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A Study on Rail Freight Terminal Actual Condition in Germany 

* 
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Summary 
Considering importance of rail freight terminal and lack of existing study of the terminal, this paper tries to show basic 
information of the terminal in Germany and to make basic research for further study of efficient use for the terminal. 
There are 8 categories of rail freight terminal in Germany. In order to make efficient terminal use, rule and organization 
for the efficient use are established, and economic rationality is included in them. Some terminal operators have capital 
ties with their specific user. The ties meet economics theory. On the other hand, there is a possibility that the ties would 
provide discriminatory treatment for the users having the capital ties. 
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