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1. The forty-sixth session of the TEM Steering Comedtttook place in Geneva,
Switzerland on 4-6 December 2006. Representat¥eésustria, Bosnia and Herzegovina, the
Czech Republic, Georgia, Hungary, Romania, Slovakiavenia and Turkey participated in the
session. The Director of the Partners for Roadgfamme of the Dutch Government, as well as
the Director of the UN Economic Commission for Eueo(UNECE) Transport Division, the
Chief of the Transport and Infrastructure Developtrfeection, the TEM Project Manager and
the TEM PCO consultant also took part. The lispafticipants is attached as Annex 1 to the
report.

OPENING OF THE SESSION

2. Mr. M. luga, the outgoing Chairman, opened theisasand passed the floor to Mr. J.
Capel Ferrer, Director of the UNECE Transport Diuis

3. Mr. J. Capel Ferrer welcomed the participants idicig the representative of Slovenia as
the new TEM member country. He highly apprecidtedprogress reached by the TEM Project,
mentioning especially the Master Plan and its fellgp activity including the comparison of the
TEM backbone network with the EU Trans-Europeangpart network (roads) and the High
Level Group multimodal axes. He stressed that TE# achievements and its growing
importance are also reflected by the request oM¥Re5 to strengthen its collaboration with the
TEM Project. On the other hand, the successehedaare at the same time accompanied by
new challenges caused by the growing internatitraéfic, needs of coordinated planning of the
infrastructure development as well as by the Eunopategration and globalization in general.
He also mentioned the urgent need to nominate ¢ime TEM Deputy Project Manager, which
post has been vacant for almost two years andntd@drthe session about the appointment of Mr.
M. Adamantiadis as the Chief of the Transport Dongs Transport and Infrastructure Section.
The TOR for his successor as the Regional Advistioe made public on the UNECE website
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soon. Concluding his address, he extended hisksh&ém Mr. M. Hantak for his excellent
performance as the Project Manager, to Mr. P. Bddpr his assistance to the TEM PCO. He
also thanked the Slovak Government for its kineiofb host the TER Project Central Office in
Bratislava and wished the session full success.

ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA (TEM/WP.268)
4, The agenda of the session, presented in Annext&atport, was adopted.
ELECTION OF OFFICERS

5. Mr. M. Arman (Turkey) and Mrs. J. Florian (Hungaryere elected Chairman and
Rapporteur of the session, respectively.

REPORT OF THE PROJECT MANAGER (TEM/WP.269)

6. Introducing his report, the Project Manager stregbat the very close co-operation of
the TEM Project Central Office with the UN Econonommission for Europe (UNECE) and
especially with its Transport Division went on diodther intensified. First of all, the UNECE
continued its support and backstopping with regarthe promotion of the TEM Master Plan
and its follow-up activities. In the frameworktbis co-operation, the Project Manager took part
in the sessions of the UNECE Working Party on TpansTrends and Economics (WP.5) and of
the UNECE Working Party on Road Transport (SC.&)dhn Geneva on 14-15 September and
on 17-19 October 2006, respectively, deliveringhat latter one an information about the TEM
Project and the TEM Master Plan follow-up actistie

7. Reporting on the Project's own activities, he memeid the workshop on the TEM
Master Plan Forecasting Methodology held in Bratig| Slovakia on 22-23 June 2006, as well
as the workshop on TEM Master Plan development estdblishment of priorities on its
backbone network held on 9-10 November 2006 in Badg Hungary, in which representatives
of nine TEM member countries took part.

8. The Project Manager, as the Director of the TEM/IREErea V, together with the
representatives of interested Area V countriexddd the HEEP 2006 International Conference
held in Williamsburg, Virginia, USA on 10-14 Septeen 2006 and also participated in tié 1
Polish Road Congress in Warsaw, Poland on 4-5 @ct2®06.

9. In the reporting period, the collaboration with tA&R Project Central Office in
Budapest continued. It has concentrated on theirgsimation of both Projects, on the
possibilities of monitoring the development of Fauropean Transport Corridors (PETC) and
especially on promotion of the TEM and TER Mast@nB and their implementation.

10. In this period, also the involvement of the TEM P@Che monitoring of development
of Pan-European Transport Corridors went on and masifested inter alia by the presence of
the TEM Project Manager in the meeting of the Stge€ommittee of Corridor VI on behalf of
its Secretariat, held in Ostrava, Czech Republid¢®MNovember 2006.



11.  Finally, on invitation of the Dutch organizers (fers for Roads), the Project Manager
took part in the seminar “Best Practice on Dynamiaffic Management” in Utrecht, the
Netherlands on 16-17 November this year, introdyithere the TEM Master Plan results and its
follow-up activities.

12.  Mr. M. Adamantiadis extended his thanks to Mr. Marithk and his collaborators for the
results achieved and confirmed the firm intentibthe UNECE to promote further the TEM and
TER Projects. In this connection, he underlined tacent positive reactions of the OSCE
Economic Forum in Prague and its Economic and Bnwrental Sub-committee in Vienna to
the UNECE proposal on the implementation of the T&M TER Master Plan activities as well
as the higher appreciation of both Projects of Expert Group Meeting on Development of
Euro-Asian links held in Thessaloniki, Greece.

13.  Mr. J. Capel Ferrer informed the session about farthcoming 68 session of the
UNECE, which will provide the opportunity to proreothe TEM and TER Master Plan on a
very high level.

14.  The report of the Project Manager was approvedbysession.

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE TEM MASTER PLAN (TEM/WP.270)

15. The document, consisting of 4 parts, was examireithd Committee part-by-part. Each
part was introduced by Mr. M. Hantak and the reSpecdetails were provided by Mr. P.
Pospisil.

16. Upon the presentation of the preliminary results toé TEM Master Plan 2006
monitoring and establishment of priorities, Mr. Mdamantiadis expressed his opinion that the
criteria used were pertinent and it was not necgssago further and seek other ones. He
furthermore stressed that the classification of Aft§ects, out of a total of 319, as priority | for
the purpose of monitoring the implementation of TV Master Plan, representing a 54% of all
the TEM projects identified in the Master Plan, waggood result and suggested that this
selection be correlated with the values of theplementation costs as well as with an indication
of which part of them and for which total valuesding is secured.

17.  Mr. M. Urlan (Romania) drew the attention of thesien to the fact that the GDP growth
data predicted in the Master Plan did not corredponthe real economic development in his
country, which was much faster. In Romania, thev rstrategy for transport infrastructure
development has been approved, described in ther ktnt by the Romanian TEM National
Coordinator to the TEM PCO on 17 November 2006 esEhfacts should be taken into account
in the course of the Master Plan follow-up actestand in its review.

18.  Mr. P. Barek (Slovakia) supported the idea thatlthekbone network concept could not
be taken as static, mentioning practical examplesecent proposed infrastructure strategy
changes in Poland (Bialystok-Rzeszov) and in thecERepublic (Ostrava-Slovak border).

19. Mr. M. Arman (Turkey) explained on real figures tbensiderable differences between
the Master Plan GDP predictions (lower) and théfrgares for the last four years (higher -25%
GDP increase).



20. Commenting on the second part of the document TERIARO (Comparison of the
backbone network vis-a-vis the High Level GroupoRty axes and the legal commitments of
EU member and acceding countries), Mr. K. Nemecs{Aal) declared that the inclusion of the
section Salzburg-Villach-Karawanken tunnel to theskr Plan backbone network may not
represent any problem should Slovenia take the garsigon.

21.  Mr. M. Urlan explained that the proposed insertodnthe section Drobeta Turnu Severin-
Calafat cannot be taken into account, since tlis@ewas not part of the TEM network yet. He
also stressed the need to add to the backbone nketivenlink Bors-Oradea-Cluj Napoca-Brasov-
Ploesti for the reasons stated in the above-mestdidetter to the PCO of 17 November 2006.

22.  Mr. M. Adamantiadis proposed that the map in Anex the document should be made
compatible to Annex 2 by adding the parts at thice of the HLG axes not part of the TEM
Master Plan backbone network. He also drew tlemttin of the PCO to the mistake in Annex 7
(Section Sivas-Gaziantep in Turkey needs to beetble

23.  Mr. M. Arman (Turkey) pointed out that the HLG mnibdal axes do not correspond
fully to his country’s needs, especially with redjao its western part which is not properly
served by these axes. He also expressed his aéiserto the HLG axes connection from Kars
to Armenia, since this connection did not exist &edinformed the session of the TINA study
for Turkey now in elaboration to be available imJdary 2007.

24. Mr. M. Adamantiadis, summarizing the results of thecussion to this item, expressed
his satisfaction with the document which could kedias the valuable input to the High Level
Group follow-up activity. He also stressed the ché® have the final document on networks
comparison available by the end of January 200Thi®69" session of the ITC.

25. In this connection, Mr. M. Hantak proposed as teadiine for delivery of additional
comments and/or proposals 31 December 2006, whagopal was accepted.

26.  Upon the introduction of the third part of thisnteof agenda, Mr. M. Urlan (Romania)
proposed not to restrict the reporting on the Mad¥an projects’ implementation and
guestionnaires to classes 1-3, but to include thlsoprojects of the fourth class since most of
them have been assigned in category IV due to ¢hadata. Mr. Adamantiadis supported the
proposal. He also mentioned and recommended ttessity to elaborate a uniform progress
report for TEM and TER Master Plan. The respeadtindorm questionnaires are requested to be
sent the TEM countries to the PCO by the end ofl=aly 2007.

27. On the occasion of the opening the examinationhef fast part of the document
TEM/WP.270, the TEM Project Manager distributedtiie participants the TEMSTAT 2006
maps of their countries; the remaining copies matpyinted will be sent by him to the National
Coordinators by mail.

28.  The draft TEM Master Plan Follow-up Action Plan 007 was presented item-by-item
by Messrs. M. Hantak and P. Pospisil.

29. Opening the discussion on the Action Plan, Mr. Mlafkantiadis evaluated it as well
structured and including all the activities whiclkere needed to keep the follow-up momentum
started in 2006. In order to facilitate the coraugge of the Master Plan follow-up missing data
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from the non-TEM countries, he suggested that gerldie sent by the UNECE Executive
Secretary to the responsible Ministers of thosentraes well in advance before the start of data
collection. He also expressed his opinion, thatTEM Master Plan follow-up brochure should
be ready before the end of 2007.

30. He further informed the session about the preseamis regarding the IRU Master Plan
follow-up contribution envisaged. He proposed thahe framework of drafting the 2008 TEM

budget, the exceptional contributions of the memBevernments related to the TEM Master
Plan could be foreseen.

31.  With respect to the funding securisation activitylte elaborated by the independent
consultant, Mr. M. Hantak confirmed that it depemhdi@ly on the IRU contribution. In case this
contribution would not become available, its scepeuld be reduced accordingly.

32.  Mr. M. Urlan (Romania) presented comments to tistriiuted 2006 TEMSTAT map of
his country regarding the TEM network between Ceoda-Constanta and Ploesti-Buzau. He
also drew the attention of the PCO to the revisEtTstatus data of his country and suggested
that a revision of the TEM Standards and RecomnRdactice should be included in the TEM
Programme of Work in future.

33.  This suggestion was supported by Messrs. M. Adaadiai Mr. Hantak and P. Barek,
according to the views of which such an activitpd be commenced only after 2008.

34. Mr. M. Arman (Turkey) stressed the importance @ éiaboration of comparison of the
AGR and Master Plan backbone networks and recometktit it should be elaborated as soon
as possible.

35. Recalling the methodological aspects of the TEM teiaPlan bottlenecks and missing

links approach, Mr. M. Adamantiadis informed thetjggpants that the WP.5 decided to review

its 1994 document dealing, inter alia, with theibasotorway and road capacity criteria and

hired the international consultant for technicatl acientific backstopping of the works. The

informal meeting to start the process will be held 15 January 2007 at Geneva and the
involvement of experts of the PCO and/or TEM coiestwould be greatly welcomed.

STRENGTHENING CO-OPERATION WITH SELECTED SUBSIDIARY BODIES OF
THE UNECE INLAND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE

36. Mr. M. Adamantiadis, while introducing this item derlined the fact that the very
positive results of the TEM and TER projects angbamticular those of the Master Plan raised
the interest of other bodies and fora, among thismaf the Inland Transport Committee’s SC.1
and WP.5. Based on the recent positive resultth®fTER Project in organizing the joint
activities, it is recommendable to focus on orgagzhe back-to-back events which may deal
with the topics of common interest of the TEM Pobjand the SC.1 and/or WP.5. The Steering
Committee may wish to encourage such joint acéisitind consider concrete proposals for such
workshops and studies. The Steering Committeeonsdd the proposal of WP.5 and requested
the Project Manager to prepare a proposal for dion at its next session.



TEM PROGRAMME OF WORK FOR 2007 (TEM/WP.271)

37. The draft TEM Programme of Work for 2007 was présdrand explained item-by-item
by the TEM Project Manager.

38. Mr. M. Goppel (The Netherlands) thanked the Step@ommittee for the invitation to
attend its session and described the activitieth@fDutch Government’s programme “Partners
for Roads” which were in the past implemented nyostl the bilateral basis. In the last 2 years,
this approach has been changed in favour of thdilataftal transfer of know-how. In this
context, he informed the session about the ParfoerRoads plans for 2007, which envisaged
the participation of the EU member and candidatentees and also of the other countries
involved via the TEM Project as well. He also ¢ongd that the activities in the framework of
this programme would continue in the years to catleast until the year 2010.

39. Mr. M. Hantak and Mrs. G. lonescu welcomed the rimfation provided by Mr. Goppel
and shared with the members of the Committee their appreciation of the results and benefits
of the Partners for Roads Programme. Mr. M. Arnmdiormed the session about an agreement
signed recently between the Netherlands and Tudtethe Ministers’ level, determining the
future co-operation in the fields of safe road gesicost-benefit analysis, tunnels safety and
asset management.

TEM FINANCIAL REPORT FOR JANUARY -SEPTEMBER 2006

40. The Project Manager provided detailed explanatiothe report, which was based on the
TEM 2006 Budget, approved by the Forty-Fifth Sessbthe Steering Committee. According
to this report, the total TEM Trust Fund funds oraing from the member and associate
member countries contributions and available foe froject in this period, represented
US$ 146,400.76.

41. By 30 September 2006, all TEM member and associember countries with the
exception of Armenia and Croatia (Croatia in 200&idparrear for 2005), fulfilled their
obligations towards the Fund. The net expenditofehe TEM Project in the period January-
September 2006 covered from the Trust Fund (mermdaentries) resources, amounted to US$
50,477.81. Therefore, resulting total TEM Trustn&ubalance as at 30 September 2006
amounted to US$ 89,360.83.

42.  The Steering Committee approved the Project Marafge for the year 2006.

PROPOSED TEM SUPPLEMENTARY BUDGET TO THE TEM PROJECT BUDGET
FOR 2006

43. In compliance with the request of the™Session of the TEM Steering Committee
(paragraph 35 of the report on the session), thd PEoject Manager in close collaboration with
the UNECE, submitted a supplementary budget t€Cthamittee for examination and approval.

44.  Since the annual contribution of participating Goweents placed at the disposal of the
United Nations in 2006 is insufficient to meet tests of the TEM Project, especially those
related to the TEM Master Plan follow-up activitiélsis supplementary budget provides for the
exceptional contribution at an equal level of USSP per country.
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45. The Steering Committee approved the supplementadgdi and requested the Project

Manager and UNECE to arrange for special letterbdosent to the participating countries,

asking both for regular and exceptional Trust Faadtributions and dispatch them as soon as
possible, but by mid-December at the latest.

TEM BUDGET FOR 2007 (TEM/WP.273)

46. Introducing the draft budget for 2007, the Projdeinager explained that it was based on
the assumption that the total Project funds neat yeould amount to US$ 119,500 not including
the supplementary contribution dealt with in thegading agenda item.

47. He continued his presentation with a detailed deton of each budget line item,
informing at the same time about the newly apptiedget structure.

48. In the course of the ensuing discussion, the Prdj#amager answered the questions
posed regarding the possibility of Greek acces&gidhe TEM Project.

49.  Furthermore, he informed the Committee on the TEMjdet and UNECE’'s new
approach to the application of respective rules@ondedures.

50. The Steering Committee expressed its concern that gapproach may hamper the
activities of Project as well as its managementlaad to increased costs and lower attendance
in the Project’s workshops and meetings.

51. It requested the Project Manager and the UNECHatf\cthe way of application of the
respective rules and procedures, taking into adcalgo the first experience gained in the course
of the TEM workshop held in Budapest in Novembed@@nd to inform on the results the next
session of the Committee.

TEM CENTRAL OFFICE STAFF

52.  Mr. M. Hantak briefly summarized the results of thesst efforts to assign the new TEM
Deputy Project Manager. The PCO staff situatiagindp difficult at present, may bring about
even more problems in the future, as the DeputjePrdlanager should take the post of Mr. M.
Hantak after the termination of his mission and #ppropriate time overlapping will be
absolutely necessary.

53. In this connection, Mr. M. Adamantiadis informecet€@ommittee that the contract of
Mr. Hantak, expiring at the end of 2008, was susftdly formalized. He reiterated the request
of the UNECE as the Project’s executing Agency raesked to all member countries to propose
the suitable candidates for the Deputy Project idana

OTHER BUSINESS

54. The TEM Project Manager drew the attention of tieen@ittee to the need to prepare the
list of TEM Project activities in 2007 and in thientext asked the National Coordinators for
proposals to organize the meetings included in @&pproved Programme of Work in their
countries. With respect to the 2007 Steering Cdpesnisessions, he intended to hold the next
one in Krakow in Poland and the second one in Ge&neVhe 2007 annual HEEP Area V



meeting may take place either in Hungary or in Aasbut other offers to organize it would also
be welcomed. In this connection, he informed tloen@ittee that the participation in the 2007
HEEP International Conference would require thel wetpared presentations of the HEEP
related problems and/or solutions in the counirieguestion.

55. The Steering Committee welcomed the Decision No. 11/06 of the OSCE Ministerid
Council on the Future Transport Dialogue in the OSCE, endeavouring in paragraph 2 to enhance
the existing co-operation with the UNECE, in particular by providing political support for the
implementation of the TEM and TER Projects” Master Plan (Annex 3).

56. Mr. M. Adamantiadis described his new dutéss the Chief of the Transport and
Infrastructure Development Section of the UNECEjohtalso included the responsibilities of
the Secretary of the Inland Transport Committee Bunetau. He explained that according to the
Terms of Reference, the new Regional Advisor, wthib take his former post, would closely
collaborate with him so that the UNECE backstopphdpoth the TEM and TER Projects will
be even strengthened. Concluding his statementAdlamantiadis expressed his pleasure in
collaborating closely with both PCOs as well ashwtiie TEM and TER member countries and
reaching such positive results, which has broudtiiTand TER among the top initiatives in the
European transport context.

57. The TEM Steering Committee voiced unanimouslyiggmest thanks and expressions
of gratitude to Mr. Adamantiadis for his dedicatiand personal support to the TEM Project,
which he brought at the level never reached befotealso stressed its hope that the new
demanding duties he had undertaken would not ptdviem from keeping the contact with the
Projects and its activities in the future.

58. Being informed about the retirement of Mhapel Ferrer of the UNECE Transport
Division in Spring of next year, the Committee weblike to use this opportunity to extend its
sincere thanks to him for his long-time supporsistance and enthusiasm in backstopping and
promoting the goals and aims of the TEM Project ndiish him personal happiness and good
health in the years to come.

ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

59. The Committee adopted the report on its fotjhssession.

Annexes: 3
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