
CEF Transport – 2015 CALLS FOR PROPOSALS 

 

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS – Core Network Corridors and Other sections of the 
Core Network 

 

1. Could a proposal concerning an infrastructure upgrade be funded under the priority 
'Corridors of the Core Network' of the Cohesion call?  

In line with Article 7 of the TEN-T Guidelines (Regulation (EU) no 1315/2013 of 11 December 

2013), the upgrading of an existing transport infrastructure in general could be funded under CEF 
Transport as long as it fulfils the requirements (for the relevant sector) as set out in Chapter III of 
the TEN-T Guidelines.  

For details on the type of infrastructure upgrading which is addressed for the specific transport 
mode and any specific conditions, please see the description of priorities 3.1.1 and 3.1.2 of the 
work programme. 

 

a) Railways 

1. In section "a" on Railways under the funding priorities 3.1.1 and 3.1.2 of the call text,  
it is indicated  that the "Proposed Actions covering stations, and in particular the station 
buildings, are of lower priority unless they concern the railway infrastructure 
component". Could you clarify what "lower priority" means?  

In the context of section "a" on Railways under the funding priorities 3.1.1 and 3.1.2 of the call 

text, the terms "lower priority" indicate that, unless they concern the railway infrastructure 
component, actions covering stations and in particular stations building, will not be rated as highly 
as other proposed actions which concern other aspects of rail infrastructure (e.g. implementation of 
sections of railway lines) and thus are unlikely to receive CEF assistance. This includes also parking 
facilities. 

However, elements directly relating to rail transport infrastructure and/or rail transport operations 
(such as construction or upgrade of tracks, ERTMS track-side equipment etc. within a station's 

perimeter) are of higher priority. Other elements indirectly relating to rail transport infrastructure 
and/or rail transport operations (for example platforms that have to be modified because of a new 
track or special constructions, e. g. an elevator to the platform that allow for interoperability 
between transport modes) could also be considered. However, the decision on whether such 
elements are to receive CEF financing is subject to a case by case evaluation of the submitted 
proposals. 

If such activities are included as a part of proposal, they should be clearly described, quantified and 
priced separately. 

2. Can a proposal include a pilot rail transport service on a Core Network Corridor ending 
in a third country? Would the costs of such a pilot service be eligible for the whole length 
of the service? 

According to section 7.2 of the call texts, only proposals which address pre-identified projects or 
horizontal priorities listed in Part I of Annex I of the CEF Regulation are eligible under the 2015 

calls. Third countries are not covered by this Annex and thus related costs would not be considered 
eligible. 

 

b) Combined projects Railway sections and track-side ERTMS works 

1. What does "works" mean under sub-priority b) of the "Corridors of the Core Network" 
and "Other sections of the Core Network" priorities? Is it correct understanding that 
preparatory activities (e.g. elaboration of detailed designs, tender designs) may be 

funded but the project must include mostly combined works for railway infrastructure 
development and ERTMS implementation on the same pre-identified section? 

Works under this sub-priority is used in the same meaning as in Article 2 of the CEF Regulation. 
The main component of a "combined railway/ track-side ERTMS" proposal shall indeed cover works 
for railway infrastructure development and ERTMS implementation on the same pre-identified 
section. However, studies components may be included regarding track-side deployment activities. 



If studies elements are included, the proposal should be indicated as a mixed proposal in the 

application form part A.1  

2. Is it a correct understanding that as a part of a railway project only one of the ERTMS 
components may be funded (e.g. ETCS)?  

Both components of ERTMS, i.e. ETCS and GSM-R, may be co-funded under the "Rail-ERTMS track-
side combined" priority as a part of a railway project. 

3. Could a proposed Action addressing GSM-R only or, as part of the deployment of 
ERTMS along an existing railway line, GSM-R (voice) and ETCS Level 1 be funded under 

the current calls? 

The ERTMS priority, both under General and Cohesion calls, foresees support to GSM-R only as part 
of ERTMS Level 2 (i.e. along with ETCS). GSM-R as a stand-alone project or in combination with 
ETCS L1 will not be funded under this priority. 

Proposals covering GSM-R component as a part of a broader rail infrastructure project, without the 
need to address ECTS, could be submitted under the funding priorities 3.1.1 and 3.1.2 of the work 

programme, whether as a) Railways or b) Combined projects Railway sections and track-side 

ERTMS works projects (Cohesion call only). 

 

c) Inland Waterways and inland ports 

1. Does the RIS priority cover the possibility to develop a simulation for navigation on an 
inland waterway? 

Simulation for navigation could in principle be supported as a part of a proposal submitted under 

the RIS priority. Depending on the overall scope of the proposal, for example, if the simulation is 
developed as part of a study to prepare/design infrastructural works, such activities may also be 
supported under the "Core Network Corridors" or "Other Core Network Sections" priorities as an 
inland waterway proposal. It is the responsibility of the applicant to assess which priority is better 
addressed by the nature of the proposal. For further details please see the General FAQ 1.5. 

e) Maritime Ports 

1. According to our national legislation, cargo terminal areas in ports could be subject to 

a concession but not the piers, which are a State property. Could piers' reconstruction 
and/or extensions be funded? 

According to the work programme "Basic infrastructure in the form of internal basins, quay walls, 
jetties…" could be funded. In this context, "piers" can be assimilated to ".. quay walls, jetties ..", as 
long as the proposed activities are limited to the piers and not be extended to the terminal side.  

The ownership of the infrastructure is not relevant in this context. 

Moreover, for proposed Actions related to basic infrastructure, a market analysis must have been 
performed and the results clearly presented in the proposal, in line with the requirements of the 
work programme. 

 


