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History of changes 

 

Version Date Change Page 
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3 

Questions and answers 

 

Nr Question Answer provided 

1 Regarding call for proposals JUST-JACC-

EJU-AG-2018 Action grants to support 

national or transnational e-Justice projects: 

We have read activities of this call on the 

Participant's Portal and also article 3.4.4. 

Equipment, infrastructure and other assets  

of Annex on financial provisions. We would 

like to clarify if will it be possible within this 

call to purchase Equipment (e.g. servers)? 

Depreciation costs of equipment could be eligible if 

the equipment is directly linked to and necessary for 

the implementation of the project.  

 

Cost of equipment that cannot be directly linked to 

the project should be allocated under cost category F 

(indirect costs). 

2 I want to clarify who can submit documents 

for the Action Grants to support national or 

transnational e-Justice projects. 

It can be joint-stock companies and limited 

liability companies (commercial companies)? 

Please see the eligibility criteria under section Topic 

conditions and documents on the call webpage and 

in particular section 2.2 

2.2        Eligibility of the applicant and partners (lead 

applicant and co-applicant(s)). 

 

The applicant and partners must be public entities or 

private organisations, duly established in one of the 

countries participating in the programme, or 

international organisations. Organisations which are 

profit-oriented must submit applications in 

partnership with public entities or private non-profit 

organisations. 

3 I would like to discuss the possibility of 

submitting a proposal in relation to: 

- development of a national wills register in 

ireland 

- the inter-connection of national wills 

registers across Europe 

  

And whether such a project(s) would be 

eligible for funding under the new round of  

E-Justice funding scheduled to be opened next 

month. 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal

/desktop/en/opportunities/just/topics/just-jacc-

eju-ag-2018.html 

The priorities and expected results of the call for 

proposals are published on the call webpage.  To 

ensure equal treatment of all potential applicants, 

questions which are specific to a particular proposal 

and for which the answer would provide a 

comparative advantage may not be answered. 

 

Further to the information published on the call 

webpage, we would like to  draw your attention to the 

following points and further clarify certain parts of 

the call text: 

1. “It will support the implementation of e-Justice 

projects within the European e-Justice Portal and at 

national level, in as far as they have a European 

dimension.” – if the project concerns (a) 

establishment of a national register and (b) 

interlinking to the system of registers of wills, the 

project would be eligible on that count; 

2. “Transnational projects will receive a higher 

priority than national ones.” – This means that by 

including an interconnection activity the project will 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/just/topics/just-jacc-eju-ag-2018.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/just/topics/just-jacc-eju-ag-2018.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/just/topics/just-jacc-eju-ag-2018.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/just/topics/just-jacc-eju-ag-2018.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/just/topics/just-jacc-eju-ag-2018.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/just/topics/just-jacc-eju-ag-2018.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/just/topics/just-jacc-eju-ag-2018.html
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be assessed more positively compared to a scenario 

where activities are strictly limited to establishing a 

national system; 

3. “Other projects which support the implementation 

of the e-Justice Strategy 2014-2018[1] and its Action 

Plan will not be excluded.” – As the interconnection 

of the registers of wills is a B priority within the list 

of actions on the e-Justice Action Plan 2014-2018 this 

will be assessed positively, while perhaps not as high 

as the identified top priority items. 

4 The XXX plans to answer at the EU call for 

proposals for Action grants to support 

national or transnational e-Justice projects. 

We begin to fill-in all documentation but we 

have some questions: 

1. We planned to take in charge all the salary 

costs, so we will not asking grant at the 

EC for the staff working on the project. In 

the Part B, I suppose that we have not to 

fill in the section called “estimated human 

effort required for this work package”. 

Am I right?  

2. The article 15.7 of the Mono-beneficiary 

model grant agreement states that the 

report should be provided in the language 

of the agreement. As you know, or not, the 

main language of the XXX is French. Is 

that possible to sign an Agreement in 

French with the EC?  

3. The article 19.1 of the same model 

agreement refers to the pre-existing rights 

of intellectual and industrial property. It 

states that the beneficiary must, before 

starting the action, submit the list of pre-

existing right to the Commission. At 

which stage should we send you this list? 

Which information should be in the list?  

1. In case staff costs are not charged to the project, 

the fields human effort do not need to be filled in. 

Section 1.8 The partnership and the core project 

team of Part B to the Application form should 

nevertheless be filled in. We take your attention to 

the fact that the management of the project may 

not be subcontracted (Article 2.51 of the 

Agreement).  
 

 

 

 

2. Agreements are signed in English. 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. As per Article 19.1 of the model agreement, a list 

of all the pre-existing rights of intellectual and 

industrial property shall be communicated to the 

Commission prior to the start of the action. The 

starting date of the action is fixed in article 3 of 

the Agreement. Nevertheless, it might be useful to 

provide in advance the relevant information on 

pre-existing rights of intellectual and industrial 

property under section 1.6 – Methodology of Part 

B to the Application form. You should also ensure 

that pre-existing rights of intellectual and 

industrial property do not conflict with the rights 

of the Commission to use beneficiary’s materials, 

documents or information set out in article 22.2.1 

of the agreement. 

5 The YYY is currently preparing a proposal for the 

E-justice project.  At the end of Part B, there is a 

section 3.2 related to the grants or contracts 

awarded to the applicant in the last 4 years. 

Given that no Specific Grant Agreement has been 

concluded in the context of the (conditional) framework 

partnership, no funds have been awarded to YYY. 

Therefore, there is no relevant project to fill in within the 
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The YYY obtained an operating grant  for 2015-

2017 period under conditions (to make some 

arrangements related to the salary costs and so 

on). The YYY does not make the arrangements 

and decide not to claim the amount awarded. 

Should we list this grant in the section 3.2 of the 

Part B of the e-Justice proposal?   

Part B section 3.2 table of the e-Justice proposal you 

prepare (this section is relevant to already awarded grants). 

6 To cover the 20 % which the EU will not cover, 

we could think of sponsorship by businesses, law 

firms and mediation centers or associations. Is this 

acceptable? What kind of acknowledgement can 

we offer to the sponsors. Could they be 

acknowledged on the website? 

Regarding: 

a)      20% beneficiaries co-financing coming 

(mainly/partly?) from sponsorship 

In RAP Article 183 Co-financing principle (Article 

125(3) of the Financial Regulation), the following 

is mentioned "… Co-financing may take the form 

of the beneficiary’s own resources, income gener-

ated by the action or work programme or financial 

or in-kind contributions from third parties. …" 

So 'financial contribution from a third party' is 

allowed. 

 

b)      Sponsors acknowledgement in the projects website 

There is no restriction in acknowledging a 

sponsorship of another organization; these third 

parties (funding the project) can be mentioned on 

the project website. In this context, article 22.1.2 

of the grant agreement mentions the following: 

“When displayed in association with another logo, 

the EU emblem must have appropriate 

prominence.” So this has to be respected by the 

applicant (once awarded). 

7 We are drafting an application in the topic titled 

"Action grants to support national or transnational 

e-Justice projects". 

 

One part of our application would focus on how 

we would like to achieve a full EU coverage 

concerning the „Find a lawyer” and „Find a 

notary” search engines. Regarding this we would 

like to ask the following questions from you. 

 

Is the integration of the new countries going to be 

a complementation of an existing web 

framework or can it be an independent application 

solution? 

In case of: 

 If the purpose to have an integrated 

solution 

o Can we have a High Level Design 

of the current existing architecture 

and application? 

o Details about the used 

technology? 

The extension of scope of the “Find a lawyer” and “Find a 

notary” search engines relates to extending the coverage of 

the existing services already operational on the European 

e-Justice Portal: 

 

https://e-justice.europa.eu/content_find_a_lawyer-334-

en.do 

https://e-justice.europa.eu/content_find_a_notary-335-

en.do 

 

These services operate in a decentralised fashion, and have 

been established in collaboration with: 

 

For FAL: The CCBE and the individual bar associations 

and law societies; 

For FAN: The CNUE and, in the case of notaries public, 

some of the individual national notariats. 

 

One key element in this regard is that the services need to 

provide information originating from bodies which are 

competent for the provision of the data and/or can ensure 

the accuracy and the up-to-date nature of the data.  

https://e-justice.europa.eu/content_find_a_lawyer-334-en.do
https://e-justice.europa.eu/content_find_a_lawyer-334-en.do
https://e-justice.europa.eu/content_find_a_notary-335-en.do
https://e-justice.europa.eu/content_find_a_notary-335-en.do
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 If an independent solution can be a viable 

option as well can we have a feedback 

o on the infrastructure requirement? 

o hardware, environment and 

application limitations? 

o Availability (SLA)? 

o Operation requirements? 

  

Shall our application address the issue of support 

requirements? In other words shall we plan budget 

for supporting the developed IT solution after the 

Project is implemented or after Project 

implementation and delivery of the IT solution the 

support activities will be carried out by the 

Commission’s IT department? 

Note that for FAN the service may already covers your 

country (information provided by the CNUE and by your 

country's Chamber Of Civil Law notaries), and for FAL 

possibly there is ongoing work carried out by your 

country's Bar towards the provision of information on all 

lawyers from your country. In this context, you may want 

to coordinate your planned actions with these 

organisations 

 

Against this background you are invited to evaluate the 

added value of your proposal and formulate it in such a 

way as to avoid duplication of work and clearly justifying 

the added value. 

 

With respect to your technical questions: 

(1)    Please, find attached the latest integration technical 

documentation for the FAL and FAN services 

respectively; 

FANFAL-DEV-FAL_De
veloper Guide_v1.06.1.docx

FANFAL-DEV-FAN_D
eveloper Guide_v1.03 (SOAP).docx

 
(2)    In terms of architecture the FAL and FAN services 

are completely decentralised – information is provided via 

the e-Justice Portal which communicates with the national 

databases (or replicas thereof) via secure SOAP web 

services in realtime; 

(3)    The architecture of these national databases is 

entirely up to the data providers – they need to ensure a 

high level of uptime (preferably >=99% annum) and query 

response time <=3 seconds (network latencies excluded). 

The services are maintained on “best effort” basis - there’s 

no formal SLA at present; 

(4)    Following the conclusion of a possible EU co-

financing grant agreement, the beneficiary would have to 

ensure the long-term sustainability of the national 

infrastructure at its own cost– this is one of the elements 

which needs to be elaborated under the sustainability 

section of the project proposal form. All costs related to 

tasks and activities related to the e-Justice Portal are borne 

by the Commission. 

 

 

 


