EUSALP
18th Meeting
Action Group 4 Mobility
December 3rd 2021, online
Patrick Skoniezki of the Action Group Lead (AGL) for the EGTC European Region Tyrol-South TyrolTrentino wished everyone a good morning and welcomed to the 18th Action Group Meeting taking
place online. As usual, the meeting started with the State of Play.
1. AG4 State of Play
First, the plenary approved the agenda, as there were no proposed changes. Second, the plenary
approved the minutes of the 17th Action Group Meeting. The AGL will upload the final minutes to the
website.
The AGL provided an overview of the events attended by the AGL within the past couple of months
and informed about upcoming meetings and conferences:















Alpine Convention WG Transport online, 28 Sep
D-A-CH Kongress Mobility Friedrichshafen, 30 Sep – 1 Oct
EUSALP Executive Board & Board of Action Group Leaders Meeting Grenoble/online, 8 Oct
European Week of Regions and Cities online, 11-14 Oct
EUSALP Capacity Building online, 21 Oct
Alpine Climate Board Webinar online, 4 Nov
iMONITRAF! Political Roundtable EU Year of Rail Brussels, 9 Nov
EUSALP PSG Meeting online, 11 Nov
EUSALP Italian Presidency 2022 meets Action Group Leaders online, 18 Nov
Interreg Alpine Space 2021-2027 Kick-off conference Salzburg, 22-23 Nov
Develop reliable passengers transport networks and intermodal connections in the EUSAIR area
online, 24 Nov
Alpine Climate Board Webinar on climate-neutral lifestyles in the Alps online, 25 Nov
Interact Sustainable Transport Learning Event online, 30 Nov
DG Regio Webinar Cross-border public transport online, 1 Dec
















EUSALP Annual Forum & General Assembly Nice/online 14-15 Dec
Alpine Convention Transport & Environment Ministerial Conference online, 14 Jan
Alpine Convention WG Transport online, 20 Jan
EUSALP Executive Board & Board of Action Group Leaders Meeting Bolzano, 25 Jan
EUSALP Presidency 2022 Kick-Off Bolzano, 26 Jan
EUSALP Roadshow “Carbon neutral Alpine Region” Bolzano, 26 Jan
EU Macro-Regional Strategies Week, 7-11 OR 21-25 Mar (tbc)
19th AG4 Meeting Région Sud, 15-16 Mar
Alpine Convention WG Transport Landquart/Chur (CH), 21-22 Apr
20th AG4 Meeting Innsbruck, 12 May
5th EUSALP Mobility Conference Innsbruck, 13 May
TEN-T Days Lyon, 28-30 Jun
Alpine Convention Transport & Environmental Ministerial Conference Brig (CH), 7 Sep
EUSALP Annual Forum & General Assembly Trento, 23-25 Nov

Olivier Margouet (AGL Région Sud) took over to share some insights on the EUSALP Annual Forum,
which will be held on 14-15 December in Nice and online. Hence a hybrid format is planned. There will
be several workshops, including a workshop combining hydrogen and mobility including a presentation
on the AG4 labelling process. P. Skoniezki added that the AGL will also be part of a workshop on spatial
planning and reminds the AG4 members to register for the Forum.

The next AG4 Meeting will be held on 15-16 March, probably in Marseille. The 20th AG4 Meeting will
take place on 12 May in Innsbruck, aligned to the Mobility Conference on 13 May. In fact, Tyrol is
planning a whole week dedicated to mobility in Innsbruck in this week (meetings of iMONITRAF!,
Brenner Corridor Platform).
P. Skoniezki presented the survey regarding the format of the future AG4 Meetings. There were four
options:
 Option 3+0: three physical meetings per year, with online option in reduced format for those
who cannot attend physically;
 Option 2+1: two physical meetings (with online option in reduced format) and one fully virtual
meeting per year;
 Option 1+2: one physical (with online option in reduced format) and two fully virtual meetings
per year;
 Option hybrid: all hybrid meetings, meaning organising a physical meeting with full video
conference equipment (like the 17th AG4 meeting) and optional choice of physical or virtual
participation for all.
The result of the survey (eight AGL members responded) is as follows.

The AGL explained that in order for the host to organize the meetings it is important to know
beforehand how many people will attend physically, and whether it is necessary to organize a video
conference system for a hybrid meeting. Moreover, offering hybrid meetings only will bring about a
lot of work for the host. Thus the AGL would prefer the option 2+1; meaning: planning two physical
meetings (with an reduced online option for those who cannot travel) and one online meeting (in
winter time).

Xavier Garcia (AGL Région Sud) agreed to the importance for the group to meet physically twice a year.
Also Nathalie Morelle (Alpine Convention) admitted that hybrid meetings are not the ideal solutions
and that the option 2+1 seems like a balanced mix. While agreeing to the AGL’s suggestion Franc Žepič
(Slovenia) would propose to have more meetings, but shorter ones (e.g. four meetings a year, of which
two online and two physical).
P. Skoniezki thanked everyone for the comments and added that we have to consider also the fact that
we have two co-leaders wanting to host physical meetings in the region, while the AG4 meeting
together with the AG4 Mobility Conference is a physical meeting, too. Moreover, the last hybrid
meeting in Nice worked technically pretty well but dividing the group in two parts is not an ideal
solution in a long-term perspective. In any case, the future formats will largely depend on the pandemic
situation.

2. EUSALP Update
P. Skoniezki informed about the newest features on the Platform of Knowledge (PoK). The labelled
projects from the second call are now included in the layer “Project Labels”. Thus all the 20 labelled
projects are now available with a direct link to the posters, which were designed for the EU Regions
Week Event. Hopefully there will soon be the occasion to have a physical poster presentation.
Additional layers will be integrated in the PoK soon. Suggestions for further ideas what to integrate
into the PoK are always welcome.

3. EU Affairs Update
X. Garcia provided a quick update. In CEF 2 the first call opened mid-September 2021. The funding rate
remains unchanged. The deadline is set for mid-January 2022.
The TEN-T Days will take place in Lyon on 28-30 June 2022. Moreover, there is a questionnaire available
from the Conference of Peripheral Maritime Regions aiming to identify the Region’s best practices
contributing to decarbonising the transport as well as the main obstacles (CPMR Transport SURVEY,
jotform.com)

4. Contribution of EUSALP states and regions to the EU Year of Rail & Call for Action “Facing the
Transport Challenge”
P. Skoniezki provided the latest update on the paper and the next steps. As a reminder, he once more
pointed out the objectives of this paper: to take advantage of the unique window-of-opportunity with
European Year of Rail 2021 to make the voice of the Alpine Region heard towards the European
Commission and other EU institutions and relevant working bodies; and to get political commitment
by EUSALP States and Regions. He reminded the group that the support of the paper is a “coalition of
the willing”.

As the AGL received further comments in the last feedback round after the 17th AG4 Meeting, the AG4
has not yet agreed on a final version. Thus, the paper could not be silently approved on 5 November
as planned. Accordingly, the paper will also not be presented to the General Assembly in Nice on 1415 December due to the lack of time. Instead, a 5th version, including the latest comments, was sent
out on 1 December. The last version was sent out with some delay as the latest changes still needed
to be coordinated bilaterally.
Gilles Chomat (Switzerland) stated that Switzerland could support the latest version on a technical
level. Matthias Rinderknecht (Switzerland) added that the key elements their office requested for
change were taken into account. Thus they could fully support this text, depending on the way how to
proceed for this support (signature / name or logo / letter of support / etc.). Alfred Nagelschmied
(Styria) added that Styria could fully agree on a technical level too and that another feedback round is
not needed.
Maria Grazia Cacopardi (Italy) agreed that at this moment the text of the paper is suitable, but that
nevertheless additional time, where no further changes are made, is needed before being able to agree
on a final version. Furthermore she suggested one minor change regarding railway noise, namely
changing “in many case” to “in some case”. P. Skoniezki raised the question if everyone agrees to this
change (no objections). Andrea Rossetto (Veneto) agreed with M. G. Cacopardi to having a fixed
document before being able to agree on it. F. Žepič (Slovenia) explained that he could support Italy’s
arguments as well. Moreover, he asked whether it would be possible to have a separate letter
indicating who are the expected signatories of the letter (at national and/or regional level).
Helmut Adelsberger (InfraConceptA) proposed the following change: “Some of the EUSALP labelled
projects identify some of those missing links”. P. Skoniezki agreed that this is the right wording and
that the AGL will change this.
Regarding the question on which logos to show and who to sign, P. Skoniezki explained that in past
EUSALP declarations, the logos of the supporting regions/countries were pictured at the end of the
document. In some cases, it was the logo of the supporting Ministry. This would also be the case here.
In order to include the logo on the document we thus need a letter of support, which should preferably
be the political representative in charge of transport. A letter by the EUSALP Presidency, co-signed by
the EGTC European Region Tyrol-South Tyrol-Trentino and Région Sud, will be disseminated to the
political offices asking for this letter of support. In the case of the States, it will remain an individual
decision whether the logo of the ministry or the flag of the country will appear on the document.
However, there will certainly not be any names showing on the final declaration. P. Skoniezki will share
a list of regions and states that will support the Paper together with the last version. Missing Regions
and States can flag their support and share it with all AG4 members.
The AGL highlighted that the Presidency was asked to remove this document from the meeting file of
the General Assembly, as it was still a draft version and not to be presented at the General Assembly.
There will be no official endorsement of the document during the Annual Forum / General Assembly
in Nice in December 2021.

Kaspar Schuler (CIPRA International) added that for the Alpine Convention Transport & Environment
Ministerial Conference on 14 January it would be helpful if the document could already be shared
internally. P. Skoniezki welcomed this suggestion in view of regularly sharing information between
EUSALP and the Alpine Convention.
As next step, the AGL will circulate the final text one more time, giving AG4 Members approx. ten
days for silently approval. As there were no further comments, P. Skoniezki thanked for the active
participation.

5. Smart clean logistics and combined transport to support modal shift
Andrea Rosa (LINKS Foundation) presented the results from the stakeholder analysis which started in
September 2021. The AGL tasked LINKS to analyse the stakeholders in freight transport that can help
formulate actionable policy recommendations for effective implementation of modal shift measures.
The identified stakeholders shall be invited to regional dialogue events along seven cluster topics,
organised in different Alpine regions or along the corridors. The support by AG4 members to host these
dialogue events is required.
LINKS Foundation applied the stakeholder analysis to each of the cluster topics. In the next step
concepts for stakeholder dialogues for four events covering several cluster topics were developed. A.
Rosa took cluster topic 4 as an example to demonstrate the concept of the analysis (including: number
of items, list of stakeholders, stakeholder/aims tables, net maps). In the end, these maps portray the
complex stakeholder landscape in freight transport.
Based on this analysis and the feedback received by some AG4 members, the following four dialogue
events are proposed:
 Event 1: Clusters “Pricing instruments for modal shift,” “digitalisation” and “capacity
management” hosted along the Brenner Corridor
 Event 2: “Digitalisation” hosted by Friuli-Venezia-Giulia
 Event 3: “Identification of capacity constraints/infrastructure needs and supporting efficiency
improvement” (host tbc)
 Event 4: “Overcome barriers for SMEs to use intermodal transport and support new
technologies for intermodal transport” (host tbc)
For event 3 (local event) and 4 (local/corridor event), a host still needs to be found. The AGL invited
everyone to consider hosting one with our support and the presented stakeholder analysis. In the
framework of AlpGov2 we need to develop policy recommendations from these dialogue events,
which will then be included in a final AlpGov2 policy brief. Thus it is important to the success of the
Strategy to involve stakeholders “on the ground” in these dialogue events.

6. Methodology for a systematic assessment of individual projects – labelled projects from the 2nd
call (1)
The next point on the agenda was the presentation of the labelled projects of the second call, for which
the project submitters from the regions took the floor.
Veneto
A. Rossetto presented both projects (VEN.2 and VEN.3) together, starting with a feasibility study. He
showed several maps, explaining that there is a dense railway network in the lower part of Veneto,
however not in the mountainous North. The idea behind the Dolomiti railway ring is thus to close the
link that connects all the cities on the ring. The two labelled projects represent the missing links. The
“Dolomiti train” (VEN.2), with a length of 33km, enables a travel time by train of 40 minutes in the
future (so far: bus 60 minutes, car 45 minutes, train not possible). The “Feltre Primolano Train” (VEN.3),
with a length of 20km, enables a travel time by train of 12 minutes in the future (so far: bus 75 minutes,
car 20 minutes, train 145 minutes with 3 changes). However, the projects do not have a big strategic
value by themselves. Only if they are considered a part of a system they are part of the solution to
solve the big traffic problems of the alpine passes. Also the project VEN.5 would have been a part of
this solution, however the project was not labelled.
K. Schuler asked if there is already a railway link between Cortina and Dobbiaco. A. Rossetto answered
that there is no connection. The old line had been dismissed, but it is a possibility for the future.
However, as the support of the other regions would be required to implement this vision, it is difficult
to say how far the idea is.

Bavaria
Harry Seybert (Bavaria) presented the two labelled projects from Bavaria: “Four-track Expansion
Munich East – Markt Schwaben” (BAV.11) and “MVV extension” (BAV.2., point 7 in the agenda).
BAV.11
The project is embedded in the “Railway Expansion in the Munich Region” programme, which is an
overall concept for the expansion of local rail passenger transport in the rapidly growing metropolitan
region of Munich. The program currently compromises 29 measures that are actually being planned or
implemented. The central element is the 2nd main line of the Munich S-Bahn (suburban train).
The project “four-track expansion between Munich East and Markt Schwaben” (partial expansion of
ABS 38 / TEN 17; approx. 21 km) is not a part of the Federal Transport Infrastructure Plan but is of
urgent need for Bavaria both for passenger (local and long-distance) and freight transport.
The expert work within the framework of the "Railway Expansion in the Munich Region" is not yet
completed. Deutsche Bahn has been commissioned with initial planning work and a feasibility study is
currently underway. Implementation is foreseen for 2030.

7. Methodology for a systematic assessment of individual projects – labelled projects from the 2nd
call (2)
Bavaria: BAV.2
H. Seybert provided a brief overview of the greater Munich area. Munich is the junction of two
important TEN-T corridors and the area is heavily traffic polluted. Especially the alpine region in the
south is significantly affected (expanded catchment area for commuters and tourist hotspots at the
same time). However, so far there is no common public transport area between the city of Munich and
the rural Alpine region. Thus, the customer needs to deal with multiple tickets and different sources
of travel information when using public transport.
The project investigates an extension of the MVV network area to ten further districts and
municipalities to ensure greater use of public transport by commuters and tourists. With a joint
transport association, customers benefit from joint passenger information, coordinated transport
services and standardized tickets, allowing passengers to use public transport in a large area with a
uniform MVV ticket.
P. Skoniezki asked which obstacles there have been so far. H. Seybert answered that it varies from
district to district, meaning that there is no general problem, but everyone sees different problems.
Regarding P. Skoniezki’s question about the role of Bavaria H. Seybert explained that Bavaria supports
the project by financing the feasibility study and by financing the project itself later on.

Friuli Venezia Giulia: FVG.1
Massimiliano Angelotti (Friuli Venezia Giulia) took over to present the project “CROSSMOBY”. The
overall objective of this project, which takes places in the framework of Interreg Italia-Slovenia, is to
make mobility in the cross-border area more sustainable, by investing in services and modes of
transport (pillar 1) more environmentally friendly, and in new approaches to mobility planning (pillar
2). The main achievement so far has been the activating of a permanent new cross-border rail
passenger service between Italia and Slovenia (Udine/Trieste - Ljubljana), as there was no cross-border
train connection in 2018 (on the historical track from Trieste to Vienna). In the pilot phase (September
2018 – December 2019) the CROSSMOBY train started with four bilingual trains, containing 30 bicycle
places.
The CROSSMOBY project will be completed in February 2022. The EUSALP added value of the project
lies in its contribution in increasing the public transport services at cross-border level in the eastern
part of the macro-regional area and in making mobility options more attractive and sustainable,
including intermodality bike & train.
H. Adelsberger added that while 2018 there was no cross-border connection, the Eurocity from Vienna
to Ljubljana was extended to Trieste in the meantime and raised the question whether this is true and
how many people use the Eurocity vs. Crossmoby. M. Angelotti answered that they managed indeed
to extend this service in June 2021 (in cooperation with ÖBB, financed by Friuli Venezia Giulia).
Statistics are not yet available but will be shared with the AG4 members later. F. Žepič expressed strong
support to the CROSSMOBY project which contributes to improved cross-border connections and

asked how the costs between Italy and Slovenia are distributed. M. Angelotti responded that there are
ongoing discussion in a specific working group regarding the question how to co-finance this train
service. First, the train was partially co-financed by Interreg, then mainly by Friuli Venezia Giulia. The
final agreement between Friuli Venezia Giulia and Slovenia is expected for the end of 2021 / beginning
of 2022 and will be shared with the AG4 members as well.

Vorarlberg: VBG.1
Stefan Duelli (Vorarlberg) took over to present the project “Bodensee-S-Bahn S7 Romanshorn (CH) –
Bregenz (A) –Lindau (GER)”, which is situated in the Lake Constance Region.
In Vorarlberg rail is the backbone of public transport. However, many cross-border connections are
not attractive. The Bodan Rail 2040 is a vision for cross-border services with shorter travel times and
more direct connections. One of the first projects for this vision is the Bodensee S-Bahn, a regional
train service without the need to change trains at the borders. Due to service every two hours, which
is alternating with the Eurocity Zurich – Munich, this project is an improvement for the whole region.
The project will implemented in two stages. In 2022/2023 eight connections per direction and day will
be available on the weekends (starting on December 12, 2021). From 2024 on up to eleven daily
connections will be available. The challenges of the project are the shared financing, the high level of
organisational and legal complexity and the restrictions because of infrastructure and different
technical systems.
P. Skoniezki asked how the ticketing was managed. S. Duelli answered that unfortunately the does not
have the last information on this matter. It is worth mentioning that the project is co-financed by
Switzerland (50%) and Austria & Germany (50%).

P. Skoniezki concluded the project presentations by pointing out one more time that we have all the
posters available on our website as well as on the WebGIS.

8. Methodology for a systematic assessment of individual projects – discussion on a possible revision
of the methodology
Michael Bürger (AGL Tyrol) took over to lead into the discussion of a possible revision of the
methodology. Not because it has not worked well so far, but in order to maybe improve some aspects.
In order to provide a common understanding, he first presented the basic features of the current
methodology (see presentation) and review of the first two rounds of assessment. Altogether approx.
45% of the projects submitted received the label, proving that the methodology with the set threshold
works well. In addition, the evaluators and project submitters expressed only little criticism related to
the methodology itself. Therefore, smart adaptions instead of a comprehensive revision should be
the goal. Also because comparability to the first and the second call should be maintained.

H. Adelsberger took the floor to present the principles of the AGL’s proposal to revise the
methodology. The proposal is based on the experience and feedback from the previous application of
the methodology.
The existing methodology has shown appropriate in the previous applications. Therefore, its basic
structure shall be maintained:
 specifically adapted multi-criteria analysis,
 assessment of Cohesion and Performance with 2 resp. 3 pillars,
 the scope of criteria,
 system of weighting and thresholds.
To avoid substantial impact if applying the revised methodology on projects previously (2020, 2021)
assessed, only the following modifications are proposed:
 complementing the project information and data sheets (clearer explanation of project
information, additional information and data),
 improving the flow of information between Project Promoters and Evaluators,
 tightening and consolidating the structure of the criteria,
 omitting the assessment per pillar of coherence and performance.
Regarding the factsheets there are two changes proposed. From now on project submitters should be
able to categorise the projects (infrastructure, operation, etc.) themselves. Additionally, they should
also indicate the basic effects on transport/traffic flows (quantified effects on routings, modal shift or
changes of energy demand etc., also at large scale level) of the project.
As regards Project Coherence no changes are proposed. As regards Project Performance, the
following changes are proposed: to shift the criterion “Reducing noise immissions” from the pillar
environment to the pillar society as immissions concern mainly society; to merge the criteria
“Reducing impacts on ecosystem” and “Reducing impacts on soil and water” as both refer to impacts
on the immediate environment of a project. This would also improve the balance between the three
pillars of sustainability (Economy: 3 criteria, Society: 4 criteria, Environment: 5 criteria).
Regarding the Project Evaluation, two changes are proposed. Before the evaluation, Project
Submitters will be given the opportunity to present and explain their project proposals to the AG4 Lead
and the Evaluators. Then, after a first round of scoring, the AG4 Lead will invite the evaluators to an
interal workshop, to discuss relevant discrepancies in scoring in order to avoid misunderstandings
(without the AG4 Members).
M. Bürger took over to briefly summarize the proposed modifications and to lead to the discussion.
In principle, the proposed modifications do not change the methodology: shifting criteria between
pillars (without changing the weights of the criteria), asking for more information from the project
submitters and allowing project submitters to present their project before the evaluation. As indicated
above it is – at the moment – not foreseen to modify also the weights, however this would make sense
in order to balance inconsistencies (either within only the environment pillar or also beyond).
Moreover, for the future labelling the AGL suggests having a call every second year (starting in 2023),
providing that at least ten projects will be submitted. However, as these all are just suggestions, M.

Bürger invited the AG4 Members to share their opinion regarding the AGL’s suggestions as well as to
bring new suggestions.
M. Rinderknecht thanked for the revision. He could agree with most of the elements and would also
be open to discuss the weighting. However, he would propose (as already some years ago) to apply
coherence and performance in a two-step approach. M. Bürger and H. Adelsberger explained that in
the evaluation, these two steps are done at the same time and that changing this would not lead to
an easier process. M. Rinderknecht replied that he understands the argumentation but still thinks
that his approach is easier. He has however no problem to give in to the majority.
A. Rossetto thanked the AGL for the great work. However, in his opinion “Reducing noise immissions”
is an environmental criterion and should not be switched. Similar, “Reducing impacts on soil and
water” and “Reducing impacts on ecosystem” should not be merged. Furthermore, he suggested
abolishing the limit of words in the factsheet as well as to have a call every year. Also, while the AGL
should still lead the assessment, H. Adelsberger, in his opinion, should not act as an evaluator
anymore for transparency reasons. Instead, another evaluator from the regions should be found.
K. Schuler added that he is unsure about shifting the noise criterion and about merging the criteria on
soil and water / ecosystem as well. However, he would not replace H. Adelsberger with another
evaluator as he is independent and also really helpful in this group, also in terms of consistency. Rather,
it would be a possibility to have one additional evaluator.
H. Adelsberger replied that although noise being an environmental issue as well we rather consider it
as a societal problem. The criteria on ecosystem / soil and water mean of course something different,
but they have been evaluated very similar so far. Methodologically, nothing would change as the
weighting of each criteria would stay the same (no matter the shifting/merging). Regarding the limit
of words he added, that concise information is required, not long texts. M. Bürger summed up agreeing
to most of the points but replacing H. Adelsberger as evaluator.
H. Adelsberger also pointed to some inconsistencies as regards the weights as used so far. Although
not explicitly recommended, it may make sense to reconsider weights, against the revised priorities of
the EU, in particular the Green Deal. The principal question if or not weights shall be adapted, should
be subject to the majority opinion of the AG4 Members, who in the case of accordance should
communicate their proposals.
Nathalie Morelle (Alpine Convention) noted that the step to send the documents of the proposed
projects to the AG4 Members is missing in the proposal. M. Bürger replied that as the AGL sent out the
project sheets of the labelled projects in the first two calls this can be added to the process as well,
however it should be noted that the task of the AG4 Members is not to (re)assess the projects.
H. Seybert added that he can accept the proposal. He added that infrastructure projects are long-term
projects, thus he agrees on having calls every second year beginning with 2023. M. Angelotti added
that he has no objection to shift and merge the criteria as indicated. However, he would stick to the
current weighting. He also agrees on the changes regarding the evaluation process (workshops).

Due to the lack of time the AGL closed the discussion reminding the AG4 Members that they will get
the possibility to hand in their written feedback concerning the revision and the suggested
scheduling of the third Call in 2023. The AGL will sent out a mail with the proposal asking for
feedback.

9. New Interreg Alpine Space Programme 2021-27
Anne-Séverine Lay (Interreg Alpine Space Joint Secretariat) took the floor to present the new Interreg
Alpine Space Programme 2021-2027. There are four priorities:
 Priority 1: Climate resilient and green Alpine region
 Priority 2: Carbon neutral & resource sensitive Alpine region
 Priority 3: Innovation and digitalisation supporting a green Alpine
 Priority 4: Cooperatively managed and developed Alpine region
Priority 4 was designed specifically to support the EUSALP Strategy. One of the objectives of Priority 2
is to promote energy efficiency and to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Thus, mobility projects could
be supported in this category. Also the objectives of Priority 3, namely to enhance research and
innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies as well as to reap the benefits of
digitalisation, could be interesting for mobility topics (e.g. advanced technology, smart villages &
cities).
The first call of project proposals will be opened for Priorities 1, 2 and 3 with a new typology of projects
(classic projects and small-scale projects). The co-financing rate is 75%. Terms of reference can be
found online. P. Skoniezki highlighted that especially the small-scale projects could be an interesting
opportunity for the AG4.
As A.S. Lay will leave the Alpine Space this will be her last meeting. Jana Habjan (Interreg Alpine Space)
will take over.

10. Update on iMONITRAF!
Due to the lack of time the update on iMONITRAF! was skipped. The presentation will be uploaded.

11. Update on the Alpine Convention
N. Morelle (Permanent Secretariat of the Alpine Convention) took the floor to give a short update on
the Alpine Convention, as all the relevant information has already been shared and as there is no new
information since the last AG4 Meeting. Moreover, M. Rinderknecht shared some information
regarding the Alpine Convention Transport and Environment Ministerial Conference under Swiss
Presidency on 14 January. Preparations are ongoing; relevant documents shall be sent out to the
ministries in the next days. According to P. Skoniezki’s question he also shared information regarding
the status of the Simplon Paper. The final draft will be submitted to the ministries in due time.

Closing of the meeting
As there were no other business, the AGL thanked for the active contribution and apologized for the
time keeping. AG4 Members will soon get information regarding the methodology for a systematic
assessment of individual projects and the Contribution to the EU Year of Rail.

Additional relevant documents are available on the online File Sharing Area (Folder: AG4 – 18th Action
Group):
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

•
•
•
•
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