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Nr Question Answer provided 

1 My question concerns the call „Capacity-

building in the area of rights of the child“.  

If I understand it correctly the 

mechanisms and frameworks for „children 

in alternative care, to support their ageing 

out of/leaving care“, will target these 

„children“ when they are legally of age, 

hence they are then adults (which is the 

reason why they leave the institutions of 

alternative care). Is there however an age 

limit, up to which the „children“, who are 

now young adults and not considered 

children anymore, can benefit from these 

mechanisms and frameworks? 

This call is about preparations for leaving care for 

children (up to 18) in care, and it does not mention 

the fact that leaving care arrangements should 

extend beyond 18.  It is about capacity building for 

professionals to set the systems in place. As stated 

in the call (under expected results) preparations for 

leaving care must start very early on, in fact 

elements should be incorporated from the beginning 

of a child's placement. The preparations for leaving 

care must be addressed while a child is in care and 

therefore prepare for aftercare. 

2 I have been unable to find some specific 

information within the guidelines, working 

program 2017 and MGA documents 

relating to the call for proposal ID REC-

RCHI-PROF-AG-2017, entitled “Capacity-

building in the area of rights of the child”. 

 

Given the context in which our 

organisation operates within Greece at the 

moment, I am looking for further clarity 

on program implementation length 

thresholds, likelihood of MGA activation/ 

program start date (if successful) and 

funding ceiling, as these may affect our 

ability to apply for funding within this call: 

 

- Are you able to clarify the expected, or 

maximum, length of program 

implementation for this action or actions? 

 

- Given evaluation of proposals can take a 

maximum of six months, what is the likely 

and earliest start date of the action and 

activation of the MGA? 

 

- Given the minimum proposal value is 

EUR 75,000, with total budget allocation 

for the call being EUR 4 million, is there a 

singular budget ceiling that organisations 

must adhere to when putting together 

their proposal? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The duration of the projects should not exceed 24 

months. 

 

 

The selected projects should be able to start by 

November/December 2017.   

 

 

 

There is officially no maximum ceiling for projects' 

requested amount of EU contribution, however the 

experience in our programme shows that usually 

projects request between 150,000 and 800,000 

EUR.  You may consult the results of the last similar 

call (of 2015) at: 
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants1/calls/2015_action_grants/

just_2015_rchi_ag_prof_en.htm , see bottom of the 

page :  

SELECTED PROJECTS  

Award decision (316 kB) (377 kB)

http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants1/calls/2015_action_grants/just_2015_rchi_ag_prof_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants1/calls/2015_action_grants/just_2015_rchi_ag_prof_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants1/files/2015_action_grants/2015_rchi_ag_prof/award_decision-just-2015-rchi-ag-prof.pdf
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  (updated 2nd August 2016) 

Summaries of awarded projects (259 kB) 

(updated 6th February 2017)  

 

3 We note with interest the Capacity-

building in the area of rights of the child 

(REC-RCHI-PROF-AG-2017) call that was 

issued at the end of last month. Please can 

you clarify if the work itself has to take 

place in Europe or if the work can be 

undertaken in developing countries (such 

as countries in Africa) as long as the 

partners are from EU member states? 

 

In order for the project costs to be eligible, the 

related activities have to take place in eligible 

countries (EU Member States and Iceland). 

4 I am writing to ask you some information 

about the call REC-RCHI-PROF-AG-2017. 

  

1) The call is not intended to cover 

operational or running costs; I’d like to ask 

if they can be covered by a co-financing. 

In fact such costs can be covered by indirect costs 

limited to 7% of the total eligible direct costs 

(category F of the budget). Please see page 60 of 

the guide for applicants for more details: 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_p

rog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants-17_en.pdf   

 

5 (follow-up to question 4) I’d like to specify 

better my first request: can you please 

indicate me  

- if the co-financing can be about 

structured and unstructured personnel 

- if the unstructured personnel is included 

in the operational/running costs 

In principle yes, if you mean personnel costs, which 

are considered as direct costs (category A). 

6 With regard to the call for proposal on 

capacity building in the area of the rights 

of the child opened last 30th March, I 

would like to receive some information on 

how to find any partnership requests for 

this specific call.  

 

I am monitoring on a daily basis the 

CORDIS website and refining my search by 

selecting 'proposing a project' in the field 

"what is offered", 'education and training' 

in the field "expertise" and  "REC" in the 

field 'call for proposal'.  

Is that correct? Do you have any other 

suggestions? 

I do not know the Cordis database but from your 

description I believe your search criteria are correct. 

 

On our side, we do not have a dedicated to our 

programme partners search database but you can 

consult our database of completed projects in the 

area of violence against women and children: 
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants/results/daphne-toolkit/  
 

You may also consult the results of the last similar 

call (of 2015) at: 
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants1/calls/2015_action_grants/

just_2015_rchi_ag_prof_en.htm , see bottom of the 

page :  

SELECTED PROJECTS  

Award decision (316 kB) (377 kB)  

Summaries of awarded projects (259 kB)  

 

http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants1/files/2015_action_grants/2015_rchi_ag_prof/summaries_awarded_projects.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants-17_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants-17_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants/results/daphne-toolkit/
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants1/calls/2015_action_grants/just_2015_rchi_ag_prof_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants1/calls/2015_action_grants/just_2015_rchi_ag_prof_en.htm
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants1/files/2015_action_grants/2015_rchi_ag_prof/award_decision-just-2015-rchi-ag-prof.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/grants1/files/2015_action_grants/2015_rchi_ag_prof/summaries_awarded_projects.pdf
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7 Regarding the call in object, I read the 

"eligibility of the application" (b) the 

application must involve at least two 

organitations, and I don't understand if 

the two subjects must be from different 

countries, or not. Or if it'd better or it's the 

same. 

 

I'm sorry for the simple question but it's 

my first European application so I wouldn't 

start to apply just to discover this big 

difference to the end of the project work. 

As specified in the text of the call and under point 

2.3 Eligibility of the application (under Topic 

conditions and documents) 

 

(a) The projects can be either national or 

transnational. 

8 We would like to develop a project to help 

children with a medical condition re-enter 

mainstream school after a long absence 

due to the illness. 

We would like to know if you feel that this 

activity can fall within the "Capacity-

building in the area of rights of the child" 

call REC-RCHI-PROF-AG-2017 and 

therefore it is worth sending a proposal. 

Without prejudice to any decision that may be taken 

by the evaluation committee which is in charge of 

proposals‘ selection after the call’s deadline, we can 

nevertheless inform you that your project idea as 

presented here below in out of scope of this call 

which focuses on support to children ageing out 

of/leaving alternative care. 

9 Concerning the REC-RCHI-PROF-AG-2017 

for which we would like to apply, it is not 

very clear to me whether we can 

concentrate on third-country 

national/migrant children, or we should 

solely concentrate on careleavers. Our 

interest would be on the first category, as 

we have already contacts with local 

organizations hosting migrant minors and 

projects with such a target are much 

needed. 

The priority in this call is preparations for leaving 

care for children, with a focus on integrated 

approaches to leaving care, that take account also 

of the specific situation of children in care (see 

wording on minority groups including third country 

nationals in state care, and children with 

disabilities): 

 

1.1. Priority 

Projects shall support capacity building of 

professionals working for and with children in rights 

of the child and child protection. Project activities 

shall focus on putting in place robust national or 

regional mechanisms to support children ageing out 

of/leaving alternative care and they should 

encompass a strong child participation component 

(in project conception, design and implementation: 

agency, empowerment and resilience of children/the 

child’s right to be heard/children’s involvement in 

reviewing service delivery). 

We meant that projects could include third country 

nationals. 

 

This call also covers third-country 

national/migrant children (including 

unaccompanied children) who are in the care of the 

State.   

 

See text on an integrated approach.  We would not 

consider projects focusing only on third country 

nationals to epitomise an integrated approach.  

 

Projects should seek to address known gaps in 
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policy and in service provision both in preparations 

for leaving care and for aftercare supports such as: 

a stronger focus by corporate and State parents on 

ensuring that children in care have a positive 

experience of education and the monitoring of 

educational outcomes all through alternative care, 

life skills/preparation for (semi)-independent living, 

addressing gaps in the child’s knowledge of their life 

history, therapeutic services, out-of-hours social 

services, housing, education, training and labour 

market integration services, promotion of positive 

sibling relationships and peer support services. 

There should be a very clear focus on inclusive 

services and community involvement that also take 

account also of minority groups, children with 

disabilities and third-country nationals in alternative 

care. For third-country nationals, status 

determination procedures may need to be addressed 

and the child’s status resolved in a timely manner as 

a matter of routine and an integral part of an 

integrated approach. ‘One-stop-shop’ or otherwise 

integrated models of support for careleavers could 

be explored. Social enterprise models and a 

corporate social responsibility focus on alternative 

careleavers could also be usefully explored as part 

of an integrated approach. 

10 (follow-up to question 9) Thank you very 

much for your reply. I still have a doubt 

about the activities that can be 

implemented. Our idea is to develop 

training courses for migrants youth, who 

are about to leave the reception centers, 

so that they can get a vocational 

preparation to be spend in the labour 

market once they leave the centers. 

 

Is this a possible action for the project? 

In fact, we would not consider projects focusing only 

on children in migration as we seek an integrated 

approach.  Nor is it integrated in terms of only 

addressing labour market access, one element only 

of ageing out of care/preparations for careleavers. 

 

11 While reading the call and receiving 

information from different sides we got to 

know that their might be an age limit up 

to 18 years: 

“This call is about preparations for leaving 

care for children (up to 18) in care, and it 

does not mention the fact leaving care 

arrangements should extend beyond 18.  

It is about capacity building for 

professionals to set the systems in place. 

As stated in the call (under expected 

results) preparations for leaving care must 

start very early on, in fact elements should 

be incorporated from the beginning of a 

child's placement. The preparations for 

leaving care must be addressed while a 

child is in care and therefore prepare for 

We are very much aware of the fact that young 

people can and should be able to remain in care and 

benefit from support beyond the age of 18.  

 

As stated in the introduction to the call: 

 

Children in families can generally rely on family 

support over relatively long periods as they move, 

often in a non-linear manner, into young adulthood. 

‘Corporate’ or ‘State’ parents should have 

commensurate support mechanisms in place for 

children in care. 

 

However, this funding is based on the rights of the 

child (i.e. up to the age of 18) and is focused on 

preparations for children leaving care, which should 

start well before a child ages out, basically when a 
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aftercare.” 

 

We were really wondering why young 

“care-leavers” over 18 should be excluded! 

If your recent call is only meant to be for 

“care-leavers”, which leave youth welfare 

service in the age of 18 or even before, it 

means for us that we cannot apply for this 

call. 

Our work does not include these types of 

“care-leavers”: They leave us to stay in 

communal accommodation, to move into 

another organization or to stay with 

relatives or in a foster family or sometimes 

they disappear at all. 

 

Young adults that have reached the age of 

18 can remain under our care within the 

framework of youth welfare at their own 

request up to a maximum age of 21. 

 

According to the German Social, there is a 

legal right to remain under the care of 

youth welfare services up to the age of 21 

and furthermore it can be extended up to 

the age of 27. 

Even if we already prepare our young 

refugees for their adulthood and self-

reliance before they reach the age of 18 

we notice a specific need for further care 

within youth welfare service. 

We are not aware how the youth welfare 

service is organized in other European 

countries. Did you set the age limit 

because youth welfare service in other 

European countries that Germany is 

limited until the age of 18? Is Germany in 

a special position because it offers three 

age limits for possible “care-leavers” (18, 

21 and/or 27)? 

 

We would like to know whether our 

German system for youth welfare service 

(up to 21 years or 27 years) could be a 

model for other European countries and if 

this could be a way to apply for this call? 

child goes into care.  It is not so much about the 

age limit of support care beyond 18, but the 

preparations that take place for children (up to 18) 

who are in care with regard to their future leaving 

care, as described in this paragraph here below 

among others.   

 

"Projects should seek to address known gaps in 

policy and in service provision both in preparations 

for leaving care and for aftercare supports such as: 

a stronger focus by corporate and State parents on 

ensuring that children in care have a positive 

experience of education and the monitoring of 

educational outcomes all through alternative care, 

life skills/preparation for (semi)-independent living, 

addressing gaps in the child’s knowledge of their life 

history, therapeutic services, out-of-hours social 

services, housing, education, training and labour 

market integration services, promotion of positive 

sibling relationships and peer support services. 

There should be a very clear focus on inclusive 

services and community involvement that also take 

account also of minority groups, children with 

disabilities and third-country nationals in alternative 

care. For third-country nationals, status 

determination procedures may need to be addressed 

and the child’s status resolved in a timely manner as 

a matter of routine and an integral part of an 

integrated approach. ‘One-stop-shop’ or otherwise 

integrated models of support for careleavers could 

be explored. Social enterprise models and a 

corporate social responsibility focus on alternative 

careleavers could also be usefully explored as part 

of an integrated approach." 

12 At our institution we have a researcher 

interested in Call REC-RCHI-PROF-AG-

2017. 

His main working focus is laid on inclusion 

/ children with special needs. 

Does this call address this theme or is this 

a too strong constriction? 

The priority of this call is preparations for leaving 

care for children, with a focus on integrated 

approaches to leaving care, that take account also 

of the specific situation of children in care (see 

wording on minority groups including third country 

nationals in state care, and children with 

disabilities). 

 

In line with the integrated approach of this call, we 
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would not consider projects focusing only on 

children with disabilities and/or special needs to 

epitomise an integrated approach.  

13 With reference to  "Capacity-building in 

the area of rights of the child, REC-RCHI-

PROF-AG-2017", published  30 March 

2017 with Deadline 29 June 2017, we 

would like to know:  

 

1. If a city administration, a public body 

constituted by an agglomeration of several 

municipalities, can apply for funding  

 

2. If the city must have a partner  

 

 

 

 

3. If you already have an Italian 

translation of the guide or of other 

documents required to submit our 

application (I mean in Italian: Guide for 

applicants, Standard proposal template, 

Detailed budget template to facilitate the 

planning of your project, Model grant 

agreement for mono-beneficiary grants, 

Model grant agreement for multi-

beneficiary grants, Legal basis indicators).  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Yes, a city administration will be eligible to apply 

under this call 

 

 

2. Yes, as stated under the eligibility criteria point 

2.3 (b) The application must involve at least two 

organisations (applicant and partner).  (under Topic 

conditions and documents) 

 

3. Please note that for time and cost efficiency 

reasons our calls and related documents are 

published in English only and we do not provide 

translation. However, we are available to answer 

any questions you may have in Italian if this will be 

helpful to you. 

14 We have some doubts regarding the call of 

proposal: Capacity-building in the area of 

rights of the child - REC-RCHI-PROF-AG-

2017 

 

Concretely we have 2 questions regarding 

this call, and specifically focused in the 

main target group of the call: 

 

1. According to the information provided 

we can understand that the main direct 

beneficiaries should be Children that had a 

previous state or public administration 

care and the proposal should provide 

alternative care for those individuals. Is 

that correct? 

 

 

2. We would like to know if it is possible to 

apply within a proposal that would 

empower and train diverse stakeholders 

that directly attend children, in the 

prevention and attention of Bullying cases, 

independently if those children had or not 

previous state or public administration 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Please read carefully the text of the call and 

consult the quoted bibliography at: 

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

ktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rchi-prof-ag-

2017.html. The objective of the call is to prepare 

children in state care for leaving it, for becoming 

autonomous once they reach the age of 18. It is not 

about providing alternative care for them.  

 

2. Without prejudice to any decisions that can be 

taken by the evaluation committee, responsible for 

reviewing the applications after the call’s deadline, 

we can already inform you that your proposed 

project idea related to bullying is not within the 

scope of the call. 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rchi-prof-ag-2017.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rchi-prof-ag-2017.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rchi-prof-ag-2017.html
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care. Is that possible? 

15 Concerning the recent call for proposal 

REC-RCHI-PROF-AG-2017. 

 

I would appreciate if you could inform me 

when successful applicants should start to 

undertake project activities, will this be in 

the first quarter of 2018? 

Yes, I think this is indeed a correct estimation.  

The evaluation process usually takes between 4 and 

5 months, and the grant agreement preparation and 

signature up to 3 months. 

16 We are currently in contact with several 

European organizations to write a project 

proposal to submit in the call Capacity-

building in the area of rights of the child 

(deadline 29 June). We would participate 

in the project as partners.  

 

I am contacting you regarding a specific 

query that concerns our organization and 

that we would like to have clear with you 

before applying to the proposal. Let me 

explain:   

 

Context of our query: 

In 2000 it was decided to transform our 

non profit association in a foundation. We 

decided to create or participate in other 

foundations and / or associations in order 

to diversify fields of action and redistribute 

goals. Hence, to carry out our activities, 

we are structured into various areas that 

are conceptualized as 7 foundations. All of 

these 7 organizations have their own VAT 

numbers but are controlled by our 

Foundation. Therefore we form a group of 

companies and hold direct or indirect 

control of the other entities. 

 

Our query: 

Based on the legal information about our 

organization provided above we would like 

to confirm with you the following: If our 

Foundation applies to be partner in a REC 

project, based on the framework that the 

different 7 foundations mentioned form 

legally a group of entities and that our 

Foundation holds shares of the other 

foundations, can staff from the other 

foundations participate in the REC project 

even though the only partner appearing in 

the proposal would be our Foundation?  (in 

other words, can we justify the staff from 

the other organizations as part of our 

foundation and there will be no problem to 

justify staff cost?) 

As stated in our guide for applicants 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/o

ther_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants-

17_en.pdf  page 12 (Note), Under the REC and 

Justice programmes, entities affiliated to a 

beneficiary are not considered as project 

participants and their costs are not eligible.  

 

If therefore the status of the 7 organisations falls 

under the definition of “affiliated entities”, the 

answer would be no, their costs would not be 

eligible if they are not partners to the project. 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants-17_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants-17_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants-17_en.pdf
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17 I have some questions related to the call 

REC-RCHI-PROF-AG-2017, Capacity-

building in the area of rights of the child. 

In the guide for applicants is written: 

 

Projects through which the beneficiaries 

use the budget of the project to award 

grants to other organisations under their 

own procedures and authority (Financial 

support to third parties) cannot be 

financed under the Justice and the REC 

programmes. (P.14): I want to ask your 

advice on this. The partners of our project 

are national/regional and local 

governments.  We have conceived the 

project now as follows: these governments 

will choose a pilot partner (private 

organisations), that are already 

subventioned by these governments to 

deliver services in youth care. In the 

pilots, these private organisations will test 

and implement the methods, toolboxes 

and training packages that are developed 

during the project. We were not planning 

to bring the pilot organisations into the 

project as partner. Can we however 

reimburse them for the costs they will 

have to learn a new methodology, take 

part in trainings, administrative costs, … 

and if yes, how can we do this correctly: 

via subcontracting/grant, via a cost 

reimbursement, … 

As indeed financial support to third parties (the so-

called cascading grants) is not allowed under the 

REC programme, you can consider using sub-

contracting to cover the costs mentioned. From the 

description you give it seems to me that it would be 

more appropriate than just a simple cost 

reimbursement (which would apply for example to 

external participants of a workshop) as these 

organisations will have a role in the project 

implementation. 

18 I didn’t find in the project guidelines 

information on mandate letters of the 

partners. Is it correct that the only 

signature we need upon submission is of 

the coordinator? 

Indeed, in the new system (Participant Portal 

submission), no partner declarations are needed 

anymore. The applicant has to make a declaration 

on honour that he has agreement form the partners. 

If their PIC (Participant identification Code) is in 

validated status, the partners are normally alerted if 

they are included in a proposal. 

 

19 We would like to apply to the Call in object 

and we have two questions: 

 

1. Is there a maximum limitation to the 

number of public authorities that may 

support the project in each partner 

country (Annex 5) ? 

 

2. Can we involve as supporting bodies 

(Annex 5 again), organizations that are 

very well connected to the project topic 

although they are not public auithorities? 

We would of course explain why their 

involvement makes much sense to the 

Yes, you can provide several support letters for one 

Member State and include letters from other bodies 

as well, if you wish.   

 

Please only note that for the submission purposes all 

documents need to be merged into one pdf file. 
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project aims. 

20 I'm writing to ask you to clarify the 

following statement on the REC-RCHI-

PROF-AG-2017 call (Capacity-building in 

the area of the rights of the child): 

 

At least one public authority from each 

participating country must either be 

involved in the project (as applicant or co-

applicant) or by providing substantial 

support, e.g. Ministries and/or agencies 

responsible for children (e.g. child 

protection agencies and services), 

Ministries for children, child protection, 

social services, social protection, labour 

market integration, education, health and 

mental health services, social affairs, 

justice, children's ombudspersons and/or 

national human rights institutes for 

children, responsible regional authorities, 

etc) 

 

More in detail, I'd like to know if 

universities are considered as a public 

authority, given that their focus is aligned 

to that of the call and that they are 

consistent with the project proposal. 

No, universities are not considered public authorities 

for the purposes of this call. 

21 Good morning. My organization is applying 

for the REC-AG REC Action Grant Capacity 

Building in the area of rights of the child. 

  

My question concerns the local authority 

participation: should they also sign a 

mandate letter with the Applicant? Even if 

they are form the same city/country? 

Yes, if the local authority is not partner to the 

proposal, they would need to provide a support 

letter (Annex 5) even if they are from the same city 

as the applicant. 

 

I encourage you to already enter the submission 

system to familiarise yourself and download the 

editable version of Part B templates (Part B project 

description and Annex 3 indicators). 

22 What do you mean by "evidence base" in 

section: Monitoring and evaluation? - does 

the monitoring process have to be by an 

evidence-base methodology or the project 

has to be an evidence-base project (for 

example blueprint)? 

This is related to monitoring and evaluation 

methodology of the proposal and is linked to the 

behavioural approach.  More details are available in 

the JRC document referenced on the call’s page.   

23 I’m writing you to receive further 

information about how to justify some 

costs in a proposal we are preparing (REC-

RCHI-PROF-AG-2017 topic). 

  

In our design, there will be a core team 

(partners) and a second ring of partners 

(associated partners). This second ring will 

be composed of both public bodies 

(supporting the project and being part of it 

via and Advisory Board: regional 

Regarding the public bodies participants, their 

experts’ travel and subsistence costs can be 

covered/reimbursed by the applicant, in order to be 

considered eligible. 

 

However, regarding staff costs of NGOs, the 

concerned organisations would need to become 

partners to the proposal or subcontracted entities 

(in case indeed they are able to present an invoice 

for their staff costs). 
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governments, city councils, etc) and 

National and International Federations of 

children NGOs (to participate in the mutual 

learning visits, conferences, etc). 

  

We have two doubts on how to justify (and 

distribute) the costs of travels and 

subsistence of both kind of associated 

partners: 

  

• In the case of public bodies (they are 

intended to come to visits, conferences 

and meetings) how should we justify their 

travel and subsistence costs? May the 

leading partner estimate a cost and justify 

the costs via the hotel/flight invoices 

addressed to the designed technicians of 

these public bodies? 

 

• In the case of the Federation of NGOs, 

the Federation has no own staff and the 

social workers/social educators coming to 

visits, meetings and conferences would be 

technicians from the NGO members of the 

federation. But they are employees of 

their NGO, not from the Federation (no 

contract or legal relationship). How can we 

justify their cost? Via a letter of the 

Federation stablishing that “that person 

from that NGO member of the Federation” 

is the one designed to join that visit due to 

technical reasons? And therefore use the 

invoices of those people? 

24 In the standard template for question 1.11 

Evaluation of the project activities you are 

referring to a participation evaluation 

questionnaire that will be provided by the 

Commission. Can we already have this 

questionnaire in this stage so we can 

make reference already to the indicators 

or is this in the stage of acceptance of the 

proposal? 

This document will be made available at a later 

stage (it will be needed after the signature of the 

grant agreement and start of the project, if the 

application is successful). 

25 I was wondering if public authorities can 

participate as associated partners (in such 

case, no costs associated thus no financial 

contribution from EU) or need to be 

applicant or co-applicant (meaning that 

some costs of the budget are associated 

with them and they are entitled to receive 

the EU financial contribution). 

They can be both “associated partners” or partners, 

depending on their interest and your project design. 

In case they are associated partners, they would 

need to provide a support letter (Annex 5). In case 

they are applicant or co-applicant (partner), no 

support letter will be necessary. 

26 I would like to kindly ask you about some 

clarifications concerning the call for 

proposals named “Capacity-building in the 
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area of rights of the child”- REC-RCHI-

PROF-AG-2017. More particularly: 

 

a) Is there any conflict in an organization's 

submitting a project proposal as a leader/ 

applicant (e.g. for a national project) and 

simultaneously participating as a co-

applicant/partner in another partner 

scheme for another proposal under the 

same call (e.g. a transnational project)?  

 

 

 

 

 

 

b) Are international organizations (such as 

UNHCR, UNICEF) eligible in participating in 

a scheme for a project proposal? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

c) Although the call is for child protection 

can we also focus on young 

adults/careleavers, proposing and 

implementing for instance, a pilot project 

for their better integration and protection? 

 

 

 

a) No, please see note on page 16-17 of the guide 

for applicants: Note: The applicant may submit 

more than one application under each topic and may 

be awarded more than one grant under each topic. 

An organisation may participate as applicant or 

partner in several applications. However only one 

application will be accepted and evaluated for any 

given project. In case there are several applications 

for the same project, the applicant will be asked to 

clarify which application shall be evaluated. An 

action may receive only one grant from the EU 

budget. 

 

b) Yes, as stated in the eligibly criteria: Applicants 

and co-applicants 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.  

 

 

c) We are very much aware of the fact that young 

people can and should be able to remain in care and 

benefit from support beyond the age of 18.  

 

As stated in the introduction to the call: Children in 

families can generally rely on family support over 

relatively long periods as they move, often in a non-

linear manner, into young adulthood. ‘Corporate’ or 

‘State’ parents should have commensurate support 

mechanisms in place for children in care.  

 

However, this funding is based on the rights of the 

child (i.e. up to the age of 18) and is focused on 

preparations for children leaving care, which should 

start well before a child ages out, basically when a 

child goes into care.  It is not so much about the 

age limit of support care beyond 18, but the 

preparations that take place for children (up to 18) 

who are in care with regard to their future leaving 

care, as described in this paragraph here below 

among others.   

27 Can a national project have an 

international partner? 

 

 

Yes, according to the eligibility criteria, Applicants 

and co-applicants must be public entities or private 

organisations, duly established in one of the 

countries participating in the Programme, or 

international organisations. 

 

and 
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2.3 Eligibility of the application 

 

(a) The projects can be either national or 

transnational.   

28 Can a private company, for profit, be a 

partner? 

Yes, as long as the partnership is composed of non-

profit and for profit entities, as stated in the 

eligibility criteria: Organisations which are profit-

oriented must submit applications in partnership 

with public entities or private non-profit 

organisations. 

29 We are preparing a submission proposal 

for the REC-RCHI-PROF-AG-2017 but it is 

not very clear if we should provide in the 

annex the Annual Activity Report for the 

last available year, as we are a private 

university.  If it is so, is there a format in 

order to fill it? 

For the purposes of this call, we do not distinguish 

among private and public universities. Therefore, 

the requirement to submit Annex 2 annual activity 

report would not apply to you. However, you can 

submit it if you wish (N.B. there is no template to fill 

in). 

30 I have a question related to a new 

category in the budget, namely A2. In the 

guide for applicants I can’t seem to find a 

detailed definition of A2 and what is the 

difference between A2 and C. 

For example, in our project we hire 

trainers on a consultancy basis 

(consultancy contract) in the different 

partner countries to participate in a 

Training of Trainers and then conduct a 

certain number of trainings at national 

level. All in all they are contracted for like 

40 days of work on the project. They are 

not employees of any co-beneficiary but 

free lancers. Would this be A2 or C? 

Your question refers to the following document 

published on the topic’s page : Detailed budget 

template to facilitate the planning of your project  
 

First of all, please note that this document is only 

provided to you as indicative to help you with 

preparation of your budget. For the submission 

purposes you will need to fill in the budget in Part A 

and a breakdown per Work package in Part B 

(please see the document directly in the submission 

system if not done yet).   

 

In relation to your question, from the information 

you provide, the involvement of trainers via a 

consultancy would rather fall under C sub-

contracting as they will be external to the 

consortium but still be really involved in carrying out 

of project activities. Otherwise, if they are individual 

experts hired for rather short-term, the related 

costs could maybe also be put under E other costs 

as “implementation contracts”. 

 

Please see extract form the guide for applicants 

(pages 46-47) :  

1.5.2.   Other direct costs - category E of the 

estimated budget 

These are the costs of procuring  ordinary services, goods or 

equipment needed to implement the project (e.g. 

dissemination of information, evaluation, audits, 

translations, reproduction, purchase of tickets, renting of 

rooms and accommodation, purchase of consumables and 

supplies, website development, etc.).  

Such "implementation contracts" have to comply with the 

provisions specified above under section 1.5.1. No 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-budget-tpl_en.xls
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-budget-tpl_en.xls
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additional conditions need to be complied with [these 

contracts do not, contrary to subcontracting (category C, see 

below), imply any externalisation of the project activities 

described in the proposal and they do not count towards the 

limit on subcontracting specified in the call for proposals].   

1.5.3.   Direct costs of subcontracting - category C of 

the estimated budget 

These are costs related to  procurement contracts which 

cover the execution by a third party of tasks forming part of 

the action as described in Annex I of the grant agreement 

(contrary to implementation contracts described above). 

Beneficiaries may subcontract such tasks provided that, in 

addition to the conditions specified above under section 

1.5.1, the following conditions are complied with: 

• subcontracting only covers the implementation of a 

limited part of the action; 

• it is not acceptable for any of the Beneficiaries to 

subcontract all or a majority of the project activities, as 

this distorts both the concepts of the partnership and of 

the ownership of the project. The 

Beneficiary/Coordinator may not subcontract the 

management and general administration of the project 

and the Co-beneficiaries may not subcontract all or 

most of the activities for which they are responsible. 

Additional limitation to the subcontracting allowed for 

projects (e.g. the amount allocated to subcontracting 

cannot exceed X% of the total eligible costs of the 

project) may be specified in calls for proposals, in the 

section on financial provisions. 

• recourse to subcontracting is justified having regard to 

the nature of the action and what is necessary for its 

implementation; 

At the time of application the Applicant is requested to 

specify in Annex B to the Application Form the tasks 

that will be subcontracted and to duly explain the 

added-value of such subcontracting and the reasons for 

the lack of the relevant expertise within the Partnership. 

• the estimated costs of the subcontracting are clearly 

identifiable in the estimated budget; 

• after the grant is awarded, any recourse to 

subcontracting which is not described in the Applicant's 

proposal and is not included in Annex I of the Grant 

Agreement, must be communicated by the Coordinator 

and approved by the Commission in accordance with 

the provisions of the Grant Agreement. 
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31 As we would like to apply for the REC-Call 

concerning 'capacity-building in the area of 

rights of the child', me and my colleague 

are now deciding on several partnership 

options. Regarding this, we have two 

questions of which we hope you might be 

able to clarify:  

 

• In the compilation of previous selected 

projects, we noticed most of these have 

(multiple) transnational partnerships. 

Would the choice between a national or 

transnational partnership affect the 

acceptance rate of the proposal?  

 

• Is it allowed to create a partnership for 

this project with an organisation we 

already have a partnership with (obviously 

in other areas or at a low-level intensity)? 

In the present call indeed national projects are also 

eligible. According to the guide for applicants (page 

38), the EU added value is one of the award criteria 

that will be used to assess your project: 

(c) European added value of the project (15 points): 

The European added value of the project shall be 

assessed in the light of criteria such as its contribution 

to the consistent and coherent implementation of 

Union law and policies and to wide public awareness 

about the rights deriving from it, its potential to 

develop mutual trust among Member States and to 

improve cross-border cooperation, its transnational 

impact, its contribution to the elaboration and 

dissemination of best practices or its potential to 

create practical tools and solutions that address cross-

border or Union-wide challenges. 

Where national projects are eligible, projects which 

have a transnational impact will be more favourable 

assessed than projects whose scope is purely limited 

to one Member State. 

One also need to take into account the fact that in 

most of our previous calls for proposals for action 

grants in the area of children’s’ rights, national 

project were not eligible, so it is normal not to see 

them among those awarded.  

 

Regarding your second question, yes, we do not see 

any obstacles to create such a partnership, 

mentioned by you. 

 

32 1Reading your FAQ document, I read that 

if we intend to involve other organizations 

for limited actions, for example for training 

scopes, we can include them as 

subcontractor. Correct? 

Yes, your understanding is correct. If external to the 

consortium organisations are responsible for real 

project tasks, then you would need to qualify them 

as subcontractors (budget category C), rather than 

implementation contracts (category E). 

33 The first activity of our project proposal we 

are including a brief investigation phase 

aimed at looking for and share best 

practices. At the end of this activity, 

specific best practices will be selected and 

legal representatives of such best 

practices will be invited in 

seminars/workshop as well as trainer 

during the training session. But, now I 

don’t know the name of these best 

practices, so I can’t include them neither 

as partner not as subcontracting. How can 

I move to solve this aspect? 

 

It seems that “best practices” is a task or (part) of 

the work package (not a partner), to be first of all 

mentioned in Part B project description. 
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34 As for point 2.3.2. Annex 2 - Annual 

Activity Report for the last available year. I 

would like to know if the document must 

be translated in English. We have a 

version, but in Italian.  

 

No, you do not need to translate this document. 

Your original Italian version will be ok. 

35 As for point 2.3.2. Annex 2 - Annual 

Activity Report for the last available year. 

This Report must include only information 

about the activities, or it must include also 

financial information (such as a brief 

explanation about our financial data)? 

 

This Report only needs to include information about 

the activities.  

36 As for 2.3.4. Annex 4 - Description of child 

protection policy (if applicable, especially 

in the area of the REC programme). We 

are a no-profit organization hosting 

children, the same is for our partners. 

According to our National Law we are not 

obliged to have a written Child Protection 

Policy. For that reasons, we usually do a 

training course to our staff (above all the 

newly arrived) in order to explain how 

report with children. Please, may you 

better explain what we have to put under 

Annex 4? Do you need a written document 

containing the details of our internal child 

policy (maybe signed by our legal 

representatives)? Or giving that we have 

not such document yet (in written form), 

we have to produce a new one respecting 

the standard uploaded on the REC call web 

site? 

 

Please provide a written document containing the 

details of your internal child protection policy. 

According to the wording of the call, the following 

guidance as to the content of this document is 

provided: A child protection policy should include 

standards that cover four broad areas: (1) policy, 

(2) people, (3) procedures, and (4) accountability. 

More information on these areas can be found in 

"Child safeguarding standards and how to 

implement them" issued by Keeping Children Safe 

(see bibliography). The quality of the applicant’s 

child safeguarding/protection policy will be assessed 

under award criterion b) quality. 

 

Keeping Children Safe standards: 

http://ec.europa.eu/justice/fundamental-

rights/files/rights_child/standards_child_protection_

kcsc_en.pdf 

37 As regards the partners, if they haven’t 

any own Charter, could they declare that 

they subscribe, endorse the applicant’s 

Child Policy? 

 

Yes, this would be indeed a suitable option.  

 

38 2.3.5. Annex 5 - Letter from the public 

authority supporting the application (if 

applicable, especially in the area of the 

REC programme). In our project we are 

three different EU countries.  

Our question is: do you need at least one 

Public Authorities from each country 

partners?  

 

Moreover, does it exist a format/template 

of Annex 5 (maybe inside the submission 

platform)? 

 

Yes 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No, we do not have a template 

http://ec.europa.eu/justice/fundamental-rights/files/rights_child/standards_child_protection_kcsc_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/fundamental-rights/files/rights_child/standards_child_protection_kcsc_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/justice/fundamental-rights/files/rights_child/standards_child_protection_kcsc_en.pdf
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39 Finally, as each Partner country intends to 

involve a National Public body, those 

reimbursement costs (for the participation 

to meetings, etc) must be charged to the 

partner where the Public Body belongs to? 

Or these reimbursement costs must be 

totally charged on the 

Applicant/Coordinator (independently from 

the State of origin)? 

 

This will depend which partner will incur these 

respective costs. 

40 We would like to know if there is any limit 

in the number of characters in the 

paragraph "Definition of the problem, 

needs assessment and objectives of the 

project" in the document "Standard 

Proposal Template". 

If indeed no limit for a particular section is 

indicated, there is none, but please keep in mind 

that the total limit for Part B is 30 pages. 

41 We would need two clarifications, related 

to the fact that our organization is a 

network – membership organization. 

Namely: 

 

1. Is it needed that we provide a letter of 

support from the authority? We are 

registered as NGO in Austria. 

 

 

2. Is it needed that we provide Description 

on Child Protection Policy, having in mind 

the fact that we don’t work directly with 

children? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. Yes, you are asked to provide a support letter 

from an Austrian public authority (except if an 

Austrian public authority is already  a partner to the 

project) 

 

2. If indeed within the project activities you will not 

have any direct contact with children, the child 

protection policy (regarding your organisation) does 

not have to be provided.   (however, in case other 

partners have foreseen activities involving direct 

contact with children,  they would need a child 

protection policy). 

 

42 We’re a social cooperative working with 

careleavers children and we want to 

submit a proposal under the open call. 

 

We’ve seen in the past that several Italian 

social cooperative were ineligible. 

So, we’d like to know if we can be the lead 

partner on a project on this topic. 

It seems that the problem in the past was related to 

the somehow ambiguous status of such 

organisations as for profit or non-profit. In our past 

calls only non-profit organisations were eligible to be 

main applicants, for profit ones could be partners. 

Please however note that for our 2017 calls what we 

are looking for is the combination of non and for 

profit organisations, meaning that there needs to be 

at least one non-profit organisation in the 

partnership (could be as partner). Therefore, I 

suggest you make sure that you include such a non-

profit organisation in your partnership.  

 

43 May I Consider my cooperative members 

working in a specific task (paid through bill 

and not included in the permanent or 

temporary staff) as a staff, or I need to 

consider them as subcontract? 

Given their status as you describe, the related costs 

would need to be indeed included under sub-

contracting as they seem external to the consortium 

(their services are invoiced to the applicant 

organisation) but still be involved in carrying out of 

project activities. Otherwise, if they are individual 
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experts used for rather short-term, the related costs 

could maybe also be put under E other costs as 

“implementation contracts”. 

44 In the guide I found this paragraph:  

"The Coordinator receives a mandate from 

all beneficiaries participating in the project 

to act on their behalf. This mandate has 

the form of an "Accession form" signed by 

each beneficiary (these forms should not 

be uploaded at submission stage; they will 

be requested later)." 

 

At what time the mandate-letter will be 

necessary? And is there a template? 

It is Annex 3 to the multi beneficiary grant 

agreement template:  

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/o

ther_eu_prog/common/justice-rec_mga-

multi_en.pdf  

 

It is only needed upon grant agreement signature. 

45 There is a problem with the Standard 

Proposal Template B - at Work Package 2, 

there is no possibility of filling in the Name 

of the WP.  

It may be an error of the template? 

I checked that and indeed, this is an error in our 

template. Our apologies. Please see attached here 

the corrected version.  I will ask the IT team to 

replace the document in the submission system. 

 

But knowing this, as an alternative solution, you can 

insert the name in the objectives of the 

workpackage. 

 

46 We are three no profit organizations (from 

3 different EU countries), all full partners 

of the proposal. According to the call, each 

of us are involving at least one Public 

Authority from each country partner. My 

question is: can Public Authorities involved 

as ASSOCIATE PARTNERS? Or they must 

be involved as FULL PARTNER? 

  

 

 

Public authorities (indeed one per participating 

country) will need to provide support letters for the 

project (Annex 5). They do not need to be partners, 

nor associate partners.  Also, given that since last 

year the actual notion of “associate partner” has 

disappeared from our calls, if you still wish to 

involve organisations in such  way (i.e. without any 

budgeted cost), please mention their involvement in 

Part B.  

 

47 (follow-up to question 39) The last thing 

that in the last e-mail I explained in an 

incorrect way. We would like to organize a 

training session for social workers working 

in centres hosting minors. Questions: 

 

1. this training session must be addressed 

only to social workers belonging to our 

partners (organizations hosting minors)? 

or, the training can also be addressed to 

other social workers no partners of the 

project? 

 

2. we are including a best practices 

exchange activities. But before doing that 

we would like to organize a collection of 

best practices. Once the best practices will 

be finally identified and we would like to 

invite coordinator/manager of the 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1. As a target group (i.e. beneficiaries of the 

project), your training can be addressed to other 

social workers, who will then attend training 

sessions as participants. 

 

 

 

2 .From the description you provide, such costs 

would fit under category B Direct travel & 

subsistence costs. Please see page 52 of the guide 

for applicants for more details:  

 

2.2. Direct travel & subsistence costs (category B) 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/justice-rec_mga-multi_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/justice-rec_mga-multi_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/justice-rec_mga-multi_en.pdf
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organization implementing such best 

practices, where can we put the costs 

related to these persons? to do an 

example, if I want to invite in the 

international workshop a person 

representing an organization that has 

implemented a best practice, where can i 

put these costs? In E? or in 

subcontracting, specifying that we have 

not identified the persons yet? 

 

 

 

3. more probably, there is Public Authority 

(a local office from a country) interested in 

becoming full partner (and no simply 

supporter). Does it allowed? 

 

4. the child policy documents and CVs 

must be in English? or is ok also a version 

in the original partner languages? 

This category covers costs of travel and related 

subsistence allowances. Only costs relating to 

specific and clearly identifiable activities that are 

part of the EU funded project may be considered 

eligible. The costs must relate to persons directly 

involved in or contracted for such activities. Travel 

and subsistence costs must be reasonable and in 

line with the Beneficiary's usual practices on travel 

costs. 

Travel and subsistence costs of participants in 

conferences and seminars should also be included 

under category B. 

 

3. Yes, this allowed.  Note that in case a public 

authority is a full partner to the project, there is no 

need to provide the Annex 5 for this particular 

country.  

 

4. Annexes can be in your national language.  

48 An organization full partner in one project 

proposal under this call can be full partner 

in a second (different) project proposal 

(under the same call)? 

 

 

Yes, according to the note page 16 of the guide for 

applicants: 

 

Note: 

The applicant may submit more than one application 

under each topic and may be awarded more than 

one grant under each topic. An organisation may 

participate as applicant or partner in several 

applications. 

However only one application will be accepted and 

evaluated for any given project. In case there are 

several applications for the same project, the 

applicant will be asked to clarify which application 

shall be evaluated. An action may receive only one 

grant from the EU budget. 

 

49 As to the definition of public authorities: 

"At least one public authority from each 

participating country must either be 

involved in the project (as applicant or co-

applicant) or by providing substantial 

support, e.g. Ministries and/or agencies 

responsible for children (e.g. child 

protection agencies and services), 

Ministries for children, child protection, 

social services, social protection, labour 

market integration, education, health and 

mental health services, social affairs, 

justice, children's ombudspersons and/or 

national human rights institutes for 

children, responsible regional authorities, 

etc).  

Municipalities are eligible authorities? 

Yes, they are, they would fall under regional 

authorities category. 
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50 I'm writing to you in order to clarify some 

aspects of the application to the REC-

RCHI-PROF-AG-2017 call, especially 

regarding the provision and features of the 

detailed budget. 

 

1. The Guide for Applicant (p. 26) states 

that: 

Please note that it is not obligatory to use 

this template when preparing your 

application for funding and that it is NOT 

foreseen for the detailed budget to be 

uploaded in the Electronic Submission 

System (i.e. at the application stage). 

Is it possible to upload it anyway? If so, 

how or where? 

 

 
2. Does the detailed budget (based on the 

template provided) need to indicate staff 

cost unit as hours, days or months? 
             

"Part B - Description of Work Package and 

Activities" asks for staff effort as 

person/months - thus using "months" as a 

unit. However, in the 2.1.2.1 section the 

Guide for Applicant states that: 

 

The calculation of personnel costs for any 

person in category A must be based on the 

hourly rate (= actual annual personnel 

cost divided by the number of annual 

productive hours) and on the time actually 

worked on the grant. 

 

Hence, a discrepancy between Part B and 

the Guide for Applicant arises. What unit 

needs to be taken into consideration 

regarding the staff cost? Does it need to 

be indicated month- or hour-based? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

No, I think it is not a good idea to try to upload this 

detailed budget anyway.  At the application stage it 

is sufficient to fill in the general budget table in Part 

A and the more detailed information in Part B 

related to particular work packages.   The detailed 

budget is for your internal use. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

It is up to you to choose the unit here. 

 

 

 

These different units are linked to the need of a 

particular type of encoding in the grant 

management system SyGMa (by months). It should 

be feasible to express (multiply) staff costs in 

monthly effort in line with Part B (and later SyGMa).  

Here is some guidance: 

 

The Effort assigned to each workpackage must be 

expressed as human effort in person/months and it 

should correspond to the staff costs of each 

organisation. You may follow the example described 

below: 

 

1 year = 220 working days so 1 month = 220/12= 

18,33 days. So 24 days of work for one person 

would be 24/18.33= 1,31 person/months. 

 

To calculate person/months, multiply the percentage 

of your effort associated with the project times the 

number of months of the appointment.  

 

For example: A project implemented over 24 

months involves 4 organizations with the following 

staff: 

• The coordinating organization employs a project 

manager working full time on the project for the 

entire duration (24 months) 

• Each of the remaining 3 beneficiaries employs a 

project manager working ¼ of time on the project 

for the entire duration  

• The coordinating organization also employs a 

financial project manager/accountant working 1/10  

of time on the project 
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• There are five researchers working on the project 

(and included in category A of the budget) each of 

them 1/6 of the time starting after the first 6 

months and continuing for a year (i.e. working in 

months 7-18 of the project duration). 

In the example described above, the calculation of 

the project effort in person-months would be as 

follows: 

• 24 person-months 

• 6 person – months for each of the 3 beneficiaries, 

i.e. 18 person-months 

• 2.4 person-months 

• 2 person- months for each researcher (1/6 x 12 

person-months) times 5 = 10 person months 

 

 

51 I am writing to kindly ask a clarification 

with regard to the PART 3 - Information 

concerning other grants/procurement in 

the description of the proposal 'Part B - 

submission template project description 

and implementation'. 

Are the information required in the tables 

3.1 and 3.2 to be provided only by the 

applicant? Or also the partners/other 

beneficiaries in the project are requested 

to fill in these tables? 

 

Please input there only information relevant to the 

applicant. 

52 I'd like to ask you a clarification regarding 

the Annex 5 - Letter from the public 

authority supporting the application. 

Is there a format that you suggest to 

follow ? 

And can the 'support' be intended only as 

a support to the idea and the objectives of 

the application and not as a financial 

support? 

No, we do not have a template for Annex 5. Yes, 

indeed support is for the idea and objective of the 

proposal, not financial support. 

53 We are in the process of applying for the 

REC-Call concerning 'capacity-building in 

the area of rights of the child'. Now the 

Q&A document published some weeks ago 

just came to our attention. In the answers 

to Q9 and Q10, it becomes clear that 

projects focusing children in migration will 

not be considered, as you seek an 

integrated approach. 

 

We have been interpreting the 'integrated 

approach' in the way that we should 

establish interagency cooperation among 

stakeholders in the field (based on 1.2 

'description of activities' "EU funding is 

intended to provide an opportunity to get 

We specifically included children in migration in the 

text of the call as we are indeed also aware of the 

gaps, but what we were really hoping for was that 

those working for children in migration would team 

up with those working for national/EU children in 

care and submit together – many of the challenges 

are the same.   

 

We welcome national projects but expect them to 

take an integrated approach to careleavers (whether 

this concerns national/EU children or third country 

nationals in state care (whether unaccompanied or 

removed from parental care), or children with 

disabilities, etc.).   There will be a lot of competition 

for funding and if others submit more holistic 

national projects, they may get higher points.   
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the necessary stakeholders to work 

together and establish an integrated 

approach that ensures better outcomes for 

careleavers").  

 

Following on this, our project proposal 

focuses on unaccompanied migrant 

children in our reception facility network, 

in order to prepare them for ageing out of 

state care.  

 

We hope and believe that putting in place 

such a mechanism (which is now non-

existing) would reach and benefit many 

children in this special form of state care. 

 

Now, our question is: would this proposal 

address the priority in the Call, or would it 

really not comply with the directions about 

the target group (as we are focusing solely 

on children in migration)? 

That being said, you are of course still welcome to 

apply for funding for unaccompanied children in 

migration only and take your chances. 

 


