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General:

Question

Answer

Do national authorities have the possibility to comment
on proposals, as in previous LIFE calls?

No, under the LIFE Regulation 2014-2020, this is not
possible.

The application guides 'strongly recommend’ applicants
to write their proposals in English. Will applicants who
write their application in their own languages be
penalised.

No, applicants will not be penalised for submitting
proposals in another official EU language. However, it
should be considered that project evaluators may not
have a good capacity in languages other than English.

For a project involving an Overseas Country or Territory,
is it a requirement for the applicant (coordinating
beneficiary) to be based in the EU territory.

Yes, for all projects the applicant must be based in EU
territory where the EU treaties apply.

The model grant refers to the possibility to transfer up to
20% of the budget between budget lines. Is this 20% of
the relevant expenditure type or 20% of the overall
budget.

It is 20% of the overall budget

In some circumstances, the rules for awarding contracts
to external suppliers foreseen in the grant agreement for
integrated projects are different both from National and
Regional laws; in these cases, what is the applicable
rule?

The beneficiary awarding the contract must apply rules
generally applicable to procurements made by its
organization. However, the rules concerning the award
of contracts as set out in the model grant agreement for
integrated projects are applicable where regional or
national laws do not require calls for tender, or are
otherwise less strict than the rules that are 'generally
applicable'.

! Updates from 31 July to 3 September are highlighted in yellow; updates from 3 September to 30 September are highlighted in green; updates on 4 December are

highlighted in purple.




Which application package should | choose for a
proposal that joins Nature & Biodiversity, Environment &
Resource Efficiency and Information? May | choose any
of them even if the project touches on more than one
category?

Indeed, there are different application packages
corresponding to the various priority areas under the LIFE
programme. In some cases a project may address
objectives from more than one priority area, however, you
must decide which is the central focus of your project and
submit under that priority area. On the web page for the
call, you will find a link to a document called "Orientation
Document” which may help you in making the choice.

Are individuals who act as freelance experts acceptable
as partners for a LIFE programme? Freelance experts do
not form part of any organisation.

Article 23 of the LIFE Regulation states that LIFE may
fund "public and private bodies". This article should be
read in the context of the EU Financial Regulation which
makes it clear that "private bodies" does not include
private individuals. Therefore both the applicant and any
partners (associated beneficiaries) must be "bodies" and
not individuals.

Individuals can be involved in projects as either
employees of beneficiaries or through external assistance
contracts, however it should be recalled that external
assistance must be tendered so the proposal cannot
name a specific individual or company as the provider of
the external assistance.

Can a project include a partner in Switzerland?

Yes, provided that the coordinating Beneficiary is based
in the EU and that strong evidence is provided that the
activites to be carried out outside the EU (i.e.
Switzerland) are necessary to achieve EU
objectives. Please refer to article 6 of the LIFE
Regulation.




Are profits generated after the end of a Project by using
the results of the Project considered income to the
Project? Will they be deducted from the grant received.

Income received after the end of a project is not
considered income to the project.

We are developing a Project that will develop a prototype.
In the final stages of testing and demonstrating, we plan
to charge users of the prototype (in order to offset some
of the costs of its production). How should the resulting
income be treated.

In order for the costs of depreciation of a prototype to be
considered eligible at 100%, the prototype may not be
used commercially during the lifetime of the project. In
case of commercial use, depreciation may only be
charged to the project as for equipment or infrastructure
which is not a prototype

Can a potential applicant submit two applications, one
under the ENV sub programme and another one under
the CLIMATE sub programme?

An applicant can indeed submit under both
subprogrammes, and each application will be evaluated,
however if the projects are related, please note that this
overlap should be indicated in "form A7 — Other proposals
submitted for European Union funding”. (Please include
the information in response to question 2.) If both of the
projects reach the 'revision' phase, the beneficiary would
be requested to cut any overlap.

While editing free-text fields in our LIFE-Nature E-
proposal, we have tried to follow the rules of the
application guide:

(“You may introduce the information either directly into
the textboxes or you may copy and paste information in
simple text format; note that for security reasons, a text
copied and pasted from a Word document or an html
page may not be accepted entirely, therefore simple,
basic text editors such as Notepad suit better for this
purpose;”)

However, we were not able not insert text into the e-
proposal.

Please try Notepad for this purpose.




In the part of the Coordinating Beneficiary details we
have been able to copy a text from Microsoft Office word
and paste it directly into the E-proposal. We have tried
the same in the part A7 (amongst others), but pasting
texts does not work anymore. We have also tried to copy
and paste from the Text Editor, but this does not work out
either.

how many countries must be involved in a project for it to
be 'transnational’, is it as soon as there is more than 1?
or does the score increase as more countries are
involved? If so, as of how many countries do you get the
maximum score?

A 'transnational' project involves more than one

country. As per the application guidelines, transnational
collaboration is only considered to be a basis for a higher
scoring when it can be shown that there is an added
value of the transnational approach.

Must an associate beneficiary receive a part of the EU
cofinancing awarded to a project? If they do not receive
it, does the 2% rule still apply.

An associated beneficiary is not obliged to receive a
portion of the EU co-financing (although, on the other
hand, each beneficiary must obligatorily make a financial
contribution to the project.) The 2% rule applies anyway.

A nature project wants to build some infrastructure that
will cost more than €500,000. Annex X (p18) of the
model grant agreement states that this makes this large
infrastructure which is generally not an eligible cost, but
which is allowable in exceptional circumstances upon
agreement with the Agency/Commission. Please can you
let me know how we get this agreement or whom we
should contact to inform them?

The possible agreement of the Agency/Commission
would be given only following a successful evaluation and
acceptance of the project. In the past, we have accepted
well-justified infrastructure that exceeded the 'large
infrastructure' threshold, but of course the applicant
cannot assume that it will also be accepted in this

case. The applicant should therefore set out in the
application clear arguments as to why the infrastructure
has a high importance for the target species, and why the
conservation of the species cannot be assured without it.

Is it correct that the matched funding would have to be
received during the duration of the grant which would
effectively rule out use of historic reserves?

Pursuant to the application guide, the coordinating
beneficiary and any associated beneficiaries are each
expected to provide a reasonable financial contribution to
the project budget. A beneficiary's financial contribution




is considered as a proof of its commitment to the
implementation of the project objectives — a very low
financial contribution may therefore be considered as an
absence or lack of commitment. A proposal cannot be
submitted if the financial contribution of any of the
beneficiaries to the proposal budget is EUR 0. However,
the original source of the beneficiaries' contributions is
irrelevant, provided that they do not originate from an EU
financing programme. Therefore, in principle, historic
reserves can normally be used to provide a financial
contribution to the project budget. Please note that the
beneficiary's contributions may be complemented by co-
financing from third parties

The LIFE documents say that "Projects dedicated to the
construction of large infrastructure do not fall within the
scope of the LIFE Programme and are therefore not
eligible. A project is considered to be dedicated to the
construction of large infrastructure if the cost of a "single
item of infrastructure" exceeds € 500,000". It is possible
to establish a plant that will cost more than € 500,000,
while part of the funding (€500,000) will come from the
LIFE programme and the rest will be funded by one of the
beneficiaries?

In order for any of the costs of constructing a new item of
infrastructure to be co-financed by the LIFE programme,
the overall cost for the construction of the infrastructure
must be considered an eligible project cost, regardless of
whether part of the cost is covered by co-financing. As
stated in the guidelines, in general, this means that the
total cost should not be more than 500,000

Euro. However, where the need for constructing an item
of infrastructure for a higher cost is clearly justified in the
project proposal as being essential to the project
objectives (and accepted by the Commission during the
evaluation process), the costs will be considered eligible

Can a company from a non-EU country be used as a
sub-contractor?

In principle a company from a non-EU country may be
used as a sub-contractor, provided that all of the LIFE
rules on tendering are complied with, and provided that
there are no specific EU constraints on trade with the
country in question.

Can | submit an application without confirmed co-
financing beyond the first year of the project? And, what

Your application needs to show a balanced budget over
the entire lifetime of the project. In case some of the co-
















General (except Capacity Building projects):

Concerning the 102% rule applicable to public bodies, we
understand that this rule does not apply for personnel
recruited or for whom their contract is specifically
renewed for the duration of the LIFE project, regardless
of their statute. Is this correct?

Yes, this is correct. It should be noted that this exemption
concerns contract renewals, but not reassignments.
Therefore if a staff member already has a permanent
contract before the start of the project, their staff costs
must be taken into consideration for application of the
102% rule.

How do we interpret the phrase 60% co-financing, does
this mean the EC will contribute 40% or 60% ? My
colleague in finance feels this is not clear from how it is
worded. Please could you confirm?

The EU co-financing rate is 60% of the total eligible
project costs, which means that the EU will contribute
60% of the total eligible project costs.

Will there be a flat 7% overhead contribution? The
guidance says ‘Any organisation receiving an operating
grant from the EU for the period of the project or parts of
the period cannot claim the flat rate for the period in
question.’ If this applies to the whole University then we
would not be eligible. Can you confirm?

If the other EU operating grants cover already the same
type of indirect costs for the period of the project or parts
of the period, you cannot claim a flat rate for overheads
for the period in question. Double funding is not
permitted. It is not a problem if your organisation receives
other unrelated project grants.

Also note that the overhead rate will be set in your grant
agreement at a fixed rate which may be up to 7%
depending on the type of activities in your project.




Environment sub-programme:

How are national allocations calculated in the Multi-
annual Work Programme 2014-2020

The calculation method is the same as used in the LIFE+
programme, and is defined in article 6 of Regulation
614/2007 of the European Parliament and Council. The
numbers are rounded to two decimal points in the Multi-
annual work programme 2014-2020

Traditional Projects:

Can you give me your opinion on the following idea for a
traditional project .....

Sorry, the Commission is unable to provide any opinion
regarding a specific project idea as this would distort
competition in the call. However, you may contact your
national LIFE contact person for their support and advice.
The list of national LIFE contact persons can be found on
the main LIFE web site.

What can we base ourselves on to shown that a method
is a 'best practice'? Can we base that on our own
reasoned judgment or what does the Commission use as
a measure to assess the 'best practice' nature of
something?

In your application, you should provide a reasoned
justification for why you consider that the methods you
use is best practice providing solid arguments on
appropriateness of the solution proposed including its
cost-efficiency and why it is state-of-the-art. You could
refer to manuals of best practice, scientific literature,
etc. The evaluation committee will consider whatever
justification you provide and assess its merit.

Regarding the budget per project under both sub-
programmes, can we have an idea as to a maximum
budget for 'traditional projects’

Concerning the budget, see section 1.6.4 of the
application guides in the Environment sub-programme
(1.5.4 in the Climate sub-programme):

There is no fixed minimum size for project budgets. While
large ambitious projects (i.e. over




5,000,000 Euro total costs) have been financed several
times in the past, very small projects

(i.e. below 500,000 Euro total costs) have seldom
succeeded due to the limited output and

consequently the low added value.

When preparing a project budget, applicants should also
take into account the indicative

national allocations per Member State for projects
financed under the sub-programme for

environment applicable for the period 2014-2017. A
project proposal that requests an EU

financial contribution higher than the total indicative
national allocation for the applicant's

Member State will have a reduced probability of being
selected for LIFE co-funding. The

national allocations can be found in section 5 of the LIFE
multiannual work-programme for

2014-2017 and in the 'Guide for the evaluation of LIFE
project proposals 2014'.

In other words, it is up to the applicant to define the
budget.




Traditional Projects, Environment sub-programme:

The criteria explained in the text and also formulated in
guestions (under 12 Detailed evaluation forms for
Environment proposals) are not always corresponding.
This may be confusing. Exemples:

In the ENV Evaluation Guidelines, in criterion 7 EU added
value, is included the ‘uptake of the results of EU
research and innovation programmes’ (p.11). | don'’t see
this reflected in the 12 Detailed evaluation forms for
Environment proposals.

In criterion 5 EU added value, there is no mention of the
uptake of results of the Framework programmes, but this
is mentioned under the 12 Detailed evaluation forms for
Environment proposals (p. 24)...

Thank you for pointing out this inconsistency. Although it
is not explicitly mentioned, uptake is indeed an element
for criterion 7.




Traditional Projects, Climate sub-programme:

| am confused about where to put the action "networking
with other projects".

The penultimate bullet point in section 2.6.8 on 'Project

“Networking with other projects” should be presented as
one distinct obligatory E-category action (ie, under Public
awareness and dissemination of results).




management and monitoring of project progress' of the
CLIMA application guide refers to project networking as
an obligatory action under 'Project management and
monitoring of project progress' (F actions). However, on
page 67, it says networking needs to be included under
E. Public awareness and dissemination of results’, (but
actually calls them D actions).

It is a mistake that it is mentioned under "2.6.8 Project
management and monitoring of project progress" as well.

Applicants should follow the instructions and steps in the
“‘eProposal Tool” chapter when creating their applications.
As explained in section 4.2.3. ‘Detailed technical
description of the proposed action (C forms)’, applicants
should include the obligatory action on project networking
under 'public awareness and dissemination of results’, i.e.
as an E-category action (and not as a D-category action,
nor as an F action).




Climate Change Mitigation priority area:

Concerning the priorities mentioned in the climate change
mitigation priority area, should it be understood that only
projects falling under the 2014 policy priorities
(agriculture, forests, biomass, soils) will be retained? To
what extent will projects relevant to other priorities be
considered.

The link to policy priorities will be taken into account in
the context of award criterion number 4, 'extent and
guality of the contribution to the specific objectives of the
priority areas of the LIFE sub-programme for Climate
Action. Projects submitted to this subprogramme must
contribute to the objectives defined in articles 14,15 or 16
of the LIFE regulation. Projects which contribute to these
objectives will receive between 7 and 15 points for award
criterion 4 depending on the extent and quality of the
contribution to the specific objectives in these articles and
on their contribution to the policy priorities of the EU for
2014.

Climate Governance and Information priority area:

We notice that in the application guide for Climate
Governance and Information it says that the project
should include "activities to monitor the impact of the
project actions on the main targeted audience and on the
climate problem targeted.” In contrast for the
Environment Governance and Information guidelines it
says only “measurable impact on attitudes and
behaviours”. Is the text in the application guide for
Climate Governance and Information correct?

Yes, the approach is different in the two subprogrammes.
A GIC project should therefore impact on the main
targeted audience and on the climate problem targeted.




For a Climate Governance and Information project, in the
Guidelines for applicants, there is no specific explanation
on the logical steps to follow as they are explained in the
Guidelines for GIE (p.21-22): problem identification, goal
setting, define actions, choose target public, construct
indicators. Does that mean that this is less important for
the GIC projects?

No. The coherence of the project (i.e. problem
identification, definition of actions) will be evaluated as
part of the criterion for technical coherence and
quality. We will consider having a similar guide for next
year's call for GIC projects, also based on the lessons
learned from this year's call

Under the Climate Governance and Information priority
area, headings in the eProposal system do not match the
guidelines in the file Guidelines for applicants 2014
(Climate action).
On B2 form, the headings on eProposal are the same as
the LIFE+ 2013 Information & communication guidelines:
e Environmental problem targeted
e Preparatory work undertaken already
¢ Environmental experience
e Communication / training experience
While it should be (according to the Guidelines)
¢ Climate problem targeted and, if applicable, other
environmental benefits
e State of the art and innovative aspects of the
project
Should applicants follow the guidelines of climate action
or the eProposal headings ?

Applicants should follow the Guidelines. The B2 form has
now been corrected in eProposal.




Environment and Natural Resources priority area:

CORRECTION

Note amendment to page 28 (section 2.2) of the
application guidelines for the LIFE Environment and
Resource Efficiency priority area.

For the priority area "Environment and Natural
Resources", can we include a partner outside of the EU.
The reason we ask is that in question 5 in the checklist in
the "Environment and Natural Resources" guidelines it

Indeed this is an error in the checklist in the "Environment
and Natural Resources" guidelines . the text should be
the same as that in the guidelines for Nature and
Biodiversity, namely “Is the applicant legally registred in




says “Are all beneficiaries legally registred in the EU? In
contrast in the guidelines for Nature and Biodiversity it
says “Is the applicant legally registred in the EU?

In other words, does article 6 of the regulation only apply
to nature and biodiversity projects?

the EU?
(The correct information is contained in section 1.6.3 of
the "Environment and Natural Resources" guidelines.




F

Nature and Biodiversity priority area:

Where is form A8 for the priority area Nature and
Biodiversity?

Form A8 for priority area Nature and Biodiversity is not
available for the moment in eProposal, but this issue will
be shortly fixed. In the meantime, please use the Word
form LIFE 2014 Nature & Biodiversity — A8 which is
available in the application package and upload it in the
Attachments section of the proposal in eProposal under
‘Other documents'

Environmental Governance and Information priority area:

The Guidelines for Applicants states that in Section CO of
the eProposal tool, under D — Communication and
Dissemination (bottom of page 25), an obligatory activity
is Notice Boards describing the project shall be displayed
at strategic place accessible to the public. As our project
involves awareness raising across Europe, rather than in
a specific location, we cannot see how to comply with this
obligation. Please advise us on this

In such cases the usual practice is that the notice board is
placed outside the premises of the coordinating
beneficiary, normally at a location where it can be seen
by passers-by.

The Guidelines for Applicants states that auditor costs

‘should always be placed under’ Form F3 and F7 (page

It should be F7.




| 62 and 64) — please clarify which is correct

Preparatory Projects:

Technical Assistance:

Is it possible to submit an application for technical
assistance to develop an Integrated Project under the
Climate subprogramme

Under the 2014 call, technical assistance is only available
under the Environment sub-programme, for the
development of future Integrated Project applications in
the Environment sub-programme




actions have to be submitted under the sub-programme
for climate action.

Integrated Projects:

What does the 'large territorial coverage' foreseen for IPs
mean in practice in the case of waste management
plans? Could the IP be implemented in some separate
provinces or should it be a geographically
uniform/continuous area?

It is up to the applicant to decide upon its choice of
regions or provinces to be covered by the IP but they
should correspond to the plan(s) targeted by the project.

If the partners of the integrated project are preparing also
Life traditional project applications as well as Horizon
2020 projects, parallel to the integrated one will this
synergy contribute to a position evaluation of the
integrated project? Is mentioning the complementarity
between an integrated project and a traditional one
necessary or not? Where and how should it be reported
in the concept note?

Synergy with other EU funds is encouraged for integrated
project proposals. While of course it is good to ensure
complementarity between a LIFE IP and a running/future
LIFE traditional project, it is primarily the complementarity
with actions financed by other EU funds (including
Horizon 2020 funds, regional development funds etc.)
that would be positively evaluated.

The information should be indicated in the concept note,
under 'complementary actions' and ‘funds requested
(forms CNe and CNg).

Are projects scored less for not having a transnational
partner?

A transnational approach is not required for an integrated
project (or for any LIFE project). A transnational project
will only be considered for extra points where sufficient
arguments for an added value of the transnational
approach are provided.

Can a Public Body (i.e. Regional Administrations) directly
award a financial contribution to its Regional Agency for
the Environment for the implementation of some project
activities? If yes, what is the maximum amount?

Yes it is possible. The public body can award a financial
contribution to the Regional Agency that will be involved
in the project as a beneficiary. There is no maximum
amount.




Capacity Building Projects:







