
   
 

   
 

FAQs about Specific Actions under the Thematic Facility Work Programmes AMIF, BMVI, ISF 2023-2027 

The content of each reply is based on the information provided by the country concerned and therefore only applies to the precise question or situation described. 

The Commission is committed to providing accurate responses to the questions by the country concerned. However, the information provided cannot be 

considered or interpreted as being contractually binding. The Commission cannot be held liable for any use made from these replies. No aspect of these replies 

can be considered as a formal position of the Commission. 

❖ BMVI/2025/SA/1.1.8- “Promoting new European technologies, including artificial intelligence, for border checks and/or border surveillance 

taking up research results (INNO)” 

no Topic classification  Question Reply 

1 Eligibility 

Is a project eligible for funding under BMVI/2025/SA/1.1.8 

if it is based on an innovation project funded by the BMVI 

that has not yet been completed? Please clarify if this 

constitutes sufficient uptake of the relevant new 

technologies and solutions from past, especially Union-

funded, security research and innovation initiatives 

Member States/SAC may propose a project based on an 

innovation project funded by the BMVI that has not yet been 

completed. In this case, the proposal must set out how its 

objectives are distinct from that project and how it builds on 

the testing and validation of new solutions carried out so far 

under that project.  

This is without prejudice to the assessment DG HOME will 

make of each proposal based on the objectives and criteria 

set out in the call for expression of interest. 

 

 

❖ BMVI/2025/SA/1.1.9 - “Support for border management capabilities including drones (UAS) and counter-drone measures (C-UAS)” 

no Topic classification  Question Reply 

1 

Standards 

C-UAS Procurement 

as a service 

Eligibility 

Frontex pool 

1.Annex I consists, among other things, of numerous 

mandatory standards that are required to be implemented. 

How does the Commission envision these standards being 

checked, implemented, tested, and enforced? Would this not 

create an unnecessary bureaucratic burden for all parties 

involved? Examples of the standards mentioned include, but 

not limited to: adequate lighting in accordance with EN 

1. In accordance with Article 13(14)(a) of Regulation (EU) 

2021/1148, Member States must ensure that the standards 

established under Articles 16 and 64 of Regulation (EU) 

2019/1896 are met, when launching the purchase procedure 

for equipment to be purchased with the use of BMVI funds 

under Member States’ programmes. Annex I describes the 

mandatory requirements and standards for the UAS types 

that are to be purchased under this call. These requirements 



   
 

   
 

Sensitive information 12464-1:2021; ISO 6385:2016, Ergonomics principles in the 

design of work systems; DEF-STAN 00-25, Human factors 

for designers of equipment; and DEF-STAN 00-35, 

Environmental handbook for defence materiel, among many 

others. Is the BMVI managing authority’s understanding 

correct that the BMVI managing authority is expected to 

check and verify, and to provide an audit trail for audit 

purposes, the beneficiary’s compliance with all the 

requirements set out in Annex I? 

2.Could the Commission please elaborate in more detail on 

how it envisions C-UAS procurement as a service rather than 

as standalone hardware? Does this mean that Member States 

may purchase C-UAS only as a service, or can C-UAS be 

procured as a service that includes provision of hardware on 

short term basis by an external service provider? 

3.Can the Commission confirm that none of the equipment 

pieces procured under this call may not only functionally, but 

also visually resemble weapon-like equipment systems?  

4.Could the Commission expand on how it envisages 

cooperation between Member States and Frontex with regard 

to the registration of all large-scale equipment procured 

under this call? In particular, how does the Commission 

foresee the transfer of service-based C-UAS from Member 

States to Frontex, considering that such systems may be 

connected to national IT networks and other existing 

infrastructure to ensure integration and interoperability? 

Furthermore, how would the Commission like Member 

States to indicate in the application forms which equipment 

or systems cannot be added to the technical equipment pool 

and which equipment and/or systems will be added to it? 

5.The application form requires Member States to explain 

how the proposal addresses specific objectives and gaps of 

the National Capability Development Plan (NCDP) or other 

national planning documents, and to describe how the 

must be incorporated in the technical specifications and 

subsequently verified throughout the procurement process 

(including testing and acceptance). 

Like for any other operation implemented under Member 

States programmes, the primary responsibility for 

compliance with the applicable rules rests with the 

beneficiary (in this particular case, including the 

requirements set out in Annex I). The programme authorities 

should verify compliance with the applicable rules, in line 

with their responsibilities set out in the legal framework, in 

particular Regulation (EU) 2021/1060. 

Where relevant, compliance should also facilitate technical 

interoperability and operational usability for assets intended 

to be made available for activities coordinated by Frontex. 

2. As set out in the call, when the purchase of C-UAS is 

envisaged, it can also be procured as a service rather than as 

standalone hardware, so that performance, integration and 

maintenance are embedded in the contract and can evolve 

with the threat. 

Procurement “as a service” therefore refers to contracting a 

C-UAS capability together with the necessary lifecycle 

support to ensure continuous operational availability (e.g. 

maintenance and repair, software and cybersecurity updates, 

integration/interoperability, training). 

This does not exclude the acquisition of physical equipment 

under this call, provided that it forms part of a comprehensive 

service arrangement rather than a one-off “standalone” 

hardware purchase. For example, this can be achieved 

through a contract where an external provider supplies the 

necessary hardware and software for the duration of the 

contract. 



   
 

   
 

proposal responds to deficiencies identified through the 

Schengen Evaluation and Monitoring Mechanism (SEMM) 

and/or the Vulnerability Assessment conducted by Frontex. 

This information may be highly sensitive. How does the 

Commission envisage that Member States should respond to 

questions that may involve very sensitive or classified 

information? Could the Commission provide a hypothetical 

example of such a case? 

Where applicants nevertheless propose standalone 

components, they should explain how these will remain 

effective over time (including updates, maintenance, 

cybersecurity) and how they will be integrated/interoperable 

with the national border surveillance infrastructure. 

The service-based model supports rapid technological 

evolution, sustained readiness, and deployability, including 

potential use in operations coordinated by Frontex. 

3.Equipment supported under this call must not entail 

destructive neutralization and must remain consistent with 

the civilian scope of the BMVI. Eligibility is assessed based 

on the function and type of neutralisation, provided that any 

side-effects are limited and proportionate, and not solely on 

visual appearance. For further details see below the reply to 

Question 3, referring to a list of C-UAS engagement 

technologies based on their eligibility under the BMVI. 

4. In line with Article 13(14)(b) of Regulation (EU) 

2021/1148 and as stated in the call, all large-scale operating 

equipment purchased must be registered in the technical 

equipment pool, so that it can be made available in 

accordance with Article 64(9) of Regulation (EU) 

2019/1896. Member States must register the large-scale 

operating equipment purchased so that it can be included in 

the annual bilateral negotiations between the Member State 

and Frontex. In case of particular circumstances, these 

should be flagged in the application form for this call, and in 

the case of selection of the application, be communicated to 

Frontex prior to the bilateral negotiations, with the aim of 

overcoming the limitations for making the systems available 

for deployment at the request of Frontex. 



   
 

   
 

For service-based C-UAS, Member States should ensure that 

contractual arrangements allow: 

• deployment outside national territory where 

required; 

• interoperability with Frontex operational and 

information systems; and 

• compliance with EU data-protection and security 

requirements 

Any technical, legal, or contractual limitations affecting 

availability must be clearly indicated in the application form 

and, in the case of selection of the application, be discussed 

during bilateral planning with Frontex. 

All Unmanned Aerial Systems (UAS) encompassed by 

Annex I are classified as large-scale operating equipment 

within the meaning of Article 13(14) of the BMVI 

Regulation. Smaller drones, such as portable models, do not 

fall under the large-scale operating equipment category.  

If you have any uncertainty regarding a particular drone type, 

please request further clarification via HOME-BMVI-

SPECIFIC-ACTIONS@ec.europa.eu before the deadline for 

clarification expires. If it is not possible, indicate the factors 

relating to classification and/or your doubt on the matter in 

the application form. In the case the application is selected, 

the notification letter will then clarify whether the submitted 

equipment qualifies as large-scale or not. 

5. As indicated in the application form (under A5.2. 

Addressing Deficiencies Identified in Evaluations), 

references to deficiencies identified through the SEMM 

and/or the Frontex Vulnerability Assessment should be 

limited to non-sensitive elements only, such as the year of 

mailto:HOME-BMVI-SPECIFIC-ACTIONS@ec.europa.eu
mailto:HOME-BMVI-SPECIFIC-ACTIONS@ec.europa.eu


   
 

   
 

the evaluation and, where relevant, the number or reference 

of the identified deficiency or vulnerability, without any 

operational detail. Operational or classified details should 

not be included in the application form. 

Where necessary, detailed information may be shared via 

secure national or EU classified communication channels, 

including with Frontex when operational relevance requires 

it. 

Please note that sensitive information should not be sent 

without encryption. In line with Regulation (EC) No 

1049/2001, any document held by the Commission, 

including documents containing sensitive information, may 

be subject to a request for public access. 

Member States should indicate reference to their National 

Capability Development Plan and other national planning 

documents (e.g. national strategy for EIBM) to demonstrate 

the need for the purchase of the equipment; as well as link 

the need to SEMM and/or Vulnerability assessment findings.  

The Vulnerability Assessment findings are classified. In 

these cases, Member States should explain at a general and 

strategic level how the proposed activities contribute to 

addressing the identified deficiencies and how they are 

linked to the relevant programme priorities. Where proposals 

concern sensitive or classified areas, Member States may 

indicate this explicitly, without further detail, in line with 

applicable national and EU rules on information protection. 

2 
Amounts requested 

per application 

a. According to the call for expression of interest, one MS 

can apply up to EUR 35 million including technical 

assistance. However, if applying MS plans to implement 

joint / cross-border procurement in cooperation with 

another MS, the maximum amount will be EUR 50 million. 

Does this mean that both / all MS that have agreed to 

a. Yes. Applications which support cooperation in the form 

of joint/cross-border innovation procurement and/or joint 

procurement acquisitions as defined under section 3.3.6 of 

the call for expression of interest, can increase the amount 

to EUR 50 million per application, including technical 



   
 

   
 

implement joint / cross-border procurement can apply for 

up to EUR 50 million each? 

b. In case Member State 1 (MS1) would plan to implement a 

joint / cross border procurement with another MS2, but 

MS2 would not apply for funding from this call, would the 

requirement for cooperation still be met in case of the MS1 

and allow increasing the funding for MS1 up to EUR 50 

million? 

c. According to conditions of invitation 

BMVI/2025/SA/1.1.9 (page 3) it is foreseen that 

“applications which support cooperation in the form of 

joint/cross-border innovation procurement and/or joint 

procurement acquisitions as defined under section 3.3.6, 

can increase the amount to EUR 50 million per 

application”. Is it meant, that the amount would be 

increased to each applicant?  

d. If by several countries the common procurement of devices 

would be foreseen constituting half or less than half of the 

application’s amount, but the other part of application 

amount would be purchased separately equipment (e.g. 

towers or other items), would the condition for increased 

application amount/value be still valid? 

assistance. Each Member State’s application can be up to 

EUR 50 million. 

b. Yes, the application can be up to EUR 50 million. 

However, there must be information provided in the 

application by the other Member State not applying for the 

call about the cooperation, for instance a declaration that 

confirms the agreement/ commitment to this joint/ cross-

border procurement. 

c. Applications which support cooperation in the form of 

joint/cross-border innovation procurement and/or joint 

procurement acquisitions as defined under section 3.3.6 of 

the call for expression of interest, can increase the amount 

to EUR 50 million per application, including technical 

assistance. Each Member State’s application can be up to 

EUR 50 million. 

d. The possibility to increase the application amount up to 

EUR 50 million is conditional upon the application 

supporting cooperation in the form of joint/cross-border 

innovation procurement and/or joint procurement 

acquisitions, as defined under section 3.3.6. Consequently, 

any procurement activities of the application not 

demonstrating genuine cooperation remain subject to the 

standard ceiling of EUR 35 million per application, 

including technical assistance. The distinction between the 

two types of procurement activities (with or without joint 

procurement) must be clearly identified in both application 

form and budget form (column comments). 

3 Eligibility  

a. Are the following products eligible for procurement? 

Note: The example products in italics are just random 

selections of products sold on the market. 

Non-kinetic neutralization methods: 

▪ Electric jamming, which is used to intercept or distract a 

drone by disrupting the radio communication between 

the drone and the pilot. This can be an areal jamming 

a. Eligibility depends on the nature, proportionality, and 

effect of the neutralisation, not solely on whether the 

measure is kinetic or non-kinetic. Eligible measures may 

include those intended to: 

- capture 

- divert 

- safely disable 



   
 

   
 

feature connected to a sensor network, a vehicle-

mounted jamming device, or a human-operated weapon-

like system.  

• Example of an areal system: BULLET or Airfence 

Jammer 

• Example of a man-portable system: SkyWiper 

Kinetic neutralization methods 

▪ Stopping net systems, in which either a human or a 

drone stops the movement of a hostile drone by 

launching a physical net towards it.  

• Example of a net-shooting drone: DroneHunter 

F700  

• Example of a human-triggered stopping net: 

ParaZero Hand-Held Net Gun 

▪ C-UAS -drones which can either be flown towards a 

hostile drone or, using various attachments attached to 

the drone, damage the hostile drone and prevent its 

flight. C-UAS drones can also perform electronic 

jamming or can be used to track a target UAS. Some 

types of C-UAS drones can use explosives or other 

armed force to affect a target. 

• Examples of C-UAS drones colliding with a target: 

Sensofusion Drone Interceptor or Anduril Anvil 

▪ Systems that can be connected to weapons (powder 

weapons), such as smart sights, which enable the 

effective use of weapons used by border patrols to 

neutralize drones  

• Example: SmartShooter 

▪ Anti-aircraft weapon systems suitable for C-UAS  

• Example: Trackfire RWS 

▪ Laser weapons, which aim high-powered laser or or 

microwave radiation at a hostile drone with the aim of 

damaging the drone's components. 

• Example: BlueHalo LOCUST 

An unmanned aircraft without destructive military-type 

force, provided they remain consistent with: 

- the civilian (law enforcement) scope of the BMVI 

- applicable national law 

- proportionality and limited side-effects 

Not eligible are systems designed for: 

- destructive engagement 

- projectile or explosive weapons 

- military air-defence functions 

This distinction ensures that supported capabilities remain 

suitable for civil border-management operations, including 

those conducted in coordination with Frontex. 

Find below a list of C-UAS engagement technologies based 

on their eligibility under the BMVI: 

Eligible Technologies (subject to proportionality and 

legality): 

- RF Jamming - Effective in blocking or disrupting the 

radio link between a drone and its operator. 

- RF Spoofing - Capable of injecting deceptive radio 

signals to trick the drone. 

- GNSS Jamming - Interferes with a drone’s satellite 

positioning reception. 

- GNSS Spoofing - Misguides the drone’s navigation 

system with counterfeit satellite signals. 

- Take-Over - Allows cutting of the original command-

and-control link and replacing it with operator control. 

- Directed Energy Weapons - Utilises concentrated laser 

energy to degrade critical drone components. 

- Physical Capture - Employs interceptor drones or 

ground-fired nets for airborne retrieval. 

- High-Power EMP - Disrupts onboard electronics 

through electromagnetic pulses. 

https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/cuas.icr-team.com/__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxu6EQPbDM$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/sensofusion.com/military/__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxuyml9WS9$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/sensofusion.com/military/__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxuyml9WS9$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/en.wikipedia.org/wiki/EDM4S__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxu9dn7iOm$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/fortemtech.com/products/dronehunter-f700/__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxu8BQNXLK$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/fortemtech.com/products/dronehunter-f700/__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxu8BQNXLK$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/parazero.com/defendair-multi-layered-cuas-solution/__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxu6hocVya$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/sensofusion.com/military/__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxuyml9WS9$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.anduril.com/anvil__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxu_AXJe_0$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.smart-shooter.com/products/__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxu3qs9Grz$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/www.saab.com/products/trackfire-remote-weapon-station__;!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxu2XoUkzf$
https://urldefense.com/v3/__https:/bluehalo.com/c-uas-autonomous-systems/c-uas-directed-energy/*locust__;Iw!!DOxrgLBm!FgSuKxXgpuYMPIRAv0gavVRvUDo9KZz2g5SVev6X-5gREd3miBBgDg3wWnB5yfkdiBYrsfwnbUh08aZzoPoPD5Z5dUtZ8T2No3cxu0FGWI-R$


   
 

   
 

b. Mobile system for detecting and locating is intended to be 

integrated into vehicle or vessel. Can the cost of an 

armoured vehicle also be included in eligible expenditure? 

 

Non-Eligible Technology: 

- Projectile-Based Systems - Specifically deemed non-

eligible under the BMVI instrument, involving kinetic 

interceptors such as anti-drone guns, guided projectiles to 

physically neutralise drones, explosive or destructive 

interceptors or firearms. 

- Military air-defence weapon systems. 

b. No. The activity “purchase of equipment to support the 

deployment and use of UAS and C-UAS capabilities” 

refers to ancillary technical equipment that is directly and 

exclusively necessary for the functioning, deployment, 

transport, installation or operational use of UAS and C-

UAS systems. 

Vehicles — particularly armoured platforms — are 

considered general-purpose operational assets and do not 

constitute equipment directly linked to the UAS or C-UAS 

capability itself. 

The call is specifically designed to support the 

development, acquisition, integration and 

operationalisation of UAS and C-UAS systems and related 

technical components. If a Member State intends to 

integrate a detection system into an existing mobile or 

fixed platform, the costs related to the integration 

components and technical installation may be eligible, 

provided they are directly linked to the UAS/C-UAS 

functionality and duly justified in the application form. 

 

4 Personnel costs 

Regarding the Specific Action “Support for border 

management capabilities including drones (UAS) and 

counter-drone measures (C-UAS)” under the Instrument 

for Financial Support for Border Management and Visa 

Policy (BMVI) – Reference BMVI/2025/SA/1.1.9 

  

Are personnel costs eligible? 

No, they are not eligible. 



   
 

   
 

5 Work Packages 

a. I cannot find any description of the work packages in the 

SA Drones. Where can I find it? Is it a standard one for all 

Specific Actions? 

a. Each application may be composed of multiple work 

packages, for instance aligned with the different priority 

areas and/or external border sections concerned by these 

areas. 

A work package can also be structured according to 

capability groupings or understood as a group of one and/or 

various pieces/types of equipment and/or linked services 

(e.g. training, maintenance). It is up to the Member State to 

decide what they would consider themselves as one work 

package and how to structure the application (number and 

size of work packages). 

6 
C-UAS Procurement 

as a service  

1)The call is intended for UAVs and counter-drone 

measures. Having in mind current hybrid attacks, - would the 

devices as counter meteorological balloons equipment be 

eligible?  

According to conditions of invitation BMVI/2025/SA/1.1.9 

(page 9) means such as radio communication detectors, 

thermal cameras, sensors, radar to identify and detect, 

jammers, kinetic neutralisation measures, detection, tracking 

and identification software, etc.  are eligible.  Please provide 

explanation whether technical means foreseen for 

meteorological balloon interception to neutralize safely by 

kinetic or non-kinetic means, including lasers, drone killers 

or drone interceptors, firearms, or other measures would be 

eligible for this purpose? 

2) Are the pilot equipment prototypes, which are being 

developed, eligible, if they are developed not under Horizon 

program? 

3) According to conditions of invitation 

BMVI/2025/SA/1.1.9 (page 10) “When purchase of C-UAS 

is envisaged under this call, this should be procured as a 

service rather than as standalone hardware, so that 

performance, integration and maintenance are embedded in 

1. No. For further details see the reply to question 3, referring 

to a list of C-UAS engagement technologies based on their 

eligibility under the BMVI.  

2. As per section 3.3.2. of the call for expression of interest, 

applications can also include activities that relate to the 

follow up and roll out of 2025 piloted prototypes and 

products for UAS and C-UAS developed under Horizon (e.g. 

collaboration with Frontex and Member States currently 

involved with such projects). This should not be seen as an 

exclusivity. Other pilot equipment prototypes may be 

eligible. 

3. Please see the reply to question 1.2. 

4. Standalone systems and hardware should generally be 

avoided, as stated in the call. However, the purchase of 

tactical UAS may be eligible where they form part of an 

integrated operational capability and are fully interoperable 

with command-and-control or situational-awareness 

systems, rather than being procured for isolated use. 



   
 

   
 

the contract and can evolve with the threat“. Could you 

please provide an explanation what is meant by the 

„produced as a service“? Does it mean that counter drones as 

a product/device are eligible ? 

4) According to conditions of invitation 

BMVI/2025/SA/1.1.9 (page 8) it is foreseen that “Standalone 

systems and hardware should be avoided.“ In case the 

applicant intends to build towers with optoelectronic 

equipment and to purchase 4 integrated systems on vehicles, 

but additionally standalone drones (tactical level Short 

endurance/Close range) would such UAVs be eligible? 

(Having in mind that such standalone UAV would be 

compatible with tactical situational surveillance, analysis and 

control systems supporting standardized protocols allowing 

for video transmission in order to integrate the unmanned 

aircraft into the overall operational picture and properly 

ensure situational awareness). 

5) a) According to conditions of invitation 

BMVI/2025/SA/1.1.9 (page 3) it is foreseen that  

“applications which support cooperation in the form of 

joint/cross-border innovation procurement and/or joint 

procurement acquisitions as defined under section 3.3.6, can 

increase the amount to EUR 50 million per application“. Is it 

meant, that the amount would be increased to each applicant?  

b) If by several countries the common procurement of 

devices would be foreseen constituting half or less than half 

of the application’s amount, but the other part of application 

amount would be purchased separately equipment (e.g. 

towers or other items), would the condition for increased 

application amount/value be still valid? 

 

6) According to conditions of invitation 

BMVI/2025/SA/1.1.9 (page  9) it is foreseen that  

“(equipment such as but not limited to different types and 

In such cases, the application should clearly describe how the 

additional UAS will be integrated into the national border 

surveillance environment, including cybersecurity and data 

integrity measures and the capacity to securely integrate with 

existing national IT networks. 

5. Please see the reply to question 2.  

6. Optoelectronic equipment may be eligible under this call 

where it is directly linked to UAS/C-UAS capability, for 

example as part of detection/tracking/identification 

components of an integrated C-UAS capability or to support 

the operational use of UAS, including where installed in a 

stationary configuration. 

Conversely, standalone optoelectronic surveillance 

equipment that is not directly linked to UAS/C-UAS 

capability (i.e. procured for general border surveillance 

purposes) is not eligible under this Specific Action.  

In all cases, the application should explain how the 

equipment will be integrated/interoperable with the relevant 

situational awareness/command-and-control environment 

and how cybersecurity and secure integration with national 

IT networks will be ensured. 

 



   
 

   
 

sizes of UAS, UAS with C-UAS capabilities; radio 

communication detectors, thermal cameras, sensors, radar to 

identify and detect, jammers, kinetic neutralisation measures, 

detection, tracking and identification software, etc.). “ Is 

optoelectronic equipment eligible as well (e.g. placed on top 

of towers)? 

7 Eligibility  

1.In the Call for expression of interest document, under 

Section 3.3.4. “Activities to co-finance” it is stated that the 

specific action proposed can include the following activities: 

purchase of equipment, be it stationary or mobile, including 

kinetic neutralisation measures. Additionally, as stated by the 

Commission, in case of C-UAS it is crucial to be able to 

provide for a multi-layered capability package to counter or 

neutralise “unwelcome” UAS, especially because UAS may 

operate based on GNSS or offline inertial navigation system. 

In the latter case, a kinetic solution is required, meaning that 

C-UAS package must include a kinetic solution. However, in 

Section 3.3.5 “Considerations on eligibility for the use of 

UAS and C-UAS” the Commission states that equipment that 

may entail the use of force is not eligible for support. These 

previous statements appear to be counterintuitive, as 

neutralising an “unwelcome” UAS through kinetic measures, 

is, by definition, a use of force, as opposed to non-kinetic 

solutions. Please elaborate on this issue raised and, if 

possible, provide relevant examples. 

2.The e-mail for submitting the applications and requests for 

clarifications seem to be written incorrectly. In the Call for 

expression of interest document it is currently written: 

HOME-BMVI-SPECIFIC-ACTION@ec.europa as opposed 

to HOME-BMVI-SPECIFIC-ACTIONS@ec.europa.eu. 

1.  Please see the reply to question 3, referring to a list of C-

UAS engagement technologies based on their eligibility 

under the BMVI.  

2. We confirm that there is indeed a mistake in the 

submission email. The correct email address is HOME-

BMVI-SPECIFIC-ACTIONS@ec.europa.eu. 

8 
C-UAS procurement 

as a service 

1. Section "3.3.4. Activities to be co-financed”: When 

purchase of C-UAS is envisaged under this call, this should 

be procured as a service rather than as standalone hardware, 

so that performance, integration and maintenance are 

1. Please see the reply to Question 1.2.   

In relation to the technical equipment pool, Member States 

are expected to register all large-scale equipment purchased 

mailto:HOME-BMVI-SPECIFIC-ACTION@ec.europa
mailto:HOME-BMVI-SPECIFIC-ACTIONS@ec.europa.eu
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embedded in the contract and can evolve with the threat. 

Besides hardware also software and their maintenance 

should be in the focus of the acquisition to allow long-term 

functioning/use of the equipment purchased under this call.  

(…) In line with these requirements, Member States are 

expected to register all large-scale equipment purchased 

under this call, so that it can be included in the annual 

bilateral negotiations between the Member State and 

Frontex. 

It is unclear in what sense services are referred to. In the 

opinion of the Border Guard, the provisions are 

contradictory. It should be noted that equipment not owned 

by the Border Guard cannot be included in the Frontex 

Agency's pool of resources.  

Furthermore, the provision of images of the EU's external 

border to an external company raises doubts in the context of 

the protection of classified data. According to the above 

provision, the Border Guard would have to give full access 

to border protection and its images to a company selected in 

a tender procedure. Entrusting border protection tasks to an 

external company raises justified doubts. In the current 

geopolitical situation of the EU's external border, entrusting 

an external company with services in this area seems to carry 

a high level of risk. However, in the case of drone detection 

and tracking systems, the contracting authority has the option 

of requiring the supplier, as part of the tender procedure, to 

update the database with the signatures of newly emerging 

drones. It should also be noted that the Border Guard already 

has border surveillance systems (electronic barriers), which 

will be supplemented by “neutralization of unmanned aerial 

vehicles using unmanned aerial vehicles”. 

  

2. Section “3.3.4. Activities to be co-financed” lists activities 

that may be implemented under Specific Actions: 

under this call so that it can be included in the annual bilateral 

negotiations between the Member State and Frontex. Where 

service-based arrangements are used, Member States should 

ensure that any technical, legal, or contractual limitations 

affecting availability are clearly indicated in the application 

and discussed during bilateral planning with Frontex. 

2. The call recognises that, in some cases, neutralisation by 

jamming or spoofing will not work and a kinetic solution 

will be needed. 

However, section 3.3.5 of the call clarifies that equipment 

that may entail the use of force, including weapon-like 

systems such as stand-alone hand-held counter-UAS 

devices, is not eligible for support. 

“Kinetic neutralisation measures” should therefore not be 

read as implying firearms. In line with the approach reflected 

in the FAQ, kinetic measures may also cover physical 

capture/disable approaches, provided that any side-effects 

are limited and proportionate and the solution remains 

consistent with the civilian scope of BMVI. 

 

3. Please see the reply to Question 3, referring to a list of C-

UAS engagement technologies based on their eligibility 

under the BMVI.  

In addition, the portable hybrid device described (to be 

mounted on weapons to facilitate shooting down UAS) 

would entail the use of force and is therefore not eligible 

under section 3.3.5 of the call. 

 



   
 

   
 

1.  Purchase of equipment, be it stationary or mobile 

(equipment such as but not limited to different types and 

sizes of UAS, UAS with C-UAS capabilities; radio 

communication detectors, thermal cameras, sensors, radar to 

identify and detect, jammers, kinetic neutralisation measures, 

detection, tracking and identification software, etc). In case 

of C-UAS it is crucial to be able to provide for a multilayered 

capability package to counter or neutralise unauthorised/non-

cooperative UAS. UAS usually move based on signals from 

global navigation satellite system, but can also manage 

without, by using an offline inertial navigation system. In the 

latter case, neutralisation by jamming or spoofing will not 

work, and a kinetic solution will be needed. 

However, section 3.3.5. “Considerations on eligibility for the 

use of UAS and C-UAS” states that: Equipment that may 

entail the use of force, including weapon-like systems such 

as stand-alone hand-held counter-UAS devices, is not 

eligible for support. In accordance with the BMVI 

Regulation, equipment financed under the Instrument must 

have as its primary and ultimate purpose the performance of 

border management and border control tasks.  

In the opinion of the Polish Border Guard, the above 

provisions are contradictory. In most cases, kinetic 

countermeasures involve the use of firearms. 

  

3. Annex II contains the following provisions in Part 2.2 

“Technical Capabilities and Functional Requirements. C-

UAS solution’s core functional capabilities”:  

• Methods: Specific methods (e.g., jamming, 

spoofing, directed energy, cyber-based neutralization, 

kinetic actions, or other novel techniques) and how they 

operate against single or swarm targets with various 

characteristics.  



   
 

   
 

• Range and Effectiveness: Operational range (e.g. up 

to 5 km) and altitude capabilities (e.g. up to 300m). 

• C-UAS solution effect on the UAV: what effect will 

the C-UAS solution will have on the UAV (e.g. disabling 

UAV flight controller, communication link, kinetic impact 

on rotors).  

According to the indicated ranges, it seems impossible to use 

any means other than weapons (even as a projectile carrier). 

Furthermore, kinetic impact only on the rotors at the above-

mentioned ranges seems impossible to achieve without 

affecting the entire drone.   

However, the Border Guard does not plan to purchase 

weapons as part of the planned project. Instead, it plans to 

purchase portable hybrid devices that will be mounted on 

weapons owned by the Border Guard. A portable hybrid 

device is a computerized system that facilitates the detection 

and shooting down of small unmanned aerial vehicles. The 

set includes a 4x magnification optical sight, a laser 

rangefinder, and a fire control system that enables the 

detection, recognition, and tracking of both flying and 

ground targets at greater distances. The sight illuminates the 

detected target and allows it to be tracked. The built-in 

ballistic computer analyzes the aircraft's movements and 

calculates the appropriate correction, while the electro-

trigger limiter allows the shot to be fired when there is the 

maximum chance of hitting the target. 
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