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[bookmark: _Toc509220950]Questions raised by applicants of Nature and Environment IPs after the invitation to submit a full proposal 

While general principles for the Climate and Environment IPs are the same, some references below are provided to Climate and Environment IPs Application guidelines respectively, thus the separate lists of questions for the two strands. 

[bookmark: _Toc509220951]General Questions

· As the Coordinating Beneficiary of the project is a Public Body, could you kindly advise us on whether we would also need to prove our 'financial viability' in order to be eligible for the first prepayment should our proposal be awarded LIFE IPE grant

Answer: No, this not needed
· Will a partial or full removal of activities for one of the objectives listed in concept note IP considered a major change or not? Namely in detailed preparation of the activities for the "Objective 4: Development and improvement of biological and management database and enhanced technical and professional capacity of the responsible institutions that pave the way to empowerment of managing authorities" applicants have reached an understanding that a wider approach is needed to resolve this and that a "traditional LIFE project" will be more appropriate to address this objective. And since in new MAWP 2018-20 a project topic for this is listed in Priority area Environmental Governance and Information this is now possible. 
Answer: As long as the overall objective of the proposal (i.e. the full implementation of the plan or strategy) is not negatively affected by the proposed changes, they can be accepted. 
· Is it possible to include activities in the IP project, that will connect and promote good practices of ongoing or future "traditional" life projects in Slovenia that also implement measures from PAF, since LIFE traditional projects are not considered as  complementary? Project activities for connecting PAF measures financed from complementary funds (cohesion, interreg...)  are already included in the proposal. 
Answer: Yes, this is possible. By default, different projects co-financed by LIFE are complementary or have synergies in most cases. For this reason, complementarity among traditional LIFE projects is not rewarded when scoring during the evaluation of the proposals but of course the actions of IP and traditional projects can and should be complementary.
· On page 19. of Guidelines for applicants it is written that "The Concept Note or full proposal itself must be submitted as one "black and white only" pdf document"... "the proposal must be printable on a black-and-white printer"  and on page 59. it is stated that "The map should be of high quality and high resolution, preferably in colour". Could you please clarify, since these two requirements are in contrast.
Answer: Indeed. The maps (or photos) can be coloured (but the rest of the document should not have eg. texts in various colours or highlights)
· Are there options for including new partners or respectively excluding existing partners during the Technical Evaluation, Selection, and Award Phases? Are there options for reconsidering the mobilization of additional funds during the Technical Evaluation, Selection, and Award Phases? Are there options for involving or excluding co-financiers during the Technical Evaluation, Selection, and Award Phases?
Answer: The 3 phases mentioned are the steps in the IP evaluation process and changes to actions/changes by the applicants are not possible during those steps. Above mentioned changes can however be discussed and if justified eventually agreed in the course of the revision of the proposal (revision meeting). The changes indicated above may also be proposed and agreed once the grant is signed and the project is being implemented. In case your question implies changes compared to the original concept note then those are possible when preparing the full proposal (eg. partners can be added to or removed from the consortium indicated in the concept note) as long as the objectives presented in the concept note are not impacted negatively. 
· In the completed Financial Plan of the CNf form in the Concept Note we have noted a specific sub-measure from an EU Fund, is it admissible that additional sub-measures be included in the Full IP Proposal?
Answer:  Yes, there is no limitation regarding new or different complementary funds to be included in the full proposal compared to those foreseen in the concept note.
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Answer: Yes, what you describe is in line with the requirements set in the application guide.
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Answer: The budget of the proposal should be provided in Euros and the grant agreement will be also fixed in Euros. Any losses or gains resulting from exchange rate fluctuations shall be born by the beneficiaries.
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Answer: Indeed the annual balance sheet, audit report and simplified financial statements are not required for public bodies. There are no other compulsory annexes. Do remember to provide all maps, documents required in the case of land purchase and support letters as applicable for your proposal.
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Answer: Yes, these are the application forms. Please bear in mind that you need to also attach the Plan/Strategy that the IP aims to implement (as indicated in form A1)
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Answer: Please see the instructions linked to form F1 on page 75 of the Application guide that states "the overall sum of the public bodies' contributions (as coordinating beneficiary and / or associated beneficiary) to the project budget must exceed (by at least 2%) the sum of the salary costs of their non-additional staff charged to the project.)." Accordingly the rule has to be applied for the aggregate of public bodies and not individually. Please also note that due to the specific budgeting arrangements of IPs (done on a phased basis) compliance with this rule will be checked strictly with the Final report but also verified with each Interim report. 
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Answer: It is minimum eligibility requirement to mobilise at least one other relevant Union, national or private funding source for the implementation of complementary activities, within the same plan or strategy. . However you should bear in mind that an IP should lead to the full implementation of a Plan/Strategy thus mobilisation of a higher number of complementary funds might be necessary to reach this objective. When presenting your proposal you need to explain which funds were or will be mobilised and how this will contribute to the implementation of the Plan /Strategy. The mobilisation of complementary funds will be assessed against criterion 4 described in point 4 on page 16 of the Evaluation Guide.

[bookmark: _Toc509220953]Questions on land purchase

· In case of Water IP (to implement River Basin Management Plan) land purchase seems to be necessary for providing space for the water (to assist flood protection), for improving hydromorphology (serving a base for more diverse aquatic ecosystems), and for creating riparian zonation (to protect watercourses from land originated contamination).  The Application Guide (on page 36) states in general that “Inclusion of such actions (i.e. land purchase) in other types of IPs (e.g. Water IPs) can also be eligible in well justified exceptional cases”.  However, among the subsequent requirements (on pages 36-37) for a land purchase cost to be eligible, there are several conditions that in case of Water IPs could only be met indirectly.  If the planned land purchase contributed to the improvement of the ecological status of a water body or wetland, could this be considered as such an exceptional case (making the land purchase cost eligible)?
Answer:  Land purchase in Water IPs can be considered in exceptional cases. The eligibility of any costs for land purchase is subject to the 11 conditions listed in the Application Guide and all of them need to be complied with. In your example, the possibility to include land purchase in the project could be considered but it is not possible to confirm at this moment whether land purchase costs would be eligible given the lack of information whether the 11 conditions would be met. 
· In the Application Guide on page 36 paragraph 2. requires that “The land purchased must contribute to improving, maintaining or restoring the integrity of the Natura 2000 network”.  The equivalent of this condition in the LIFE17 Model Grant Agreement (paragraph (aa) of Article II.19.2 on page 49 of the General Conditions) and in the LIFE Regulation (paragraph 3. of Article 20) is a little more detailed: in these two latter documents the following explanatory half-sentence is added to the wording of the condition: “…including through improving connectivity by the creation of corridors, stepping stones, or other elements of green infrastructure…” If in a Water IP a land purchase was necessary to implement actions foreseen in the plan targeted by the Water IP (i.e. by the RBMP), and this land (being a riparian buffer strip) “improved connectivity by the creation of corridors, stepping stones, or other elements of green infrastructure”, but the land to be purchased was not part of the Natura 2000 network, then could this land purchase cost be eligible (provided that all other required conditions are met) or not?
Answer:  Yes. In addition, you could also consider designating the land as Natura 2000 site by the end of your project. Please also note the requirement to ensure the most appropriate form of legal protection. 
· In the Application Guide on page 37 paragraph 4. requires that the long term use of the purchased land shall be “…consistent with the objectives set out in Article 11 of the LIFE Regulation…” (i.e. with the “Specific objectives for the priority area Nature and Biodiversity”). A similar requirement is also present in paragraph (dd) of Article II.19.2 on page 49 of the General Conditions of the LIFE17 Model Grant Agreement (with the difference that the Grant Agreement allows the consistency with Articles 14 or 15 too, i.e. with the Specific objectives for two further priority areas under the sub-programme for Climate Action).  If in a Water IP a land purchase was necessary to implement actions foreseen in the plan targeted by the Water IP (i.e. by the RBMP), but this Water IP was under the priority area Environment and Resource Efficiency, and therefore the long term use of the purchased land was consistent with the Specific objectives for the priority area Environment and Resource Efficiency (detailed in Article 10 of the LIFE Regulation), then could this land purchase cost be eligible (provided that all other required conditions are met) or not?
Answer:  No. The long term use of the purchased land needs to be consistent with the specific objectives for the priority area Nature and Biodiversity. That means that the purchased land needs to be dedicated to the nature conservation. Please note that it is possible that a Water IP which implements a RBMP addressing several different uses of water, along with its contribution to  the specific objectives for the priority area Environment and Resource Efficiency, contributes through some of its actions also to the objectives for the priority area Nature and Biodiversity. 
· In the Application Guide on page 37 paragraph 6. requires that “The land must be purchased by one of the project beneficiaries who is either …or a public body with nature conservation responsibility.”  If in a Water IP a land purchase was necessary to implement actions foreseen in the plan targeted by the Water IP (i.e. by the RBMP), but the project beneficiary to purchase this land was a public body with responsibility different from nature conservation (i.e. water management), then could this land purchase cost be eligible (provided that all other required conditions are met) or not? Otherwise, several thousand hectares of Natura2000 areas are already under the management of this public body with water management responsibility.
Answer:  All 11 land purchase conditions must be met. Water authorities are only considered eligible from the point of view of condition No. 6 if they are responsible also for the management for the purposes of nature conservation and not only of water issues. If this is not the case, you may wish to consider involving as associated beneficiary e.g. National Park that has the required competence. Please also keep in mind condition No. 7 reinforcing this aspect.

· The Application Guide states in section 1.10.4. (What is the optimal starting date and duration of an Integrated Project?) that “…the earliest possible starting date for these projects is expected to be 2 October 2018. A definitive date will be fixed in the invitation to submit the full proposal”.  However, our Invitation to Submit the Full Proposal did not contain this information.  Can we consider 2 January 2019 as starting date for the LIFE IP project?
Answer:  Yes, any date after 2 October can be accepted.
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· According to the Grant Agreement interim payments should not exceed 20 % of the maximum amount of the grant. We are planning our project in 4 phases: With the pre-financing of 20 % it then would be 20 % of the total budget for each phase. Due to the different actions in the different phases, it is very difficult to allocate exactly 20 % of the total costs to each phase.
· In case we do not need the whole 20 % in one of the phases – is it possible to request more than 20 % in one of the following phases?
· If in one of the phases the sum of 20 % of the total budget is exceeded – is it possible to include invoices of one phase in the payment request of a later phase?

Answer:   The 20% of interim payment is a maximum amount of the grant (art. I.4.10) that can be paid after each phase, but the payment amount depends on the actual expenditure reported for the given phase. For example, if 18% has been spent, 18% will be paid, and if 22% was spent 20% will be paid. This applies to each phase, so underspending in a previous phase will not be carried over to the next phase (for example if in phase 1 only18% was spent, the payment after phase 2 will be still maximum 20% and not 22%). Do note that budget planned for one phase but not spent still remains in the project and the final payment will settle all outstanding payments. 

· According to the Grant Agreement a pre-financing of 20 % of the total budget is awarded at the beginning of the project. Does this pre-financing have to be totally cleared before new financial requests can be made?

Answer: No. Please also refer to the answer to your previous question. For example, based on actual expenditure of 18% in phase 1 a corresponding payment will be paid.
· Regarding I.4.9 Pre-financing payment from the LIFE 2017 Model Grant Agreement for Integrated Projects – should a proposal be awarded, is it admissible that each beneficiary/partner provides a financial guarantee for pre-financing according to the agreed percentage share in the total project budget?
Answer: No, this not needed. In case the CB is a public body no guarantees have to be provided.
[bookmark: _Toc509220955]Definition of “infrastructure”

· According to the IP Guidelines for Applicants a single item of infrastructure should not exceed the costs of 500,000 €. Is a river-ecological measure (e.g. removal of flood embankments/levees or widening and restructuring of a river) considered to be “infrastructure”? Does this rule in general apply to ecological measures?

Answer: The target plan or strategy may include the establishment of infrastructure, however, projects dedicated to the construction of large infrastructure do not fall within the scope of the LIFE Programme and are therefore not eligible. Large infrastructure is defined as a single item of infrastructure exceeding the costs of 500,000 €. Such amount may, however, be exceptionally exceeded if full technical justification is provided in the proposal demonstrating the necessity of the infrastructure for ensuring an effective contribution to the specific objectives of priority area environment and resource efficiency and priority area nature and biodiversity. This is however considered on case by case basis and is an exception to the rule. Large infrastructure in an IP project should be preferably financed by the complementary funding. 
Do note that removal of existing infrastructure (for example a levee) in itself is not considered to fall under this limitation but replacing it with another new installation does fall under it. Similarly, re-naturalisation of a river (for example re-meandering) that does not involve the construction of artificial element (dams, sluices, etc.) in most cases is not considered as infrastructure.

· Regarding the maximum allowed amount of external assistance the Application Guide specifies a limit of 35% at two instances: in section 1.10.7. on page 22: “The beneficiaries should have the technical … capacity and competency to carry out the proposed project activities. It is therefore expected that the share of the project budget allocated to external assistance should remain below 35%.”; and in section on Form F3 on page 75 “Please justify in detail if the proposed costs of External assistance is above 35% of the total budget.”  However, in a consultation with our National Focal Point financial contact person we were told that infrastructure built under sub-contract with an external entity would count as External assistance, and therefore would be part of this maximum 35%, even if the section on Form F4.a (Infrastructure costs) does not mention such a requirement.  Could you please clarify whether costs of an infrastructure built under sub-contract with an external entity would burden the 35% limit for external assistance or not?
Answer:   Please follow the instructions concerning form F4a in the application guide: " Important: All the costs related to infrastructure, even if the work is carried out under sub-contract with an external entity, should be reported under this heading."
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· On page 67 of the Guidelines for Applicants it is stated that:
“In the description of the monitoring action the “monitoring protocol”, the “monitoring indicators” and “sources of verification” should be identified and described.”
· How is „monitoring protocol“ defined?
· Do the monitoring indicators belong to 
· The project´s environmental impacts? (e.g. on water quality, fish-migration etc.)
· the implementation of the targeted plan (RBMP)
· the project´s socio-economic impact 
· the project´s impact on ecosystem functions?
· If we cannot fully identify the monitoring indicators right now before submitting the Full Proposal, is it possible to foresee a project action “monitoring concept” in the 1st project phase which deals with monitoring indicators and the implementation of monitoring actions?

Answer: Please follow in this context the instructions of 2.4.3 of the Application guide.  In particular take note of the following: "Obligatory action: each proposal must include an action to compile the information needed to complete the indicator tables (quantitative and qualitative) that must be submitted with the first mid-term (sic: correctly interim report) and the Final Reports. Accordingly, the indicator table will have to be completed latest during the first phase of the project." 

· In the Guidelines for Applicants there are contradictory specifications concerning the submission of the indicator tables:
Page 40: “each proposal must include an action to compile the information needed to complete the indicator tables (quantitative and qualitative) that must be submitted with the first mid-term and the Final Reports.”
Page 68: “A distinct action must be included concerning the compilation of information needed to complete the indicator tables (quantitative and qualitative) to be submitted with the first Interim report and with the Final Report.”
Is the mid-term and the interim report the same? Are the indicator tables to be submitted with the first interim report or with the mid-term report?

Answer: As per the LIFE 2017 Guidelines for Applicants, each project will have to report on the outputs and impact of the project taking into account the LIFE project performance indicators (KPI). To satisfy this requirement, please include an action as well as related milestones and budget for monitoring KPIs. Note that the LIFE KPI Webtool will have to be updated at the time of the first interim report  and Final report and that an analysis focusing on the results achieved and/or deviations experienced/expected as compared to the original estimates and any inputs in the KPI Webtool will have to be provided in each report (Progress, Mid-term and Final). 
Note that in the case of IPs the beneficiaries have to submit Interim reports and not Mid-term reports  therefore  any reference in the guides to the latter should be read as reference to Interim reports.

· “To submit completed indicator tables” - Does this mean to fill in the Key Project-level Indicators (KPI) into the EU LIFE database?

Answer: Yes. 
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[bookmark: _Toc509220958]General questions

· Is the character limit defined as with or without spaces?
Answer: The character limit is defined without spaces. Here is the description from the Application guide: While in general – with the exceptions indicated in the following chapters there are no formal limits on the number of characters in the various fields of the forms, please exercise prudence and include text and information that is strictly needed for the purposes of the proposal. The character numbers indicated in certain forms or fields only serve as indications of the normally expected length of text, but applicants do not have to strictly adhere to them.

· Since the submission of the concept note, we have discussed the project in more detail with various stakeholders and as a result we would like to change the name in the final proposal to incorporate the model municipality aspect of the project. Would this name change be acceptable?
Answer: No problem in changing the name of the project. However we assume that with the name change, there will be changes in the project goals, objectives, actions, etc. Please make sure that the changes in the proposal do not significantly change the concept of the project since the Concept Note stage.
· Sub-contracting for external experts: We would like to set-up an international Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC)  for feedback and advice throughout the project duration.  Apart from compensation for travel expenses on project related meetings, is sub-contracting (for the possible Committee member involvement and time in project related field or desk research), eligible/inline with LIFE rules?
Answer: If experts are hired under the subcontracting category, they have to meet the subcontracting criteria defined in the Application guide. Please make sure that the best value for money and conflict of interest situations are addressed. 
· Form B1: After item 7 (Long term sustainability), there must be item 8 (Expected major constraints and risks) followed by item 9 (Is your project significantly climate/biodiversity related?), according to page 61 of the Guide. This is missing in the respective section in the “LIFE 2017 Integrated Projects Clima Technical forms.doc”, and we have inserted it. Is that OK?
Answer: OK
· Form B2c: The character limit  is not specified at page 61 of the Guide. What is the limit?
Answer: There is not limit. Please use as many characters as you need but please be precise and to the point. 
· Form B1: The “SUMMARY DESCRIPTION OF THE PROJECT ” includes the same nine sections, requires the same length (10 pages) and contains the same guideline as the Phase I Concept Note.
a) Are we supposed to just insert here the original, approved Concept Note (without any changes)?
Answer: Changes are ok as long as they do not significantly change the concept of the project.
[bookmark: __DdeLink__27_3812995789]b) How far can the requested “Summary Description” deviate from the approved Concept Note (considering also there are comments from the EC to be addressed)?
Answer: Changes are ok as long as they do not significantly change the concept of the project.
c) Can we shorten sections (e.g. the no. 1 “Overall Context”) in order to expand others (e.g. no. 3.1 “Actions financed by LIFE”?
Answer: Please use as many characters as you need but please be precise and to the point. 
· On page 6 of the Application Guide it is written that "Integrated Projects shall ensure that the main stakeholders are actively involved in the design and implementation of the given project. This involvement is expected to be achieved by including them - where possible and reasonable - as associated beneficiaries of the IP, or through their active participation in the implementation of the IP itself and/or of the complementary actions." In our case, it will be several hundred small stakeholders. Would it be acceptable if small stakeholders form a consortia that would be the beneficiary and the stakeholders give support letters to the project?
Answer: YES, this is acceptable.
· On page 6 of the Application Guide it is written that on the basis of an appropriate justification, part of the project management may be carried out by a sub-contractor under the direct control of the coordinating beneficiary. There will be parliamentary elections in country and there might be changes in the government structure. Hence, it seems that the potential inclusion of an external professional project management team would be a guarantee of a stable project management. Please confirm that it would be acceptable.
Anwer: YES, this is acceptable.
· On page 23 of the Application Guide it is written that "the full project proposal will be longer than the Concept Note, but still should be as concise and clear as possible." As there will be a large number of stakeholders included and affected, but only their consortia will be associated beneficiary, we will receive support letters from about 200-300 stakeholders. Please confirm that their support letters can be annexed and still be acceptable. 
Answer: YES, supporting documents can be annexed to the project document and will be acceptable. You can attach the stakeholders/partcipants letters or any other document stating the support of the 200-300 stakeholders.
· On page 24 there are paragraphs about long term sustainability of the project. What length is needed in time? 
Answer: Length is not defined, it is up to the applicant to provide an overview of the sustainability plans according to the proposal expected impacts.
· On page 40 of the Application Guide it is written that "the duration of a lease must be sufficient to guarantee the durability of the conservation investment (e.g. 30 years)." In our case, it would be a 7-year long project in which the stakeholders would only give their consent to that, in case of winning, innovative, climate-friendly solutions will be implemented on their territory. Should a lease be 30-year long or it can be shorter if the project is shorter as well?
Answer: If you can justify in the project document that 7 years will guarantee the sustainability, then the lease can be shorter. 
· On page 42 of the Application Guide it is written that "Accordingly, the indicator table will have to be completed latest during the first phase of the project." Do we understand properly that the LIFE Performance Indicators table should be filled only by the end of the first phase? We are planning to fill it and send it with the full proposal? Please confirm that it is acceptable and it can be updated by the end of the first phase, if necessary.
Answer: As per the LIFE 2017 Guidelines for Applicants, each project will have to report on the outputs and impact of the project taking into account the LIFE project key performance indicators (KPI). To satisfy this requirement, please include an activity as well as related milestones and budget for monitoring KPIs. Note that the LIFE KPI Webtool will have to be updated at the time of the first report (either Progress or Mid-term) and Final report and that an analysis focusing on the results achieved and/or deviations experienced/expected as compared to the original estimates and any inputs in the KPI Webtool will have to be provided in each report (Progress (if present), Mid-term and Final).
· Page 57 of the Application Guide includes information about form A8. In case when a managing entity is responsible for more than 1 fund, can all relevant funds be included in one A8 form or there should be different A8 forms about each Fund?
Answer: Each fund should have separate A8 forms as the attributes for different funds may differ, for example the dates, purpose, etc. However if the information can fit in one form, the funds' manager can sign one form. 
· On page 72 of the Application Guide it is written that  "An interim report should be foreseen at the latest within three months after the end of each implementation phase." We are planning to have two interim reports and one final report. Please confirm that it is acceptable in case of a 7-year long project.
Answer: Each phase length is defined by the applicant, thus the number of reports is also determined by the applicant. If the gap between the reports is ex. 3 years, the funding will follow the same pattern, ie there will be a 3 year gap in payments. This is up to the applicant to decide, how often they want to report and receive the funding.
· Ministry is responsible for the elaboration and update of the Strategy, but the entity mainly responsible for the implementation of it is the Center that is supervised by the Ministry. The internal organizational and operational regulations of the Center contains that one of the main tasks of the body is the analysis of the effects of climate change. Please confirm that the Center can be recognized as competent authority. 
Answer: If Center’s competence is the analysis of the effects of climate change, then this entity can be recognised as a competent body for implementing the project on analysis of the effects of climate change.
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· What is the recommended font name and size in the main text of the technical forms (A, B, C)? 
· Are “Liberation Serif” or “Times New Roman”, of size 11, acceptable? 
Answer: OK for Times New Roman, size 11
· Are footnotes allowed?
Answer: Yes
· Can the References list (e.g. journal publications, other information sources, etc) be inserted as an Annex?
Answer: Yes

· Type F Action: The document “LIFE 2017 Integrated Projects Clima Application Guide.pdf” states in page 72 that “A distinct F-action must be included concerning the compilation of information needed to complete the indicator tables (quantitative and qualitative) to be submitted with the first Interim report and with the Final Report”. 
a) The indicator tables are the ones of document  “LIFE Performance Indicators Call 2017.xlsx“? 
Answer: Yes.
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· All complementary actions mentioned in Form B1 must:
a)  be connected with complementary financing of the IP (and therefore accompanied by a letter of intent (Form A8))?
Answer: The formal requirement is to have one complimentary fund confirmed, i.e. signed A8 form, to be eligible. You can list as many complementary actions as you want, however the more are confirmed with the A8 form the more credible the proposal will look. 
b) be different from co-financing of the IP?
Answer: Yes. Co-financing is not considered a complimentary funding. Co-financing is a direct funding for the project. 
b) not be another LIFE project?
Answer: There is a distinction in the Application guide between mobilised funding and other complementary funding. The LIFE projects will not be considered mobilised funding but they can be presented as complementary funding and actions.  
· Can LIFE Integrated Project actions be co-financed by the European Investment Bank (loan by the EIB)?
Answer: Please refer to the Application Guide which says: “Financing from other EU funds (including EIB) can only be used – and is in fact expected to co-finance other, complementary actions implemented within the framework of the same large scale plan or strategy.”
· On page 5 of the Application Guide it is written that "Integrated Projects shall promote the coordination with and mobilisation of other relevant Union, national or private funding sources for the implementation of the complementary measures or actions outside of the Integrated Project in the framework of the targeted plan or strategy, giving preference to Union funding. Within the IP itself, however, co-funding may not come from other Union funding sources." In case of complimentary actions, should we include only those funding sources that are granted to the coordinated and/or associated beneficiaries or we can also include funding sources granted to stakeholders of the project? In our case, we would also include the financial sources granted to third parties supporting the project. Please, confirm that it is fine. 
Answer: YES. You can and should include/mention all the relevant funding. Complementary funding will be separated into categories - mobilised and not. For the project to be eligible, at least one funding source needs to be mobilised according to the Applications guidelines. If the funding does not qualify for mobilised, it falls under other complementary funding, but nonetheless is very important for the projects' success. 
On page 5 of the Application Guide it is written that "Integrated Projects shall promote the coordination with and mobilisation of other relevant Union, national or private funding sources for the implementation of the complementary measures or actions outside of the Integrated Project in the framework of the targeted plan or strategy, giving preference to Union funding. Within the IP itself, however, co-funding may not come from other Union funding sources." Are the National Operational Programmes considered as EU funding sources? Can they be used for co-funding? Besides the Operational Programmes, we are planning to use Horizon 2020 and KIC resources as well. Please, confirm that they can be used for complementary, but not for co-funding.
Answer: It is unclear the source of funding of the Operational programs you are referring to. If the source is EU funds then it is not eligible for co-funding, as indicated in the guidelines. However, Horizon 2020 and KIC can be used as complementary. 
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· Is it possible for the LIFE project to provide funding for the lease of the large scale infrastructure required? We propose leasing costs of €500,000 annually (the infrastructure limit) throughout the duration of the project.
Answer: First of all the 500K EUR limit on large infrastructure is on the whole project and not on a particular year. On the other hand from your description it is too early to say if the concept is acceptable. For example, it is not clear why the leasing and not purchase of equipment was chosen. The application guide says: “…Such amount may be exceptionally exceeded if full technical justification is provided in the proposal demonstrating the necessity of the infrastructure for ensuring an effective contribution to the objectives of Articles 14, 15 or 16 of the LIFE Regulation.”This means that if you are considering applying for this derogation the proposal will need to fully describe the situation. You would also have to prove that without this derogation the project would not be possible and the results of the project would be of a significant value to the EU environment among other things.
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· Page 11 of the Evaluation Guide writes about the "Financial reliability of the project participants" and the Model Grant Agreement includes details about the financial guarantee. In our case, the coordinating beneficiary is a public body, but some of the associated beneficiaries will be private entities. Please confirm that costs of the financial guarantee can be included in the financial forms as eligible cost and it should be the cost of the private entities potentially affected by the need for financial guarantee.
Answer: Financial viability is only checked for the coordinator, so if it is a public entity then there is no check required (so no guarantee neither)
· Page 18 of the Evaluation Guide states that "Also projects showing synergies with actions financed or submitted for financing under the sub-programme for Environment will be considered for higher scoring, particularly if these synergies are expected to have a positive effect on climate resilience and reduction of greenhouse gas emissions." Please confirm that if our LIFE Clima IP has synergies with any LIFE Environment IPs or traditional projects, it would get higher points.
Answer: As indicated in the Frequent Questions document: 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. Higher points will be given if the synergies are translated into concrete activities/deliverables: i.e. monitoring of air quality, monitoring of impacts on health etc.
[bookmark: _Toc509220963]Financial forms	 

· Under which budget category should we include the purchase of a software?
Answer: If it is depreciated (or if it is purchased together with a PC/laptop), then please include it under 'equipment'. Otherwise it could go under 'other costs' or 'consumables'.
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4. Obligatory annexes

The only reference on obligatory annexes were found in the Guidelines for applicants, final
Checklist (Chapter 4. p. §1) which lists following annexes to be attached to the full project
proposal
- the annual balance sheet and profit and loss account,
- audit report or auditor-certified balance sheet and profit and loss account.
- simplified financial statement for coordinating beneficiaries that are not public bodies.
- public body declaration for coordinating beneficiaries that are public bodies.
- the fargeted plan or sirategy (in a case a new updated version has been adopted since
the submission of the Concept Note)
Regarding the annexes. the 2017 Guide for Evaluation states. on pages 8-9, that the first three
financial annexes are provided for coordinating beneficiaries who are private commercial or
private non-commercial organisations. With respect to this specific requirement we want to
make sure that we as an applicant (coordinating beneficiary) with the public body status
ave not obliged to supply these documents, but the public body declaration.

Are there any other obligatory annexes to the application forms?
We understand that we should submit
* LIFE Integrated Projects 2017 Application Forms for Stage 2 ~ Full proposal included

in file called “LIFE17 IPE Technical forms final.doc™.
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Ave there any other obligatory annexes to the application forms?
We understand that we should submi:

« LIFE Integrated Projects 2017 Application Forms for Stage 2 ~ Full proposal included
in file called “LIFE17 IPE Technical forms final.doc™,

project budget as scheduled in the file “LIFE17 IPE Financial forms x1s™
Is that all? We did not find any other concrete reference in the Guidelines.
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5. 2%Rule

‘The 2% rule (the ratio between co-financing and the cost on non-additional staff) is to be met
for the whole project budget or does each partner manage it separately within his own budget?
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Complementary activities

What is the expected number and budget of complementary actions - how many should
they be, at what budget(s)? In the Guidelines for Applicants we have found only the
following provisions on the issue:

At 1.4 Funding of Integrated Projects. sub-section Mobilisation of and
complementarity with funds other than LIFE (p. 10): *... Complementary actions shall
always iniplement the same large scale plan or srategy th the Tntegrated Project is
targeting

At 15 What is the application process for Integrated Projects? (p.15): .. NOTE that
in order for the application to be eligible at least one letter of intent clearly confiming
the availability or the acrual commitment of the complementary funding has to be

submitted with the full proposal....”
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1. Environmental impacts monitoring

‘What are the requirements for monitoring of environmental impacts? It is abligatory that each
project must include monitoring of the impact of the project actions - usually these are
activities D. At present. we propose the following sefing up of the monitoring

«Impact of the entire project on the conservation stafus of habitats and species —

through activity C.1 - see below

© Management evaluation ~ through activity C.1 - see below

« Monitoring the socio - economic impacts of the project ~ acti

* Monitoring of project indicators ~ D activity
Our project should help us to finalize a management cycle in order to enhance care the Natura
2000 network and thus improve the conservation status of the farget species and habitats. The
‘management cycle will include the key elements: planning ~ management ~ monitoring —
evaluation (- planning).
The proposal includes activity C.1. which focuses on monitoring and assessment of the
conservation status of species and habitats in SCIs and/or SPAs and consequently
management evaluation.
s it satisfactory to cover the requirements on environmental effectiveness evaluation of
the project actions by monitoring and assessment of the conservation status of habitats
and species contained in the activity C.1?

D
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How should we deal with fluctuations of exchange rate that is likely to occur during the
implementation of the project? How should we prepare the project budget with regards
to this expected fluctuations?

We have consulted several authorities in order to get a reasonable prediction of the

CZK : EUR exchange rates for the period of the project lifetime. However, we haven't
received any convincing statement, only reference to an uncertain development. Under the
precautionary rule. we convert the national currency to EURO by an exchange rate which is
expected fo be in force in the fime of foreseen start of the project. Do you have any other
recommendations on how to deal with the potential drop in Euro exchange rate in the project?





