
CEF Transport – 2015 CALLS FOR PROPOSALS 

 

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS – Motorways of the Sea 

 

1. Proposals submitted under the priority "Motorways of the Sea" should involve at 
least two EU ports from two different Member States. If the ship route reaches more 
than two ports, would it be necessary to have all ports included in the proposal? 

As stated in section 7.1 of the call texts, proposals submitted under the priority "Motorways of the 
Sea" must include applicants from (and be supported by) a minimum of two different Member 
States. This is a minimum requirement. If the ship route reaches more than two ports, in more 
than two different Member States, these can be integrated in the proposal, with or without request 
for funding. At the same time, port involvement must be demonstrated by relevant investments in 
those minimum two ports asking for funding. 

2. Which date will be considered as the start of the period of eligibility of costs for 
proposals concerning the retrofitting of suitable scrubbers? In normal suprastructure 
cases (e.g. gantry cranes or tug-masters), the cost occurs when the delivery of the 
equipment is taken in the port. Will the treatment be the same for scrubbers, e.g. 
when the actual scrubber system has been installed and delivered? 

According to Article II.19 of the model grant agreement, costs of contracts for goods, works or 
services or of subcontracts are considered to be incurred when the contract or subcontract (or a 
part of it) is executed, i.e. when the goods, works or services (including studies) are supplied, 
delivered or provided, and not the date of the invoice. Please note that, for proposals submitted 
under the CEF Transport 2015 calls, costs will be eligible, at the earliest, from the date on which 
the application is submitted and until the date of completion of the Action, which should be 31 
December 2020 at the latest.  

Therefore, if the scrubber system has been installed and delivered after the submission of the 
application, such costs may be considered eligible, provided they meet the general conditions for 
eligibility of costs described in Article II.19 of the model grant agreement. 

3. Would it be possible to move an upgraded ship to another European MoS route within 
the 5 years after the action end date? 

In principle not, as CEF funding aims primarily at supporting the whole MoS links, not the ships 
themselves. Therefore, ships upgraded with the CEF funding are in principle required to serve the 
MoS covered by the grant agreement during the period of implementation of the proposed Action 
and for at least 5 years after the Action has ended. After this period, the ship may be moved to 
another MoS link. 

4. I understand that proposals under Motorways of the Sea priority should be submitted 
by, at least, two Member States. Could a proposal submitted by only one Member 
State be eligible?  

No. The obligation to include applicants from (and be supported by) a minimum of two different 
Member States is stated in section 7.1 of the call texts. Therefore, it is an eligibility condition. 
Proposals submitted (or supported by) only one Member State will be declared ineligible. 

Nevertheless, the above mentioned eligibility requirement will apply to twinned proposals 
submitted under the General and Cohesion Calls as a whole, not individually, i.e. all together, the 
twinned proposals related to the same project must include applicants from (and be supported by) 
a minimum of two different Member States. See also question 5. 

5. How to submit, in practical terms, a MoS application involving both Cohesion and 
non-Cohesion Member States? What would be the co-funding rates in this case, both 
for studies and for works? 

As explained in section 7.2 of the call texts, if a multi-applicant proposal concerns an action for 
which some parts are entitled to funding under the Cohesion Fund envelope and other parts under 
the general CEF Transport envelope, the application must be split in two proposals, with each part 
submitted separately under the Cohesion call and the General call. The application numbers/title of 
the proposed Actions must be cross-referenced in the application form part A1. 

The funding rates applicable to the Cohesion Member States (up to 85%, both for studies and 
works) would be applicable only to those parts of the proposal submitted under the Cohesion call. 



After twinning, such applications should still include applicants from (and be supported by) a 
minimum of two different EU Member States in order to address the eligibility criteria.  

However, a proposal concerning both Cohesion and non-Cohesion Member States can also be 
submitted under the General call as a single proposal. In such case, the entire proposal will be 
covered of the conditions of the General call and the applicable funding rates would be those of the 
CEF (Article 10(2) of the CEF Regulation). In that case, the funding rate applicable for actions to 
support the development of MoS is up to 30% for works and up to 50% for studies. 

6. Does ‘up-grade of maritime links’ include investment in the next generation cranes 
and other port superstructure? 

Yes, cranes and other superstructure may be eligible under the MoS call only as long as it is 
needed for handling the increased capacity of the upgraded maritime link between the concerned 
ports. During the proposal evaluation it will be verified whether the requested number of 
superstructure corresponds to the actual needs of the link and operating ships.  

7. Is participation of ports mandatory in MoS wider benefit actions?  

No. The requirement of ports involvement is indispensable only for the upgrade or setting up of 
MoS link type of actions. In case of wider benefit actions, depending on their scope and nature, 
they could be implemented without ports. In any case the eligibility criteria stated in section 7.1 of 
the call texts must be respected. 

8. As far as investments aboard vessels are concerned (including the environmental 
benefits), do they always need to be linked with investments in ports? 

In principle the investments in ports do not need to be of environmental nature. However, they 
may include any other type of works which are needed for upgrading the maritime link and will be 
used by the ship in question. In that sense, the investments aboard ship and in ports should be 
related to the purpose of the link.  

9. Can construction of a new multimodal logistics platform replacing at a similar 
location an existing platform in a core maritime port in a non-Cohesion country be 
supported under the MoS priority? 

In principle, construction of a new multimodal logistics platform only in one port may not be 
supported under the MoS priority. However, depending on the final dimension and scope of such a 
platform, i.e. if extended and submitted by at least two ports in two different Member States, this 
could be considered for support under the MoS priority, if the investments could be classified as a 
wider benefit action for a particular maritime region and would serve a number of maritime 
operators. A similar investment may potentially also be part of a maritime link upgrade project, if 
investments in two different ports are correlated with a shipping line serving these ports.  

10. Are port community system type of projects supported under the MoS priority? 

Yes, this type of projects could be supported as wider benefit actions as long as they are submitted 
by a cluster of regional ports from a few countries and the systems are both interoperable and 
connected. Should a particular port intend to develop such a system only on its own premises, this 
activity should be integrated within a larger MoS link upgrade project involving at least two ports 
from two different Member States and a maritime operator.  

11. Is the 10% cap on eligible costs for mobile equipment applicable to the MoS priority 
(e.g. trucks and barges)?  

No. MoS proposals may address both superstructure (i.e. mobile equipment) and infrastructure 
investments. Please note that the number of superstructure units for which the CEF funding could 
be granted in ports should be justified by the needs of the whole proposed Action and the capacity 
of the ships to serve the supported MoS service with the co-funded units. The work programme 
also states that the port investments should be significant in relation to the support granted for a 
ship upgrade itself.  

Furthermore, request for supporting superstructure will be admissible only within the works or 
study with pilot activities open to any user on a non-discriminatory basis, provided that the 
proposed items can be considered as proportional ancillary infrastructure necessary for 
implementation of a particular action and/or related to increase of efficiency or environmental 
performance of MoS services. The superstructure, including ships, will be required to serve the co-
funded actions within the EU area for at least 5 years after the project end date. 



12. Are the environmental declarations (application form part C) for port investment 
needed if the investments will concern solely the purchase and deployment of mobile 
superstructure (equipment) needed for the capacity upgrade of an existing maritime 
link? 

Proposed Actions including works or studies with physical intervention are required to submit the 
application form part C. For additional details, see General FAQ 6.1.  

Please note that the MoS call specifies that "requests for co-funding superstructure will be 
admissible only within the works or study with pilot activities open to any user on a non-
discriminatory basis…".  

13. Could a proposal concerning the start-up of the service be funded under the MoS 
priority (e.g. help to reduce the costs related to the operation of the MoS link, as in 
the Marco Polo programme)?  

No, the MoS priority does not provide for financing of the start-up of the service or the costs of 
operation of the MoS link. 

14. Are port investments for waste water treatment (grey, black, ballast and scrubber 
residuals) as well as onshore power supply facilities in relation to (pure) cruise 
shipping eligible for funding under the MoS priority? 

The objective of the Motorways of the Sea policy is to concentrate flows of freight on sea-based 
logistical routes in such a way as to improve existing maritime links or to establish new viable, 
regular and frequent maritime links for the transport of goods between Member States, in order to 
reduce road congestion and/or improve access to peripheral and island regions and States. Actions 
addressing cruise shipping do not serve the above mentioned objective and are not included among 
the specific objectives described in the Motorways of the Sea priority, as described in section 3.3.4 
of the multi-annual work programme. Such Actions, therefore, will not be considered relevant, 
according to the award criteria, as described in section 9 of the call texts. 

15. If feasibility studies or market studies are not covered by the MoS priority, what type 
of study could be financed in order to support the establishment of a new MoS link or 
the upgrading of an existing MoS link?  

The Motorways of the Sea priority supports studies addressing environmental impact assessments, 
technical design studies of infrastructure, human element aspects in maritime transport, 
preparation of ICT applications, better security measures, etc. for port infrastructure necessary to 
accommodate the new/upgraded link. Existing feasibility studies or market studies should be used 
to justify the requested financial support. 

16. An inter-modal terminal is the dry port of a Core port, but is legally a separate entity 
of the Core port. The inter-modal terminal is a private undertaking with some public 
entity shares. The inter-modal terminal is also not located inside the port itself. The 
activities in this inter-modal terminal are essential for the traffic management and 
development of the Core port and contribute to its connection to two Core Network 
Corridors. In such conditions, in a proposal submitted under the priority "Motorways 
of the Sea", is the inter-modal terminal an eligible partner of a proposal lead by the 
Core port and are works for the enlargement and restructuring of the logistic area of 
the inter-modal terminal related to the Core port eligible? 

The inter-modal terminal could be a partner in the proposal, as long as it fulfils the conditions 
stated in section 7.1 of the call texts. According to the work programme, "development in port 
handling facilities, freight terminals, logistic platforms and freight villages which are associated to 
the port operations" are among the measures to be promoted for the development of sea-based 
transport services integrated in the logistics chain. Therefore, works for the enlargement and 
restructuring of the logistic area of the inter-modal terminal which is associated to the port 
operations could be funded, as long as the proposal fulfils all the requirements described in the call 
texts and the work programme, in particular, that the logistic area of the inter-modal terminal is 
open to any user on a non-discriminatory basis. 

17. Can ports of any categories (A, B, C or D) submit proposals under the MoS priority? 

The port categories (A, B, C or D) used previously under the TEN-T Programme are no longer 
applicable. According to the current TEN-T guidelines, the TEN-T ports which could receive CEF 
funding, are the core or comprehensive ports. You can find these ports listed in Annex II.2 of the 
TEN-T Guidelines. Core ports are also mentioned in Annex I Part I of the CEF Regulation.  



In case the proposed Action relates to the upgrade or establishment of a maritime link, it must 
involve at least two EU ports (two core ports or one core and one comprehensive) and a maritime 
operator. Port involvement must be demonstrated by relevant investments in those minimum two 
ports asking for funding. Please see also questions 1 and 7.  

18. Are investments in core ports several hundred kilometres apart considered to be 
‘cross-border sections’ under the MoS? 

According to the Article 3 of the TEN-T Guidelines and Article 2§2 of the CEF Regulation, cross-
border section is defined as the section which ensures the continuity of a project of common 
interest between the nearest urban nodes on both sides of the border of two Member States or 
between a Member State and a neighbouring country. In the context of Motorways of the Sea, 
cross-border sections are not applicable.   

19. Our proposal addresses the implementation of the Pilot Navigation and Docking 
System (PNDS) in ports, which includes geo-locating devices and software 
supporting navigation and docking process. Does the implementation of such as 
system require a Cost-Benefit Analysis? 

The CBA is required for proposals for works or including both studies and works, in line with Article 
2(6) of the CEF Regulation. If the proposal does not include works but concerns, for instance, pilot 
activities of a study, including the deployment of a certain type of infrastructure, then a CBA is not 
required.  

20. Could the following be considered as eligible costs for a proposal submitted under the 
MoS priority:  

• Costs of chartering a ship 
• Costs of buying a ship 
• A subsidy for tonne-kilometres shifted from road transport to the maritime 

service? 

The activities that can be funded under the MoS priority are defined in section 3.3.4 of the work 
programme. None of the activities mentioned above are covered by the MoS priority, therefore, the 
related costs cannot be considered as eligible costs. 

21. The "Motorways of the Sea" priority also addresses innovation. How can we 
determine if an innovative project, focusing on alternative fuel for ships, is better 
suited under the "New Technologies and Innovation" priority or the MoS priority?  

It is the responsibility of the applicant to assess which priority is better addressed by the nature of 
the proposal. 

In general, proposals submitted under the "New Technologies and Innovation" priority have 
innovation as primary feature or integrate innovation on transport infrastructure for the long 
distance as a necessary element. 

In case innovation is a secondary feature or the proposal focuses on the use of a given innovation 
in a particular context, the proposal may be more relevant under other priorities.  

In the case of a proposal related to the use of an alternative fuel in the context of MoS and where 
the primary element is the logistics chain, then this proposal may be more relevant under the MoS 
priority. 

 


