub 5927 53,709 5154 52,385 $1,120 55,620 513,915
Northeast Corridor 53,857 515,426 5667 53,815 $1,791|  $55,949 581,505
Pacific Northwest 5655 $2,621 563 5161 575 53,039 56,615

The Cost of Not Building HPPR
(Millions of USD —2012 Present Value)

Economic
Transportation Output Tax Revenue | Estimated
Benefits Generated Generated |Project Costs| Net Benefit of HPPR
California 552,613 $205,200 523,940 568,400 58,153
Chicago Hub 513,915 510,200 $1,190 53,400 $11,705
Northeast Corridor 581,505 $351,000 540,950 $117,000 55,455
Pacific Northwest 56,615 525,500 52,975 58,500 S1.090
Total 40-year cost of not building HPPR: mb




Checklisto getmore momentumfor the vision

i

Start closercooperationbetween important actors in the corridor region:
STRING, FBB&ElYropakorridorenOresund Stockholm, Oslo, Gothenburg,
FehmarnbeltRegions etc.

Try to form analliance of these actors, checthe idea of a common strategy
brochure basing on excellempirelimaryworks

lllustrate theconcrete benefitsfor the people in the corridor

Look formore supportersin politics, business, science and research, tourisr
labour organizations, foundations, media (!) etc.

Check the idea of high level initiative groupwith top leaders

Win the EU commissionefor transportSiimKallas(from Estonia, so regard
UKS SEUSYyaAzy 2F UKS OZNNARZ2NJ 02
check the idea of a conference in Brussels

Win the national govermentsof S, DK, N and DE supporting such an allianc
check the idea of a trar®gional conference especially for this vision

Win stronglobby organizationsfor supporting the idea (e.g. UIC, in German
BDI, DIHK, Allianz P8zhiene in northern Europa xxx)



X andstart a facebookpageto spinthe idea
to the people

Thankyou!



