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Nr Question Answer provided 

1 Following the opening of the REC-RPPI-

EVOT-AG-2016 call, I am writing to  

ask you for some clarifications, in 

particular: 

 

1- There is a minimum number of partners 

and/or MSs for a proposal? 

 

2- Which is the rate of funding from the 

EU? 

1. The application can be national (local or regional) 

or transnational and must involve at least two 

eligible organisations (applicant and partner). 

 

2. The maximum EU co-financing rate is 80%. 

2 I am writing concerning the rec-rppi-evot-

ag-2016 call. After reading the scope and 

the objectives of the action, I am not 

certain whether the only alternative that 

should be considered is e-voting or 

whether some other options can also be 

considered. 

Indeed the scope of this call is larger than just e-

voting.  Its aim is to consider a more board range of 

digital tools which can contribute to democratic 

engagement of citizens.   

3 We are interested in participating in the 

opening call REC-RPPI-EVOT-AG-2016 on 

e-voting. Could you point us to 

opportunities finding out more about the 

program? Will there be some kind of 

information day or other public 

presentation.  

 

We do not foresee any information session about 

this call for proposals. However, please feel free to 

contact us with your questions. In reasonable time 

before the call closure we will publish all the 

questions received from interested parties (and 

answers provided by us) on the call page. 

4 Which DG is managing this respective call? DG Justice and Consumers. 

5 I have seen the topic announcement in the 

Participant Portal, but I cannot find more 

detailed and specific information about the 

call and its objectives a part from the 

description published in: 

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

portal/desktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics

/rec-rppi-evot-ag-2016.html  

 

I have consulted the REC work programme 

and Guide for applicants, but I haven't 

found specific reference to this Topic. 

 

I would be very grateful if you could 

provide me with further information about 

it. 

All the information available in relation to this topic 

is currently published on the Participant Portal 

(please click on +More next to the sub-titles). This 

is a pilot project, linked to the REC programme, with 

is a separate financing decision establishing it (a 

Commission document where, however, even less 

information about the content of the call for 

proposals is provided). However, please feel free to 

ask us any specific questions you may have. 

6 I was wondering if you could let me know 

which department Under the DG of Justice 

is putting forth this call? There is interest 

within the department I work for in 

participating, but we hoped to have a few 

questions answered about what exactly is 

expected in terms of practical 

implementation for the call? I have not 

Thank you for your interest.  Please feel free to ask 

your questions using this functional mailbox. We are 

DG Justice and Consumers programme management 

unit and we work with cooperation with our 

colleagues from the relevant policy unit, and we can 

consult them on more specific issues.   Please note 

however that because of equal treatment reasons 

we are not in position to provide opinions or 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rppi-evot-ag-2016.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rppi-evot-ag-2016.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rppi-evot-ag-2016.html
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been able to find any other contact 

information besides this email. 

judgments on the content of draft proposals (before 

the calls closing deadline) intended to be submitted. 

This work is to be performed by the specifically 

appointed evaluation committee which may be 

assisted by external experts. 

7 We are interested in submitting a proposal 

for the action grant on e-voting, but it was 

not clear what specifically is expected. Are 

you looking for only implementation 

proposals, or would it also be acceptable 

to submit a more research or theoretical 

based proposal on the aspects of eVoting? 

Any information you are able to provide on 

this proposal and how applied it must or 

must not be would be greatly appreciated. 

The following is stated in the text of the call: 

“Projects must address the overall priority of 

exploring how digital tools, applications or internet 

services can be used to stimulate democratic 

participation and/or contribute to sustained 

engagement in citizens. Projects should be targeted 

and practical and aim to provide a demonstrable 

benefit for democratic life in the EU. Benefit in these 

terms is to be understood as potential to mobilise 

voters – particularly from the two groups indicated 

above – or sustaining, facilitating or strengthening 

their participation, through improved information, 

greater or smarter access to information (including 

political media literacy), analytical assistance (such 

as voter information tools), streamlined processes, 

accessibility aids, and tools, digital processes or 

good practices to support electoral authorities.” 
 

We do not seek to fund theoretical or research 

projects. However, it is acceptable for a project to 

have a research-dedicated component if it is minor 

and justified in the light of the practical objectives of 

the project.  

 

8 We had two questions if we may: 

 

1. We’re wondering whether a project 

based on online voter registration would 

count.  We'd have to argue it in the 

proposal, of course.  But the line of 

reasoning would be this: 

 In order to vote, (in most 

countries) you need to register.  

There is evidence that many people 

don't vote because they are not 

registered 

 The unregistered groups tend to be 

young and mobile people (the 

groups outlined in the call) 

 There is no dataset/study on which 

countries in Europe offer online 

electoral registration, how they 

offer online registration, how it is 

promoted and 'what works best' 

 Identifying 'best practices' could 

help them to be shared and 

implemented in time to boost voter 

turnout at the 2019 election. 

 

On Question 1, please note that we are not allowed 

to pre-evaluate any draft project ideas via e-mail 

before the call closure, for equal treatment reasons. 

The evaluation committee, which might be assisted 

by external experts, will be in charge of evaluating 

projects, working in confidentiality and exempt from 

conflict of interest. However, without prejudging the 

evaluation committee's decision at this stage, we 

recommend that the line of argument you presented 

is developed in greater detail, referring closely to 

those aims which are relevant to it in the published 

call.   

 

On Question 2, indeed at least one partner is 

needed - please refer to eligibility point 2.3 Eligibility 

of the application 

 

(a) the application can be national (local or regional) 

or transnational and must involve at least two 

eligible organisations (applicant and partner); 

 

To note also that, as stated in our Guide for 

Applicants (page 38, award criteria), 

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

ther_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
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Does this seem within the remit/scope of 

the Call to you? 

 

2.  Given the nature of the above concept, 

would our University need to be in a 

consortium to apply for this?  Or could it 

apply on its own? 

applicants_en.pdf: 

 

"Where national projects are eligible, projects which 

have a transnational impact will be more favorable 

assessed than projects whose scope is purely limited 

to one Member State." 

9 Je suis membre d'un groupe de recherche 

sur le vote électronique et on 

est en train de préparer une pétition pour 

le projet "E-voting: making the best use 

of modern technologies for more active 

and democratic voting procedures". Il 

s'agit d'un projet dans le cadre du 

programme "Rights, Equality and 

Citizenship Programme 2014-2020", une 

initiative de la DG Justice & Consumers. 

 

En tenant compte que l'initiative va être 

publié jeudi prochain 17 Novembre, je me 

demande si on pourrait clarifier quelques 

doutes avant. D'abord, on voudrait 

confirmer si le Dictorate D (Equality and 

Union citizenship) est le responsable de ce 

projet et, en cas affirmatif, il y a deux 

questions où quelques informations 

supplémentaires seraient très utiles: 

 

a) quelle serait l'importance accordée à la 

recherche? On a vu que les projets doivent 

être pratiques, mais est-ce que la 

recherche peut être admise aussi comme 

un élément positif? 

b) en ce sens, est-ce que la coordination 

du projet par une université (centre de 

recherche) va être considérer comme une 

facteur positif? 

Effectivement, nous travaillons avec les collègues de 

notre Direction D "Egalité et citoyenneté de l'Union" 

sur cet appel à propositions.  

 

Concernant vos autres questions: 

 

1. Comme mentionné dans le texte de l'appel, les 

projets doivent être  pratiques et apporter un 

bénéfice direct aux citoyens. Ceci exclut des projets 

de recherche. Toutefois, il est acceptable pour un  

projet de posséder un composant dédié à la 

recherche s'il  n'est pas significatif et est justifié (par 

rapport aux objectifs pratiques du projet par 

exemple).  

 

2. En accord avec le principe d'égalité de traitement, 

nous ne donnerons pas un avantage à un projet car 

il est présenté par un type particulier d'organisation.  

D'ailleurs, une telle considération ne fait pas partie 

des critères d'attribution utilisés pour l'évaluation 

des projets (cf. page 37 du guide: 

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

ther_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-

applicants_en.pdf) 

10 I would like to draw your attention on the 

fact that our organisation has a spin-off 

companies in order to handle its 

administrative/financial tasks in its 

Research Projects. We are typically in the 

case of a legal entity created or controlled 

by a beneficiary which is in charge of the 

financial administration of the beneficiary, 

but which does not perform 

scientific/technical work in the action. The 

spin-off company handles the financial and 

administrative aspects of our involvement 

in the project with the aim to improve and 

rationalise the administrative and financial 

management of Projects. As a 

consequence, all invoices for the project 

will be entitled from the spin-off company, 

Our grant agreement (the template for Multi-

beneficiary Grant Agreement) does not currently 

provide for this option. Our current approach is for 

the legal entity of the spin-off company to be one of 

the beneficiaries (knowing that this entity must be 

legally established in a country that is eligible to 

participate in the programme concerned). 

 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
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and all payments from the EC would be 

directed to the spin-off company. Our 

organisation would still be shown as the 

research institution of record, and will be 

providing the services specified in the 

statement of work within the award 

agreement, as the spin-off company will 

not perform scientific/technical work in the 

project. 

 

Under the H2020 programme, this 

situation is foreseen by the Article 12 of 

the H2020 General MGA (see here, p33, 

paragraph on the use of in-kind 

contributions provided by third parties free 

of charge). 

 

In addition, as our organisation would be 

the Coordinator, it means that the spin-off 

company would receive the funds from the 

EC and redistribute them to the partners 

of the project. Under the H2020 

programme, this situation is foreseen by 

the Article 41.2 of the H2020 General MGA 

(see here, p86):  

“OPTION to be used when the coordinator 

is a secondary or higher education 

establishment or public body and there is 

an ‘authorisation to administer’ given to a 

third party created, controlled or affiliated 

to the coordinator: As an exception, the 

coordinator delegates the tasks set out in 

Point 2(b)(v) and (vi) above to [insert 

name of third party with an authorisation 

to administer]. The coordinator retains 

sole responsibility for the EU contribution 

and for compliance with the obligations 

under the Agreement.]” 

 

I saw that the Article 12 and the option 

mentioned above do not appear in the 

JUST/REC MGA. Therefore I would like to 

know if such a provision is possible under 

the REC Call, that enable the spin-off 

company to handle the project (on an 

administrative and financial point of view 

only). 

11 Concerning the call REC-RPPI-EVOT-AG-

2016 is it possible to involve as a partner 

or associate of the Consortium a Research 

centre based in Switzerland? 

Unfortunately, as Switzerland is not an EU Member 

State, organisations legally registered in this 

country are not eligible to participate as partners 

under the mentioned by you call for proposals 

(please see under Topic conditions and documents, 

List of eligible countries). 

 

Please also note that with the shift of our calls to the 
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Participants Portal, and within the spirit of 

simplification, the notion of associate partners has 

disappeared. There are no more declarations to be 

filled in.  However, their involvement can be 

mentioned in Part B project description. This would 

be indeed a way to involve a Swiss research centre, 

without including any related costs in the budget.  

 

12 I am very interested in more information 

on REC-RPPI-EVOT-AG-2016 as we are the 

main provider of Voting Advice 

Applications. This call is very relevant for 

us and could make a significant impact in 

development of new tools for voter 

engagement.  

 

Therefore, I would like you to clarify what 

"private non-profit-oriented organisation" 

refers to? Our organisation is technically a 

private company but it is a online news 

media providing politically neutral news 

and information about politics. A part of 

our content is paywalled, but we distribute 

a considerable amount of our content free 

of charge to try engage the population in 

political participation. 

 

I just wanted to get clarified if we can 

apply as a media company or it should be 

our partner organisation instead. I guess 

the latter then? 

A private non-profit organisation is typically an NGO 

or an association with corresponding legal status for 

example Charity in the UK, ASBL (association sans 

but lucratif) in Belgium or Onlus in Italy.  On the 

other side SA (societé à actions), SPRL, GmbH (In 

Germany), Ltd (Limited in UK), etc would be 

abbreviations of profit-making entities. In your 

country there should similar distinction among legal 

types of organisations. 

 

In line with the eligibility criteria, the main applicant 

must be a non-profit making, public or international 

organisation (which excludes that profit-making 

companies can apply as a main applicant/project 

coordinator) : 

 

2.2 Eligibility of the applicant and of the partners 

 

The applicant must be a public entity or a private 

non-profit-oriented organisation, duly established in 

one of the countries participating in the Programme, 

or an international organisation; partners must be 

public entities or private organisations, duly 

established in one of the countries participating in 

the Programme, or international organisations. 

13 I have been looking at the topic “Action 

grants to explore the role of internet tools 

in stimulating democratic participation” 

My understanding is that one participant 

can apply alone (no need for partners). 

However, this is not made clear in the 

topic/call/guide for applicants. Can you 

confirm we can apply alone? Or do we 

need partners? 

As stated under Topic conditions and documents, 

point 2.3 Eligibility of the application 

 

(a) the application can be national (local or regional) 

or transnational and must involve at least two 

eligible organisations (applicant and partner); 

14 We were asked if you have a national 

contact point in Austria for the REC-

Program especially for this call: REC-RPPI-

EVOT-AG-2016? 

As a relatively small programme managed directly 

by the EC, we do not have national contact points. 

The only contact for questions is this mailbox. 

15 We are building an consortium to apply for 

REC-RPPI-EVOT-AG-2016 and would need 

a clarification.  

 

As it is stated in the eligibility criteria, the 

project we want to apply with cannot have 

started prior to the date of submission of 

Thank you for your interest. Indeed, as stated in the 

eligibility criteria in the text of the call, point 2.3(c) 

Eligibility of the application, (c) the project must not 

be completed or have started prior to the date of 

submission of the grant application. 

 

Moreover, according to the guide for applicants, 
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the grant application (point C). The project 

we want to apply with is an improved 

version of another one with which our 

organisation applied for the SME 

instrument - phase 2 (no funding 

received).  

 

Taking into the account this information 

and that the previous version of our 

project has a website and communication 

material in place (mainly to test the 

reactions), can we still apply for REC-RPPI-

EVOT-AG-2016. 

Principle of non-retroactivity (see page 13)  

No grant may be awarded retrospectively for actions 

already completed. A grant may be awarded for an 

action, which has already begun only where the 

applicant can demonstrate the need to start the 

action before the grant agreement is signed. In such 

cases, costs eligible for financing may not have been 

incurred prior to the date of submission of the grant 

application. 

 

Therefore, you need to prepare your project 

submission in line with the above rules.  If the 

project you refer to here below has already started / 

is already in place, you will need to set up a new 

one in order to be eligible for funding under our 

programme. 

16 I would like to have more information on 

the template Part B for submitting the 

application, specifically in:  

PART 3 – INFORMATION CONCERNING 

OTHER GRANTS / PROCUREMENT  3.1 

Grant applications or offers submitted 

under other grants/procurement 

procedures by the applicant to the EU 

institutions in the current year. 

I would like to know what exactly is it that 

we must include here? Is it a list of 

Horizon 2020 Projects as well or does this 

only apply to other grant applications or 

offers submitted within the Rights, 

Equality and Citizenship Programme? 

This point of Part B template refers to any EU 

funding programmes and is not limited to Horizon 

2020 and the Rights, Equality and Citizenship 

Programme. 

17 Thanks for your answer, however I am still 

in doubt if these refers to the applications 

from the researcher’s Institute or from the 

whole university? 

The legal entity applying for founding is normally 

the University and not one of its departments (as 

encoded / validated in the beneficiary registry), in 

line with this logic the applications of the whole 

university should be mentioned, if possible/feasible. 

18 In Annex 3.2 what do you mean by 

Amount received by applicant during the 

year of the latest certified accounts? 

It means that the amount to be indicated concerns 

the last closed / certified year from the accounting 

point of view (in principle it will be the year 2015). 

19 I have two questions in relation to this call 

for proposals.  

  

1) The guidelines indicate that the 

maximum duration of a project is 18 

months, but I couldn’t find an indication of 

start and end dates of the programme. Is 

there a date by which the project must 

start? And/or is there a date by which it 

must have finished?  

  

2) When do you anticipate the results of 

the competition will be announced? 

1) For e-voting, in line with the aims of the call 

(“All projects must be prepared with a specific, 

though not necessarily exclusive perspective on the 

2019 European Elections”), funded projects should 

reach their conclusions before the 2019 European 

Elections in order to be useful for EU citizens in this 

exercise. For this reason as well the duration of 

projects has been limited to 18 months.  

In principle the project should not start before the 

signature of the grant agreement. As stated in the 

guide for applicants 

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

ther_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-

applicants_en.pdf  page 13, according to the 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
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Principle of non-retroactivity, no grant may be 

awarded retrospectively for actions already 

completed. (However), a grant may be awarded for 

an action, which has already begun only where the 

applicant can demonstrate the need to start the 

action before the grant agreement is signed. In such 

cases, costs eligible for financing may not have been 

incurred prior to the date of submission of the grant 

application. 

 

2) We anticipate that the evaluation of the 

received applications should take about 4 months. 

20 I have been reading your Question & 

Answers section and I have the following 

concern after reading your answer for 

question 7. In this question you answer 

“We do not seek to fund theoretical or 

research projects. However, it is 

acceptable for a project to have a 

research-dedicated component if it is 

minor and justified in the light of the 

practical objectives of the project.”  

However in the topic it is written as one of 

the activities funded : The activities 

funded under this pilot project's call for 

action grants aiming to: explore the role of 

internet services and applications in 

stimulating democratic participation and to 

investigate how digital tools can contribute 

to the stronger and longer-term 

democratic engagement of citizens; 

 

My questions is therefore, my what kind of 

exploration is it you have in mind? Our 

project idea has an initial investigative 

phase on VAAs, but reading your answer 

on question 7 filled me with doubts on 

whether we are on the right track. 

As you will understand, for equal treatment and 

transparency reasons, we cannot pre-empt the 

evaluation committee's decisions on project ideas. 

However, without prejudging the evaluation 

committee's decision at this stage, there does not 

appear to be a conflict in principle between a project 

which explored a new use for a Voting advice 

application, and the requirement that the proposals 

are not theoretical, provided that the (initial) 

theoretical investigation leads to practical 

applications and use within the project. 

21 I would like to ask you about the form of 

own contribution in the frame of the call 

“Rights, Equality and Citizenship 

Programme”, Topic identifier REC-RPPI-

EVOT-AG-2016. Could it be in kind 

contribution, part of the work of our 

employees? What documents should we 

prove to cover our contribution? 

The beneficiaries should ensure that the outstanding 

balance is covered from sources other than the EU 

budget such as: 

- the beneficiary's own resources (this can include 

staff costs indeed) 

- income generated by the action, 

- financial contributions from third parties. 

 

Please note that contribution in kind is not an 

eligible cost, in line with the guide for applicants 

(see page 41-42-: 

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

ther_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-

applicants_en.pdf ) 

 

At the application stage, no proof of own 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
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contribution is needed, the amounts should be 

simply indicated in the budget of Part A (green 

button “edit forms” in step 5 of the submission). You 

can see a sample at the call’s page under point 5 

Provisions, proposal templates and evaluation forms 

for the type(s) of action(s) under this topic 

Standard proposal template 

22 Please, what type of action is this? 

 

TOPIC : Action grants to explore the role 

of internet tools in stimulating democratic 

participation and to investigate how digital 

tools can contribute to the stronger and 

longer-term engagement of citizens, under 

a Pilot Project E-voting: making the best 

use of modern technologies for more 

active and democratic voting procedures 

 

What´s the minimum budget applicable? 

Thank you for your interest. This is a call for 

proposals for action grants under a pilot project 

linked to the Rights, Equality and Citizenship 

programme.  

 

Please see point 2 Eligibility and admissibility 

conditions under Topic conditions and documents 

(click on +More) at the following page: 

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

ktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rppi-evot-ag-

2016.html  

 

(b) the EU grant applied for cannot be lower than 

EUR 75.000; 

23 I have three questions, I hope you could 

help address: 

 

1. Do we need to formalize and upload a 

grant agreement for multi-beneficiary 

grants to the proposal? Or should this 

agreement be formalized in case of 

winning the grant? 

 

2. There is an Annex 2 - Annual Activity 

Report to be uploaded…where can I find 

this template? 

 

3. Should all personal curriculum vitae to 

be uploaded need to be written according 

to European format? 

1. No, the grant agreement nor any other consortium 
agreement does not need to be provided with the 
application. 

2. There is no template for this annex. Please note 
however that submitting Annex 2 is not required 
for public bodies and universities. Therefore, as a 
university, you can chose not to provide it (please 
see page 31 of the guide for applicants: 
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref
/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-
applicants_en.pdf ). This annex is marked as 
facultative in the electronic submission system. 

3. The CVs should preferably be provided in European 
format, but this is not compulsory. Regarding the 
format of the file to be uploaded as Annex 1, 
please note that the submission system only 
accepts one single pdf file, therefore you will need 
to merge the CVs into one pdf document before 
uploading. Please do not wait until the last day to 
submit your proposal, I would strongly encourage 
you to test if the submission works fine a couple of 
days before the deadline. You can always re-submit 
and over-write the previous version until the call's 
closure. Recently we had cases of applicants who 
did not manage to submit their proposal on time, 
and I would very much like to avoid such situation 
for this call. 
 

 

http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rppi-evot-ag-2016.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rppi-evot-ag-2016.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/rec/topics/rec-rppi-evot-ag-2016.html
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/other_eu_prog/common/just-rec-guide-applicants_en.pdf
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24 I need to pose you another question with 

respect to REC-RPPI-EVOT-AG-2016, 

which requires a 20% co-financing from all 

partners.  

 

The official guidelines DG Justice at page 

13 says:" The funding under the Justice 

and the REC programmes is based on the 

co-financing principle - unless otherwise 

specified in the call notice the grant cannot 

constitute more than 80% of overall 

eligible project costs2. The beneficiaries 

should ensure that the outstanding 

balance is covered from sources other 

than the EU budget such as: the 

beneficiary's own resources, income 

generated by the action, financial 

contributions from third parties.” 

 

My question is: As a public university, can 

we use the cost of our human resources 

for co-financing all project activities? Can 

also our private (both for profit and non-

profit) partners indicate their human 

resources costs as their share of co-

financing? 

Yes, you and your partners can use staff costs as 

co-financing, please just pay attention to well 

foresee the concerned amounts both as costs 

(expenditure) and as income in order to have a 

balanced budget. 

25 I would like to have more information on 

the template Part B for submitting the 

application, specifically: 

 

1. PART 3 – INFORMATION CONCERNING 

OTHER GRANTS / PROCUREMENT 3.1 

Grant applications or offers submitted 

under other grants/procurement 

procedures by the applicant to the EU 

institutions in the current year. 

This raises confidentiality problems in that 

details relating to unsuccessful and/or 

pending applications cannot be shared. 

Also some information on unsuccessful 

and/or pending applications is not always 

held centrally. We are limited to providing 

information on applications relevant to this 

call. Is this ok? 

 

2. I would also like more information on 

the template Part B, specifically; 

Part 3 section 3.2 which states EU Grants 

or contracts awarded to the applicant in 

the last 4 years. Any project or contract 

that has been awarded funding from a 

European institution in the last 4 years 

should be listed. This includes awards 

under grants/procurement procedures. 

We are a large research institution with 

 

 

 

 

1. There should be no concern from your part 

normally as our evaluation process is carried out in 

respect of confidentiality principles. If, however, you 

have some information limitations, then please 

provide what you can/is available for you.  Note that 

this info needs to be provided for the applicant only. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Yes, given the context, it is acceptable to provide 

only relevant applications. 
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over 100 successful applications in the 

previous 4 years. The current table in the 

application has only 20 rows. Some of the 

requested information isn’t easily 

accessible for all research applications e.g. 

amount received by applicant during the 

year of the latest certified accounts. Can 

we select relevant applications only for 

this section? 

 

3. Also, I note in the Guide for Applicants 

that Annex 5 requests a letter from a 

public body supporting the application is 

needed. There is one public body (a local 

government authority) that is a partner in 

this project. However, on the proposal 

uploading page only Annexes 1-3 are 

requested. Does this mean that Annexes 4 

and 5 are not necessary for this call? If 

they are necessary how will they be 

uploaded?    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

3. The guide for applicants only mentions a 

possibility to have Annexes 4 and 5 among eligibility 

criteria, “if applicable”. In REC-RPPI-EVOT-AG-2016 

call, these Annexes are not required/not applicable, 

therefore are not foreseen in the submission 

system. 

 


