1 priedas

	
Project title
	Automatically filled in from most recent approved AF at the moment of finance report creation

	Project acronym
	Automatically filled in from most recent approved AF at the moment of finance report creation

	Project ID
	Automatically filled in from most recent approved AF at the moment of finance report creation

	Reporting period
	(DD.MM.YYYY – DD.MM.YYYY)
Automatically filled in from Report identification tab in the PP financial report

	Partner Report Number
	Automatically filled in from Report identification tab in the PP financial report

	Name of partner organization in English language
	Automatically filled in from most recent name in English in section B in the AF

	
	Eligible	EUR XX.XX
amount	(automatically filled in from the financial overview of the report)







Based on the documents provided and my verification and professional judgement as a controller, regarding the eligible amount indicated in this Control Certificate, I confirm that:
a. expenditure is in line with European, programme and national eligibility rules and complies with conditions for support of the project and payment as outlined in the subsidy contract;

b. expenditure was actually paid except for costs related to depreciation and simplified cost options;

c. expenditure was incurred and paid (with the exceptions above under “b”) within the eligible time period of the project and by the end of the reporting period and was not previously reported;

d. expenditure based on simplified cost options (if any) is correctly calculated and the calculation method is correctly applied;

e. expenditure reimbursed based on eligible costs actually incurred is either recorded accurately in a separate accounting system or has an adequate accounting code allocated. The necessary audit trail exists, and all was available for inspection;

f. relevant EU/ national/institutional and programme procurement rules were observed;

EU and programme publicity rules were followed;	

g. co-financed products, services and works were actually delivered or are in progress to be delivered and expected to be delivered by the project end date;

h. expenditure is related to activities in line with the Application form and the Subsidy contract.

I. Based on the documents provided, my verification and my professional judgement as a controller, I have NOT found any evidence of:

-	infringements of rules concerning horizontal principles of gender equality, non- discrimination and sustainable development;

-  double-financing of expenditure through other financial source(s);


II. I hereby confirm that the verification of the project financial report was done precisely and objectively.


III. The control methodology and scope, control work actually done, and eligible and ineligible expenditure per cost category are documented in the Control report and Checklist (based on the programme template). Risk-based control was applied according to the applicable programme methodology. In case of suspicion of fraud, it is reported using the specific programme template.

I and the institution/department I represent are independent from the project’s activities and financial management and authorized to carry out the control.

	Controller's signature
	Controller's signature

	Designated control body responsible for verification:
	Automatically filled upon controller’s confirmation of the partner report

	
Name
	Automatically filled upon controller’s confirmation of the partner report

	
Date
	Automatically filled upon controller’s confirmation of the partner report (date when Certificate is generated)
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	1. Project partner progress report

	Project title
	Automatically filled in from most recent approved AF at the moment of finance report creation

	Project acronym
	Automatically filled in from most recent approved AF at the moment of finance report creation

	Project ID
	Automatically filled in from most recent approved AF at the moment of finance report creation

	
Reporting period
	(DD.MM.YYYY – DD.MM.YYYY)
Automatically filled in from the Report identification tab of the PP finance report

	Partner Report Number
	Automatically filled in from the Report identification tab of the PP finance report




	2. Project Partner

	Name of partner organization in English language
	Automatically filled in from most recent partner name in English is section B of AF

	Partner type of organization
	· Public body or body governed by public law (automatically filled based
on AF)
	· Body governed by private law (only non- profit) (automatically filled based on AF)

	Partner number
	Automatically filled in from most recent approved AF at the moment of finance report creation

	Start date of partner participation in project
	Automatically filled in from most recent approved AF at the moment of finance report creation

	End date of partner participation in project
	Automatically filled in from most recent approved AF at the moment of finance report creation





	3. Designated Controller

	
Control body responsible for the verification 1
	Automatically filled in from the profile of the controller signing this document

	
Name of the controller
	Automatically filled in from the profile of the controller signing this document

	
Job title
	Automatically filled in from the profile of the controller signing this document

	
Division/Unit/Department
	Automatically filled in from the profile of the controller signing this document

	
Address
	Automatically filled in from the profile of the controller signing this document

	
Country
	Automatically filled in from the profile of the controller signing this document

	
Telephone Number
	Automatically filled in from the profile of the controller signing this document

	
Email
	Automatically filled in from the profile of the controller signing this document
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	4. Verification

	
General methodology
	
· administrative verification
	
· on-the-spot verification




	In case of on-the-spot verification: Date(s) of on-the- spot verification
	
DD.MM.YYYY - DD.MM.YYYY

	In case of on-the-spot verification: Location of on-the- spot verification
	premises of project partner
	project event/meeting
	place of physical project output
	Virtual

	If a virtual on-the-spot verification is chosen, please explain how it allows to gain sufficient assurance:
	Briefly describe how the virtual on-the-spot verification allowed to gain assurance about the elements usually covered by an on-the-spot verification such as
· the good functioning of internal processes and systems related to the approval, ordering, accounting, and payment of reported costs
· the existence and delivery of goods and services & infrastructure and works.

	The verification is done in line with the programme risk-based verifications methodology.
If the Portal selected only a sample of items for your control, but you decided to extend this sample, please
describe here how and why the sample was extended.
	
The programme will provide the controller with the minimum list of items to be covered by the verification. Depending on the risk-analysis, the selection might be based on a sample. Should you as a controller decide to extend the sample, please briefly describe to which extent the sample was extended and for what reasons (e.g. error found in the initial sample leading to the extension from a sample check to a 100% check or decision to extend the sample for specific items based on professional judgement).




	Declared (A)
(total amount declared in EUR )
	Confirmed (B)
(total eligible amountin EUR)
	Difference (C=A-B)
(total amount deductedin EUR)
	Confirmed % of Declared (B/A*100)

	(Calculated automatically)
	(Calculated
automatically)
	(Calculated automatically)
	(Calculated
automatically)





	5.a Description of findings, observations and limitations

	

n.a.
	A summary description of the types of errors found and a reasoning why it is an error. Also add: a clear specification of additional observations and limitations (if any), expressed about the eligibility of some expenditure. In case of suspicion of fraud, please fill in the specific reporting template (annex 4 of the programme manual).

	5.b Follow-up measures from previous report

	
n.a.
	Follow-up measures from previous report automatically added here from previous control report

	
	Outcome of verification of actual implementation of follow-up measures from previous report to be reported here.

	5.c Conclusions and recommendations6

	



n.a.
	

The conclusion takes into consideration the above-mentioned observations/reservations. It also describes the measures implemented to solve the errors detected and it eventually provides recommendations to avoid the repetition of the same types of errors in the future.

	5.d Follow-up measures for the next progress report

	
n.a.
	

Follow-up measures to be implemented in the next progress report should be described in this section.




	Controller's signature

	Date
	pre-filled from controller’s profile

	Name
	pre-filled from controller’s profile

	Signature
	filled automatically when report confirmed
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	General checks
Done once and again in case of change at first report (for third point: after first transfer of Interreg or Norwegian funds) and again in case of change
	Comments

	

Project	partner	maintains	separate	accounting
	
	
	If no, has been ticked, either the report cannot be confirmed or a comment is provided that explains what remedial action is undertaken that allows the partner to report
nevertheless.

	records/system, or accounting code, for all transactions
	
	
	

	related to the project. Ensuring separation of project
	Yes
	No
	

	expenditure for all transactions relating to the project
	
	
	

	[according to Art. 74 1a(i) of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1060]
	
	
	

	



Mechanisms are in place to exclude double-financing:
e.g.,accounting system avoids the allocation of the same invoice to different projects
	




Yes
	




No
	If no, has been ticked, either the report cannot be confirmed or a comment    is
provided   that
explains what remedial action is undertakenthat allows thepartner to	report
nevertheless.

	



The IBAN used for the transfer/receipt of programme funds belongs to the partner organisation.
	




Yes
	




No
	If “no” has been ticked, either the report cannot be confirmed or a comment    is
provided   that
explains what remedial action is undertakenthat allows thepartner to	report
nevertheless.

	The project partnership agreement is available and signed by the LP and the partner.
	
Yes
	
No
	If no is ticked, the report cannot be confirmed.




































	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	n.a.
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	1. General checks
	Accepted
	Comments

	
	Yes
	No
	n.a.
	

	1.1
	Costs are correctly recorded in the partner accounting system.
	

	

	

	

	1.2
	The source of the partner’s contribution (private or public) is correctly indicated.
	

	

	

	

	


1.3
	

Costs are directly related to the project and necessary for the development or implementation of the project.
	



	



	



	e.g. Verified that costs:
· have been initially planned in the AF under this cost category OR
· A written approval of these costs exists from the JS
· Justified in the Report and within programme flexibility rule

	1.4
	Costs are correctly allocated to the relevant cost categories.
	

	

	

	e.g.	Inspected	list	of expenditures.

	

1.5
	

Costs are declared only once.
	


	


	


	e.g. Inspected the list of expenditure and verified that expenditures had not been declared twice in different cost categories or in previous reporting periods.

	


1.6
	
Expenditure was incurred and paid in project eligibility period and by the end of the reporting period and supported by proof of payment.
(NOT needed for flat rates, standard scales of unit costs, lump sums).
	


	


	


	e.g.	Implementation expenditure is incurred and paid within the starting date of the project set in the subsidy contract and the end of the relevant reporting period.

	
1.7
	All expenditure has been incurred within the eligible programme area. Whenever expenditure was incurred outside of the eligible programme area, approval from the programme was obtained.
	

	

	

	

	

1.8
	Expenditure is supported by invoices or documents of equivalent probative value, which are correct in content and accounting terms.
(NOT needed for Flat rates, the standard scale of unit costs or lump sums).
	


	


	


	

	
1.9
	Ineligible costs according to the Regulations and programme rules are excluded from the Report, e.g.
	

	

	

	e.g. Art. 64 of Reg.(EU) No 2021/1060 and Art. 38 (3) of Reg (EU) 2021/1059






	
	a) fines, financial penalties and expenditure on legal disputes and litigation;
b) costs of gifts; or
c) costs related to fluctuation of foreign exchange rate
d) interest on debt.
	
	
	
	

	













1.10
	











There is evidence that co-financed products, services and works were actually delivered or are in progress to be delivered and expected to be delivered by the project end date.
	














	














	














	e.g. Inspected project evidence provided with the partner report, in particular agendas and signed attendance lists of meetings, written outputs, pictures, etc.; OR performed own research, in particular search on the internet, OR obtained external confirmation of the project's existence, in particular from...' or 'Inspected the project partner and activities on the spot.
to be always indicated how sufficient assurance was gained (no matter if the check was an on-the-spotcheck or not)
Advance payments can be accepted if it is a standard commercial practice and if the services, goods and works are delivered by the end date of the project the latest. It is recommended to formulate	follow-up measures to check the final delivery in a future report.

	
1.11
	(Only to be verified for LPs):
The LP transferred the programme funds from the previous periods to the project partners within a timeframe agreed by all partners.
	

	

	

	e.g. Inspected in the bank statement

	


1.12
	
The total partner budget as stated in the latest approved application form was not exceeded by more than 20% (in line with the programme’s budget flexibility rule as outlined in the programme manual) and any excess spending was approved by the lead partner.
	



	



	



	e.g.	Verified		that accumulated	partner expenditure is within the partner budget of the latest version of the approved AF. If not, differences have been covered  by  the  budget
flexibility	or
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	explained/approved  by  the
Lead Partner

	
1.13
	If the partner contribution does not come from the partner's own resources but from an external public source: the total partner contribution has not been exceeded.
	

	

	

	
	

	



1.14
	


For partners coming from countries which have not adopted the euro as their currency: the currency exchange rate has been correctly applied.
	



	



	



	Eg. verified that the expenditure has been converted into Euros based on the exchange rate of the Commission applicable in the month the partner report is submitted for verification to the controller in the online monitoring system.
	

	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up
Deductions (if any) have to be detailed by cost categories.
	

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	
n.a.
	
	





	2. Eligibility Checks by Cost Categories




	2.1 Staff costs
[according to Art 39 (1)(a) and (b) of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1059]
If no costs are reported under this cost category, please tick here	.
	Accepted
	Comments

	
	
Yes
	
No
	

	

2.1.1
	
Persons that declared staff costs are employees of the project partner or work under a contract considered as an employment document.
	


	


	e.g. Inspected employment document / work contracts and contracts considered as employment contracts of individuals declaring staff costs (part-time and full-time).

	
2.1.2
	A document defining the percentage worked on the project (100% or less) (eg. Task assignment letter) is available.
	

	

	e.g. Inspected documents related to tasks/percentage allocation of employees declaring staff costs (part-time and full-time).

	

2.1.3
	

The percentage worked on the project is correctly applied to calculate the eligible staff costs.
	


	


	

	








2.1.4
	







Staff costs, to which the fixed % is applied, are limited to salary payments and any other costs directly linked to salary payments incurred and paid by the employer for the employee working on the project.
	









	









	e.g. Inspected, e.g., payrolls/pay slips, print- out of accounting system, etc. of employees working on the project (part-time and full-time) and verified that staff costs are based on salary payments plus any other costs directly linked to salary payments incurred and paid by the employer such as employment taxes and social security including pensions provided that they are:
· (i) fixed in an employment document or by law;
· (ii) in accordance with the legislation referred to in the employment document and
with standard practices in the
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	country and/or organization where the individual staff member is actually working; and
· (iii) not recoverable by the employer.

	
2.1.5
	The fixed percentage worked on the project is plausible in relation to tasks and activities within the project and the job profile of the employee as indicated in the task assignment
letter.
	

	

	

	2.1.6
	If the staff is involved in several projects, it is ensured that not more than 100% of the time is reported. (eg. task assignment letters for all projects do not exceed 100%).
	

	

	

	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	
n.a.
	






	2.2 Office and Administration (Simplified Cost Option – flat rate of 15% of eligible direct staff costs)
[according to Art 54(b) of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1060 and Art 40.2 of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1059]
If no costs are reported under the cost category “staff” and the relevant box ticked above, this section is not editable.
	

Accepted
	


Comments

	
	
Yes
	
No
	

	
2.2.1
	The flat rate is calculated correctly (15% of eligible direct staff costs).
	

	

	e.g. Recalculated costs using the calculation scheme.

	



2.2.2
	


There is no double declaration of the same cost item in other cost categories.
	




	




	e.g. Verified that no- cost items listed in Art. 4 of Delegated Reg. (EU) No 418/2014 had been included in other cost categories (eg. costs related	office supplies or postal services).





	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	
n.a.
	




	2.3 Travel and Accommodation (Simplified Cost Option – flat rateof 15% of eligible direct staff costs)
[according to Art. 41(5) of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1059]
This section is not editable
· if no costs are reported under the cost category “staff” and the relevant box has been ticked under “staff” or
· if the partner chose to report the travel costs on a real cost basis in the approved application form.
	


Accepted
	



Comments

	
	Yes
	No
	

	
2.3.1
	The flat rate is calculated correctly (15% of eligible direct staff costs).
	

	

	e.g. Recalculated costs using the calculation scheme.

	

2.3.2
	

There is no double declaration of the same cost item in other cost categories.
	


	


	e.g. Verified that no- cost items listed in point (52) of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1060
had been included in other cost categories. (N.B. The flat rate of 15% covers the travel and accommodation costs for all staff employed by the partner organization, regardless of their department, specific role in the project, or level of involvement in
the project's daily tasks.)

	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up

	Description of findings, observations and
limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	
n.a.
	



	2.3 Travel and Accommodation (Real Costs)
[according to Art. 41 (1) to (4) of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1059]
	
Accepted
	
Comments
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	If no costs are reported under this cost category, please tick here	.
This section is not editable if the partner chose to report the travel costs on a flat rate basis in the approved application form.
	

Yes
	

No
	

	2.3.1
	Travels are related to the project activities
	
	
	

	


2.3.2
	

Travel and accommodation costs relate to the partner organisation's staff or natural persons that work under a contract considered as employment contracts of the partner organization.
	



	



	e.g. Inspected invoices and documents of equivalent probative value to ensure that costs were incurred by employees or persons working under contracts considered as employment contracts.

	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	
n.a.
	




	2.4. External Expertise and Services (Real Costs) [according to Art. 42 of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1059]
If no costs are reported under this cost category, please tick here
.
	Accepted
	

Comments

	
	

Yes
	

No
	

n.a.
	

	
2.4.1
	Providers of services or expertise are external to the project partnership.
	

	

	
	e.g. Interviewed the project partner to verify that external expert or service providers are not employees of the project partnership.

	
2.4.2
	The types of costs listed under the cost categories are eligible according to EU and programme rules.
	

	

	
	e.g. Verified that the types of costs listed under the cost categories are eligible according to Art. 42 of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1059

	

2.4.3
	The travel and accommodation expenses of external service providers, stakeholders, associated policy authority representatives or guests invited by the project partners have been recorded under the external expertise and services cost category.
	


	


	


	

e.g. Inspected list of expenditures

	
2.4.4
	Invoices or documents of equivalent probative value are in line with the contract(s) – or where applicable - with the selected offer - in terms of amount and nature.
	

	

	

	e.g. Inspected invoices and documents of equivalent probative value to verify that they are in accordance with the contract(s).





	2.4.5
	The deliverables are available and in compliance with the contract/agreement and invoices/requests for reimbursement.
	

	

	

	

	
2.4.6
	Expenditure related to items planned under this cost category is in line with the descriptions/specifications provided in the application form. If not, a relevant justification is provided.
	

	

	
	
e.g. Verified that the items procured are provided for and described in the application form.

	
2.4.7
	(In case of experts or services that are NOT exclusively used for the project)
The share allocated to the project is plausible, i.e. calculated according to a fair, equitable and verifiable method.
	

	

	

	e.g. Verified that only a share of the expenditure is allocated to the project and that this share is calculated according to a fair, equitable and verifiable method.

	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	
n.a.
	




	2.5 Equipment (Real Costs)
[according to Art. 43 of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1059]
If no costs are reported under this cost category, please tick here	.
	Accepted
	
Comments

	
	
Yes
	
No
	
n.a.
	

	

2.5.1
	
The types of costs listed under the cost categories are eligible according to EU and programme rules.
	


	


	
	e.g. Verified that the types of costs listed under the cost categories are eligible according to Art 43 of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1059

	

2.5.2
	

Invoices or documents of equivalent probative value are in line with the contract(s) or – were applicable- the selected offer in terms of amount and nature.
	


	


	


	e.g. Inspected invoices and documents of equivalent probative value to verify that they are in accordance with the contracts in terms of amount and nature.

	
2.5.3
	Expenditure related to items planned under this cost category is in line with the descriptions/specifications provided in the application form. If not, a relevant justification is provided.
	

	

	
	

	2.5.4
	The method to calculate equipment expenditure (full costs, pro rata, depreciation) is correctly applied in line with EU and programme rules.
	

	

	
	e.g. Verified that the calculation methods used
comply with rules
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	(see programme manual section 6.2.5)
eg. for pro-rata calculation the share allocated to the project is based on a fair equitable and verifiable calculation method.
eg. for depreciation: it is in line with Article 67(2) of Regulation (EU) 2021/1060
and programme rules

	2.5.5
	Equipment is available and used for the intended project purpose.
	

	

	

	

	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	
n.a.
	




	2.6 Infrastructure and works (Real cost)

[according to Art 44 of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1059]
	Accepted
	Comments

	
	Yes
	No
	n.a.
	

	


2.6.1
	Expenditure related to items planned under this cost category is made in the framework of an approved pilot action and in line with the descriptions/specifications provided in the application form. If the latter is not the case, prior approval from the LP and JS has been obtained.
	



	



	
	

	2.6.2
	Providers of infrastructure and works are external to the project partnership.
	
	
	
	

	

2.6.3
	
Invoices or documents of equivalent probative value are in line with the contract(s) or – where applicable- the selected offer in terms of amount and nature.
	


	


	
	e.g. Inspected invoices and documents of equivalent probative value to verify that they are in accordance with the contract(s) or selected offers.

	2.6.4
	The deliverables related to the infrastructure and works are available, identifiable and in compliance with the
	

	

	

	





	
	contract/agreement and invoices/requests for reimbursement.
	
	
	
	

	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress
report
	
n.a.
	



	2.7 Preparation cost (Lump sum covering several cost categories).
(Only to be displayed and verified if the partner is a LP)
	Accepted
	
Comments

	
	
Yes
	
No
	

	2.7.1
	The amount of the lump sum (EUR 17,500) is correctly indicated (in line with the applicable programme, national and internal rules of the partner organisation).
	

	

	

	2.7.2
	There is no double declaration of the same cost item in other cost categories.
	
	
	e.g. Verified that no-cost described in section 6.3 of programme manual had been included in other costcategories (eg. External service costs related to activities before the date of submission of the
application)

	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress
report
	
n.a.
	



	3. Compliance with Information and publicity requirements
[according to Annex IX of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1060 and Art 46 and 47 of Reg. (EU) 2021/1060.
	Accepted
	
Comments

	
	
Yes
	
No
	
n.a
	

	
3.1
	Information and publicity rules of the EU were complied with.
	

	

	

	e.g., Inspected project publicity items, including project poster, billboard/plaque (if applicable), project videos, roll-up(s), brochures, agendas of
conferences, studies and deliverables to ensure they
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	meet the publicity requirements outlined in Annex IX of Reg. (EU) No 2021/1060 and section
7.1.2 of the programme manual.
NB. Project websites are hosted by the programme and monitored by the Joint Secretariat in terms of publicity requirements, content and regular updates. Nonetheless, controllers should check if information about the project is published on the partner’s official institutional website, where such a website exists, or otherwise on their social media sites, highlighting the financial support of the EU (In accordance with paragraph 4 (a) of Article 36 of Regulation (EU)
2021/1059)

	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up
Deductions (if any) have to be detailed by cost category.

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	
n.a.
	



	4. Compliance with other EU rules
	Accepted
	Comments

	
	Yes
	No
	n.a.
	

	

4.1
	There is no evidence that the project activities do not comply with the EU horizontal principle of sustainable development. [according to Article 3 of the Treaty on the European Union (TEU)]
	


	


	


	e.g. Compared the partner report to the AF and verified that activities are in line with the AF and do not raise any new issues.

	
	
	




	




	




	e.g. Verified based on my

	
	
	
	
	
	professional judgement

	
	
	
	
	
	as	a	controller	that

	
4.2
	In case of pilot actions: There is no evidence that equipment purchased and any infrastructure and works does not comply with EU and national legislation in terms of environmental impacts, required permits, etc.
	
	
	
	compulsory requirements set by the EU and national	legislation
related  to  respective

	
	
	
	
	
	equipment are	fulfilled

	
	
	
	
	
	(e.g.	environmental

	
	
	
	
	
	impacts, permits, etc.).






	

4.3
	Based on the available information, there is no evidence that the project activities do not comply with the EU horizontal principles of gender equality and non- discrimination.
	


	


	


	e.g. Compared the partner report to the AF and verified that activities are in line with the AF and do not raise any new issues.

	









4.4
	










Based on the available information the project activities comply with EU and programme rules on State aid.
	











	











	











	e.g. Compared the partner report to the AF and verified that activities are in line with the AF, and do not raise any new issues (eg. partner is not 'in difficulty').

If aid is not granted under GBER article 20:
e.g. Verified that the project partner does not exceed the de minimis threshold (if covered by de minimis).
e.g.: in case of indirect state aid, checked that
· the completed de minimis self- declaration is available and get a confirmation that the award letter has been sent to the beneficiary or
· the threshold stated in GBER article 20a is not exceeded.

	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up
Deductions (if any) have to be detailed by cost category.

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	
n.a.
	






	5 Compliance with public procurement rules
Public procurement rules and principles are applicable to all public authorities and bodies governed by public law and therefore also apply in the context of their participation in an Interreg Europe project.
Private non-profit bodies participating in an Interreg Europe project must also be able to prove how they awarded project-related contracts in compliance with the relevant national rules and guidelines as well as their own internal rules and the principle of sound financial management. The strictest rules apply.
See also section 6.5 in the programme manual.
	


Accepted
	




Comments

	
	


Yes
	


No
	


n.a
	

	
5.1
	EU, national and any other applicable public or private procurement rules were observed, e.g.
Complies with the applicable rules; Publicity requirement were respected;
The principles of transparency, Non-discrimination, Equal treatment, effective competition has been complied with;
There was a clear distinction between selection and award criteria in the evaluation of the bids;
Selection and award criteria and required technical specifications and national permits are transparent, nondiscriminatory and ensure equal treatment;
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	Decisions are properly documented and justified.
No cases of actual or potential conflict of interest came to the attention of the controller, or the conflict of interest policy was followed where applicable
	
	
	
	

	5.2
	The procurement procedure is documented and available
e.g.,
Initial cost estimate made by the project partner to identify the applicable public or private procurement procedure
Market research, Request for quote/offers, or procurement publication/notice Terms of reference (TOR)
Offers/quotes received
Report on assessment of bids (evaluation/selection report) Information on acceptance and rejection (notification of bidders) Legal remedies / contradictory procedure / complaints
The contract including any amendments and in line with the selected offer, etc.
	





	





	





	

	5.3
	There is no evidence of artificial splitting of the contract objective/value.
	

	

	

	

	5.4
	If applicable, any amendment of the contract is in line with the relevant public or private procurement rules without any relevant impact on the validity of the initial procurement procedure.
(Only if the contract was amended or extended).
	

	

	

	

	5.5
	If the partner organization decided to award the contract directly (negotiated procedure without prior publication), the decision is justified and documented.
For direct awards because of

· Urgency: it is proven that the urgency is due to unforeseeable circumstances.
· Technical/exclusivity reasons: it is ruled out (based on objective evidence) that any other supplier is capable of providing the supplies, works or services.), etc.
	



	



	



	

	5.6
	The invoices have been issued and payments have been done in respect of the products and services delivered and the tender (in terms of nature, procurement budget, amounts fixed in the contract/accepted offer).
	

	

	

	

	5.7
	The procurement list in the Portal is properly filled in.
e.g., It includes all contracts above EUR 10,000. For public procurements above EU thresholds:
· beneficial owners of private contractors are identified
· subcontracts of EUR 50,000 or more are listed.

NB: The beneficial owner(s) of an organization is/are the individual(s) that ultimately own(s) or control(s) the organization. The notion of "Beneficial owners" is further defined in article 3(6) of Directive (EU) N°2015/849 (and potentially in national legislations transposing this Directive).
	

	

	

	






	General comments, recommendations, points to follow-up
Deductions (if any) have to detailed by cost category.

	Description of findings, observations and limitations
	
n.a.
	

	Conclusions and recommendations
	n.a.
	

	Follow up measures for the next progress report
	
n.a.
	




	Controller's signature

	Designated control body responsible for verification
	pre-filled from controller’s profile

	Name
	pre-filled from controller’s profile

	Date
	filled automatically when report confirmed
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Information on potential or confirmed fraud

(to be sent by controllers to the Joint Secretariat Financial Control and Audit Officer whenever they come across such cases)



I hereby inform the managing authority of the Interreg Europe programme that, based on the provided documents, on my verification and my professional judgement as a financial controller, I have become aware of potential or confirmed fraud for the following project beneficiary:


	Project ID number
	

	Project acronym
	

	Project title
	

	Partner number
	

	Name of partner organization in EN
	



1. Typology of potential or confirmed fraud

	Please explain in detail the nature of potential or confirmed fraud that you wish to inform the programme about (Eg. conflict of interests, fake declarations, double funding, etc.).

	









2. Financial perimeter of the potential or confirmed fraud


	Concerned partner report(s)
	

	
Concerned cost categories
	

	Amount of expenditure concerned (in EUR)
	






3. Circumstances leading to a situation of potential or confirmed fraud
	
Please explain in detail the reasons/circumstances leading you to suspect the existence of potential fraud or to report a confirmed fraud case for this specific project beneficiary (i.e. Why do you think there may be fraud? / How did you become aware of the potential/confirmed fraud?).
For example, in case of suspicion of conflict of interest, please indicate how you became aware about the potential conflict of interest.
Please also include below:

· the date of detection of the potential/confirmed fraud
· the date when, or period during which, the potential/confirmed fraud was committed
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Please provide detailed facts related to the potential or confirmed fraud

For example, in case of a suspicion of conflict of interest, please indicate the persons and organisations concerned and why you suspect that these persons may be in a situation of conflict ofinterest. Provide as much information as possible on the type of situation of conflict of interest at stake (eg Family link, economic interest, etc.).

In case of established fraud, please make sure to also include a reference to the competent authority/court decision establishing the fraud (and if possible attach a copy of the relevant document).

	

	
Please indicate the actions you already undertook to analyse the specific case.
Please also specify if you reported this potential or confirmed fraud to any other competent authorityand if any administrative or judicial proceedings in relation to this case has been initiated.

For example, in case of suspicion of conflict of interest, provide information about the checks you didto establish the potential conflict of interest situation and to control the way it was (or not) dealt with
by the partner organisation. Please briefly explain why you think there may be fraud.

	











4. Potential impact of the potential or confirmed fraud outside the project

	If applicable, please list other EU co-funded programmes and projects in which the same beneficiaryis involved (to your knowledge)

	

	Please add any complementary indication you deem useful to identify and limit the impact of thepotential or confirmed fraud, including any other following actions deemed necessary.

	








I hereby declare that my assessment is based on facts that I have seen during my verification of the expenditure claim.


I am aware that the Interreg Europe programme and national competent bodies may use these facts to undertake further investigations which could lead to appropriate administrative and/or legal actions in relation to suspected unlawful activity.

	Controller’s Name and Surname
	

	
Controller’s Organisation
	

	
Location
	

	
Date
	

	

	
Controller’s signature
	




Notes
















































Notes















































