
The Helsinki-Tallinn rail tunnel

SHORT CUT TO
CENTRAL EUROPE

Summary of the preliminary project plan 10.4.1997

A RAIL TUNNEL BETWEEN HELSINKI AND TALLINN will allow for train traffic between the 
cities and for rail extention via the Baltic states to Central Europe. The tunnel can also be equipped 
with telephone and electric cables and possibly with other links for the technological infrastructure.

THIS NEW TRAFFIC LINK would be fast, reliable, safe and easy to use. The direct land traffic 
link to Central  Europe would improve Finland's position on the international  market.  A similar 
project, i.e. The Sound between Sweden and Denmark, is calculated to give Sweden and Norway a 
ten per cent edge on Finland in terms of international competitiveness.

THE TUNNEL WOULD PROVIDE NEW CHANCES to promote tourism from Helsinki toTallinn 
and further south and, not least in the opposite direction.

THE RAIL TUNNEL WOULD GIVE the railways in Helsinki and Finland a tremendous boost.

THE TUNNEL WOULD HELP Helsinki and Tallinn become a real twin city.

Reasonable expenses

THE PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION of the tunnel would take around ten years and cost 
about eight billion FIM (+/- 20%). The price would be less than a sixth of the price for the Calais-
Dover tunnel (which cost 65 billion FIM).

THE PROJECT IS PLANNED TO BE FINANCED with long-term state loans repayable in 11-50 
years, depending on the conditions. A special tunnel fee added to the travel fare would be collected 
for this purpose.

THE TUNNEL FEE would  depend on the expenses  for  maintenance  and financing  (interest  + 
instalments). The more traffic there would be, the lower the fees. And in case of a surplus, tunnel 
fees could be used to finance other traffic projects.

Employment to 55000 for a year

IF FINNISH COMPANIES were to carry out 80 per cent of the project (6,4 billion FIM), it would 
imply a work amounf corresponding to 55000 people being employed for a year (14000 directly and 
41000 indirectly).

FOR THE FINNISH PUBLIC ECONOMY this  would  mean  around 7,5  billion  FIM saved in 
unemployment benefits, plus the advantages of tax revenue and increasing purchase power. About 



one billion of the savings would benefit the municipalities, 3,5 million the state and around 3 billion 
the social welfare' organisation.

THERE ARE NO FIGURES YET on permanent employment and economiceffects, but there are 
obvious reasons to believe they would be considerable. As a comparison, the Copenhagen-Malmo 
area is basing its economic forecasts on the beneficial presence of the bridge over The Sound. 

The organisation open to the whole nation

THE ORGANISATION OF THE TUNNEL PROJECT is open to the entire nation both in Finland 
and Estonia. A special  society has been founded to promote the project,  which private persons, 
associaltions, companies and authorities may join.

WHEN THE TIME IS RIPE for deciding to build the tunnel, the society will be transformed by 
force of law into a so-called public society, which will carry out the building and maintenance of 
the tunnel, under the supervision of the Finnish and Estonian authorities.

Annually growing traffic

THE TRANSPORT THROUGH THE TUNNEL would be handled by the Finnish and Estonian 
state railways or some other companies. The rail services would consist of passenger trains (both 
local and long-distance), car conveyance (people sitting in their cars) and goods transport.

THE TRAFFIC VOLUMES of the first years (2007-2020) have been estimated in three different 
scenarious, amounting to 6-15 million person trips, 200000600000 cars and vans and 2-10 million 
tons of freight per annum.

ONE BASIS FOR THE CALCULATIONS has been the traffic volume forecasts made for Via 
Baltica for 1994. The volumes in 1995 and 1996 have strongly exceeded those of the forecasts.

Faster than by flying and cheaper than by boat

THE TRAVEL TIME from central Helsinki to central Tallinn would be around 50 minutes. The 
preliminary tunnel fees in the first few years would be 

• 30 FIM per passenger
• 250 FIM per conveyed car (no extra charge for passengers)
• 50 FIM per ton of conveyed freight.

THE PRICES COULD SUBSEQUENTLY BE LOWERED as passenger volumes increase, unless 
tunnel  incomes  were  to  be,  used  to  fmance  other  traffic  projects,  too.  The  fee  would  be  a 
supplement to the ticket or freight fares, but these would amount to, on the most, perhaps twice as 
much as the fee.

The annual expenses 300-700 million FIM a year

WITH THE FEES AND FREIGHT FIGURES just mentioned, the tunnel would yield 500-1300 
million FIM per annum. The annual operational and financing expenses would be 300-700 million 
FIM a year.



SEVERAL SCHEDULES FOR REPAYING the loans have been drawn up, from 11 up to 50 years, 
depending on the sums invested, interest rates, transport figures and tunnel fees.

IF THE CONSTRUCTION were to cost 8 billion FIM, the real interest were 4 per cent, and the 
transport figures and fees were the above mentioned, the loans would be repaid in 24 years.

Great advantage at very low risk

THE TUNNEL PROJECT is very important to the Helsinki Region and the whole of Finland. The 
minimum goal for the public administration would be to finance the initial planning and guarantee 
the long-term financing of the tunnel.

THE ECONOMIC RISK for the Finnish state as a guarantor of the loans would be small, consisting 
mainly of unexpectedly high construction costs and considerably smaller transport volumes than 
calculated.

IN RETURN FOR THESE RELATIVELY MINOR RISKS, the state  would be able  to rapidly 
provide considerable employment and stimulation to the local economies.

• THE TUNNEL PROJECT is technologically and economically realistic.

• THE CONSTRUCTION OF THE TUNNEL depends on society's innovative will and its
       ability to improve competitiveness, stimulate economy and alleviate unemployment.

• THE HELSINKI-TALLINN TUNNEL does not replace other ongoing projects of 
• transport infrastructure.

• LEAVING THE TUNNEL UNBUILT does not facilitate other transport projects.
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