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Questions received during the call for proposals 2014-2015 

 

Question 8 

Given the market demand for retour, the importance of English in the European context of conference 
interpreting as well as frequent inquiries from potential candidates interested in studying conference 
interpreting at our University with English A, our Faculty of Translation and Interpreting would very much 
like to expand the scope of its current Master's interpreting programme by introducing English as a second A 
language, thus offering students the opportunity to train into English A and to develop competence in retour 
from Spanish into English. The only way of doing so in the present economic climate would be with financial 
support such as that provided by the Directorate General for Interpretation and Conferences of the 
European Parliament. Would this project be eligible for the DG Grants? 

 

Answer 8 

The project as described by you would fall within the scope of this call for proposals and would therefore be 
eligible for evaluation, provided all other eligibility, exclusion and selection criteria are met (see points 5-7 of 
the call for proposals).  
The Evaluation Committee will assess the applications on the basis of the award criteria and give points for 
each of the criteria (see point 8 of the call for proposals). It will establish a list of accepted applications 
ranked according to their merits and the total number of points obtained. Please note that relevance to 
priority needs for languages of the European Parliament and the EU institutions and bodies for which it 
provides interpretation services is one of the award criteria.  
Award of grants will be made on the basis of this ranking and the available budget.  Applicants should be 
aware that even if they reach the required minimum score to be accepted (60% of the total points), the 
application may be not retained in case the available budget is already exhausted for applications with 
higher scores.  

 

*** 
 

Question 7 

My question relates to the Project Description for projects aimed at supporting conference interpreter 
training 2014/2015, and more specifically to the footnote to section   
l)   Use and development of new technologies for training which says: 
  
“Please note that e-learning tools will be subject of ownership clauses (see grant agreement model Article 
I.10.5)” 
  
I have looked up the Grant Agreement model on the webpage, but seem unable to find the clause in 
question. Would you be so kind as to guide me to it? 

 

Answer 7 

The footnote contains a clerical error. The clauses related to ownership and use of the results including 
intellectual and industrial property rights are contained in Article II.8 of the draft Grant Agreement.  
 

*** 

 



Question 6 

My question concerns the financial identification form: our University uses a financial identification form 
which is slightly different in format from the one on the webpage, but the information is exactly the same. 
Moreover, the form was already used to submit an application and accepted by DG INTE in previous years. Is 
it absolutely necessary to use the model which you provide or are other models accepted? 

 

Answer 6 

As indicated in Annex III of the application form, a financial identification form has to be supplied only if the 
account number or the bank account holder’s name has changed since the last grant request submitted.  In 
this case, you should use the proposed template as the one used in previous years was the one used by the 
European Commission. 

If there are no changes in the bank account details since the last grant request submitted in the recent years, 
you just have to tick the first box of Annex III and mention the IBAN number on it. 

 

*** 

Question 5 

My question relates to how we should best approach the grant application. The Guide for Applicants states 
that purchases for equipment for virtual classes are 100% eligible, whereas hardware interpretation 
purchases would be 75% eligible. 
 
If we were to opt for a project-specific approach, our application could be based on a combination of 
creation of digital speech repository/logbook/virtual classes. If on the other hand we were to opt for the 
more general approach, our application could be based on the renewal/installation of new conference 
interpreting infrastructure. Could you therefore please inform us about which application form should we 
best choose (Application form 2014-2015 post-graduate course VS Application form 2014-2015 – other 
projects)? 

 

Answer 5 

You may have misunderstood the rules regarding equipment. You need to distinguish the notion of co-
funding rate and eligible amount.  In all cases the co-funding rate is 75% of eligible amounts. Regarding the 
eligible amount, it depends on the nature of the equipment, the applicant’s policy in matter of depreciation, 
the date on which the equipment is bought and the percentage of use of this equipment for implementing 
the action. You should refer to the guide for applicants where different examples of calculation are given.   

Please note that equipment for virtual classes bought in the framework of post-graduates courses does not 
need to be depreciated (provided that the equipment has been actually used by the end of the project for 
virtual classes with other Universities, the European Parliament or other international organisations).  This 
concretely means that 75% of the total cost is reimbursed by the European Parliament. 

Purchase of equipment can be considered as eligible cost only if it is part of a project corresponding to the 
objectives of the call for proposals. You will find more information on the objectives of the call and the types 
of projects sought under point 1 and 2 of the call for proposals text. Actions aimed solely at the purchase of 
equipment do not fall under the scope of the call. 

If your project proposal aims at organisation of master/post-graduate courses in conference interpreting, 
please use the application form “2014-2015 post graduate course”. If on the contrary, you intend to submit a 
proposal aimed at promoting conference interpreter training (see point 2. b of the call for proposals text for 
the priority areas for this action line), you should use the application form “2014-2015 other projects”. 

*** 

http://www.europarl.europa.eu/interp/universities/site_files/ressources/docs/financial/2_application_form_2014-2015_post-graduate_course.doc
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/interp/universities/site_files/ressources/docs/financial/3_application_form_2014-2015_other_projects.doc
http://www.europarl.europa.eu/interp/universities/site_files/ressources/docs/financial/3_application_form_2014-2015_other_projects.doc


Question 4 

a) We understand that there is a possibility to ask for funding from both of the Institutions. But on the other 
hand, in your call for proposals you mention that one action can receive only one grant from the EU budget. 
More specifically we have considered submitting a project covering teaching and organizational 
expenditures to one institution and submitting a project aimed at constructing a new language lab to the 
other. Would that be possible?   
b) Do you have any indication on what project size is feasible? Our faculty struggles with old and out-dated 
equipment, which makes for example distance teaching very complicated. At the moment we cannot 
participate in any e-learning or virtual classes. Therefore, we very much appreciate the fact that the EP is 
willing to invest into new equipment. But will it be possible to cover the full expenditures of a new language 
lab or should we rather opt for reconstructing an old one? Are there any limits on the eligibility of 
expenditures? For example can we ask for the funding for the construction of new booths? (bearing in mind 
that our language is the third priority). 
  
 

Answer 4 

a) It is possible to apply at the same time for another EU programme (see answer to question 3). Please note 
however that purchase of equipment can be considered as eligible cost only if it is part of a project 
corresponding to the objectives of the call for proposals. You will find more information on the objectives of 
the call and the types of projects sought under point 1 and 2 of the call for proposals text. Actions aimed 
solely at the purchase of equipment do not fall under the scope of the call. 

b) The Evaluation Committee checks whether the budget proposed by the applicant is appropriate and 
reasonable for achieving the objectives of the projects. There are no pre-defined limits of expenditure, 
provided that the costs are necessary to implement the project and eligible. For detailed information on 
eligible costs please see section III of the Guide for Applicants and Article II.19 of the model grant 
agreement.           

*** 

Question 3 

I understand that as of summer 2014 grants are no longer jointly funded by DG INTE, European Parliament, 
and SCIC and the calls for proposals are separate. What I am not clear about is whether we can apply to one 
institution only or both. Is there a likelihood that separate funding schemes could also lead to smaller grant 
allocations? 
  
 

Answer 3 

In the past years the interpretation services of both the European Commission and the European Parliament 
managed indeed a joint call for proposals. The decision on the award of the grant was taken jointly by both 
institutions and very few proposals were sometimes jointly managed by both Institutions. However from last 
year, it was decided that individual grants would be financed and managed either by the Parliament or by 
the Commission separately, so there was no joint funding of individual grants anymore. 
 
As of this year, the institutions launched separate calls for proposals. As far as the European Parliament is 
concerned, this change shall not lead to smaller grants allocations. The co-financing rate applied by the 
European Parliament is 75% of total eligible costs (subject to a possible reduction should the income of the 
action be greater than the expense as grants may not have the purpose of generating a profit to the 
beneficiary). 
 
It is possible to apply for another EU programme. However, the same action cannot be financed twice out of 
the EU budget. Should your project be selected for two grant programmes you will have to choose the 



granting institution (coordination between DG INTE and DG SCIC could be considered during the assessment 
of the applications received). 
 
Please note that the Evaluation Committee checks whether the budget proposed by the applicant is 
appropriate and reasonable for achieving the objectives of the projects. Within this process some items of 
the applicant's proposed budget might not be taken into consideration for co-financing (= non eligible costs), 
if they are considered excessive or not necessary to implement the project (please refer to the Guide for 
Applicants for more information on the procedure).  

 

*** 

Question 2 

I noticed the criteria include mention of the EMCI requirements for the number of hours of practical tuition. 
If we are unable to meet this standard, would a bid be considered or would it be rejected outright? 
 

Answer 2 

The call for proposals mentions different award criteria.   If an application is not (fully) compliant with one or 
more criteria, it does not mean that it will be automatically rejected.  The Evaluation Committee will assess 
the applications on the basis of the evaluation criteria and award points for each of the criteria. It will 
establish a list of accepted applications ranked according to their merits and the total number of points 
obtained. 
Award of grants will be made on the basis of this ranking and the available budget.  Applicants should be 
aware that even if they reach the required minimum score to be accepted (60% of the total points), the 
application may be rejected in case the available budget is already exhausted for applications with higher 
scores.  

 

*** 

 

Question 1 

Supposing we want to buy equipment of a total value of 1000 euros, should the University pay 250 euros of 
this particular expense? Or the contribution of the University should be 25% of the total value of the costs, 
meaning that those 1000 euros can be paid entirely from the grant while other expenses related to the 
programme will be covered by the University? 
 

Answer 1 

The maximum contribution of the European Parliament is 75% of the eligible costs.  The remaining 25% must 
be provided by the applicant.  It can be via the direct revenue expected from the action (fees paid by 
students), specific support from public sources or self-financing by the applicant. 
 
To be eligible, equipment has to be bought for the implementation of the action and paid by the applicant.  
You do not need to provide more information neither about which faculty, nor from which specific budget it 
is paid. 
 
To answer concretely to your question, even if the invoice has to be registered in the accounting system of 
the applicant and totally paid by him, you do not need to justify that the remaining 25% of this particular 
expense has been, at the end, supported or not by the University. The own contribution of the applicant is 
assessed as a whole and not on each item. 


