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Reasons for Rejection 
 

 

1. Administrative Compliance 

a. Concept Note (CN) signature 

- CN is signed by other than the Legal Representative declared in the MIS system (Body 

Account) – [Annex 16: Guidelines for applying in MIS 2021-2027]; 

 

b. CN filled in: [Applicant’s Package- CN Evaluation Grid – Q 1c] 

- CN sections not filled in or not appropriately filled in 

- Sections of the CN are missing  

- Use of CN document different than the approved by the MC.  

 

2. Partner’s eligibility criteria 

a. Eligible partners [Concept Note template – specific question for each Beneficiary: 

Partnership Details] 

- Due to missing sections of the CN, it is not clear how many partners will participate 

[Applicant’s Package- CN Evaluation Grid – 2.1]  

- Participation of non-eligible partners according to the Call [Art. 5 of the Call]; 

 

b. Partners competency [Concept Note template – specific question for each Beneficiary: 

«Is the Beneficiary the responsible\competent authority (according to its legal status) for 

developing or delivering the scope of the project as described below?”/ Applicant’s 

Package- CN Evaluation Grid – Q 2.2];  

- Potential beneficiary/-ies within a partnership scheme, are not the competent authorities 

for developing or delivering the scope of the project 

- Partners competency for the implementation of the activities included in the CN is not 

justified 

- Due to missing sections of the CN, it is impossible to assess  

- Irrelevant information is given in the specific section of the CN and is not provided 

elsewhere. 

 

c. Specific need: [Concept Note template-specific question for each Beneficiary: “What 

specific need of your organization does your involvement in the project address?”/ 

Applicant’s Package-CN Evaluation Grid- Q.2.3] (supplementary reason) 

-    No specific needs presented or presented inadequately (too general and theoretical) or 

irrelevant to the project 
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-  Due to missing sections of the CN, it is impossible to assess. 

3. Specific criteria for project eligibility regarding: 

a. Specific Unit [Concept Note template-specific question for each Beneficiary: “Which 

particular Directorate/Unit or department will be responsible for the preparation and 

execution of the project activities? Please provide further details”/ Applicant’s Package-

CN Evaluation Grid- Q.3.1] 

- Partner/s foreseen programming agreement out of the Greek legal framework [FAQ 1st 

version, Q29 / PPIM: Annex 18 -Article 8, point 3 of the YPASYD of INTERREG Programmes 

2021-2027 (Government Gazette 3281/Issue B'/17.05.2023/ Article 44 of Law 

4412/2016]; 

- In the submitted CN, the relative section is missing  

- Irrelevant information is given in the specific section of the CN and is not provided 

elsewhere (supplementary reason) 

b. Partners Role [Programme and Project Implementation Manual, p.40, / Concept Note 

Template, field «Partnership/Participation» / Applicant’s Package Evaluation Grid Q 3.2.] 

- The roles and cooperation between partners are missing or not well described.  

- Activities irrelevant to the project are mentioned/included to be implemented in the 

specific field. 

c. Capabilities [Concept Note Template, field «Partnership/Participation» Applicant’s 

Package Evaluation Grid Q 3.3. a, b and c ]  

- No specific experience, skills or know-how is demonstrated or outlined in the respective 

field of the CN. 

- No effect on the Programme’s geographical area  

- The effect on the Programme’s geographical area is not well described (supplementary 

reason). 

d. Priority and Specific Objective [Concept Note Template, field “Project 

Indicators/Priority/Policy Objective/Specific Objective, CN Evaluation Grid – Q 3.4] 

- Activities included in the CN are not in line with the Priority Axis, Specific Objective and/or 

the Intervention Field [Art.1 of the Call / Programme document]; 

- The CN is submitted under a Specific Objective that is not included in the Call [Applicant’s 

Package- CN Evaluation Grid – Q 3.4, Art. 1 of the Call]; 

- The CN is submitted under multiple Priorities and Specific Objectives [FAQ 1st version, Q5 

/ Art. 3 of the Call]; 

e. Expected change [Concept Note Template, field “Describe the overall project 

objectives and expected change”, Applicant’s Package Evaluation Grid Q 3.5, Programme 

and Project Implementation Manual, p. 34-35] 
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- In the submitted CN, no expected change is indicated.  

- The expected change cannot be achieved since most of the actions foreseen are not 

related to the selected specific objective.  

- Poor justification of the expected impact limited and general description.  

- Expected change is foreseen for a country other than the participating in the Programme. 

- Expected change is foreseen for a non eligible area.  

- Not adequately supported due to missing relevant pages in the CN. 

- In the submitted CN, the relative section is missing.  

- In the relevant field the described expected change concerns activities which are not 

included in the project 

f. Innovation (supplementary reason) [Concept Note Template, field ‘Describe what is 

new/original from the Project’/ Applicant’s Package Evaluation Grid Q 3.6]; 

- In the submitted CN, no innovative features are indicated  

- In the submitted CN, the relative section is missing  

g. Added Value [Concept Note Template, fields: “Describe why a cross-border approach is needed” 

, ”Describe who benefits from the project”, “Describe synergies/complementarities/capitalization of the proposed 

activities with already implemented projects, as well as with relevant European and national 

/macroregional/regional policies/strategies” and “Provide an explanation of why your project is significant within 

the programme area, specifically addressing how it relates to common challenges and opportunities in this area” 

Applicant’s Package Evaluation Grid, Q 3.7] 

- No evident added value resulting from the project activities. Missing measurable impact, 

due to inappropriate actions suggested.  

- At the submitted CN, the relative section is missing/not filled in 

- The added value cannot be achieved due to the participation of incompetent partners. 

- The cross-border added value is not evident. Project activities to be implemented by the 

partners in parallel without cooperation or mirror activities. 

h. Cross border character [Call, Art. 6/ Programme and Project Implementation Manual, 

p.47/ Concept Note Template, field “Describe if the suggested actions of the project comply 

with the minimum conditions of cross-border character (EC Regulation 2021/1059, art. 23)” 

/ Applicant’s Package Evaluation Grid Q 3.8] 

- In the submitted CN, the relative section is missing or the information given is irrelevant. 

The cross-border character is not indicated (No evidence of joint activities, joint staffing 

or/and financing). 

- The proposal lacks evidence demonstrating the benefits of cross-border cooperation in 

the described activities. Project activities to be implemented by the partners in parallel 

without cooperation or mirror activities. Project activities with impact only in regional area 

which may be funded by the regional or other Programmes 
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j. Maturity [Concept Note Template, field “Describe the maturity of the proposed actions” 

/ Applicant’s Package Evaluation Grid Q 3.9] 

- The project includes activities for infrastructure and Works and/or equipment without 

having the needed permissions and/or licenses and/or adequate description and/or not 

adequate timeline was provided. Moreover, studies or technical specifications aren’t 

available. Although there is Infrastructure/ Equipment foreseen in the budget, no further 

analysis thereof is provided (type, quantities, specifications etc.) 

- There is no reference to the specific location of activities. (supplementary reason) 

- In the submitted CN, the relative section is missing  

- Although there is no reference for infrastructure works and/or equipment in the CN, costs 

for relevant activities are foreseen in the budget, or vice versa.  

- Projects concerning activities in areas/land where the potential beneficiaries have no 

jurisdiction or ownership. No agreement with the relevant body. 

k. Proposed Project Budget [Concept Note Template, field “Brief summary of the project 

budget”/ Art.1 & 7 of the Call / Programme and Project Implementation Manual, p.50-p.66 / 

Applicant’s Package Evaluation Grid Q 3.10, FAQ 3d Version, Budget – Eligibility of 

Expenditure & Financing Q1.1-Q1.34].  

- exceeds the limit of the Office and Administration costs (4% of total budget) 

- exceeds the limit of the communication costs (8% of total budget and/ or no more than 

100.000 €) 

- the total budget exceeds or is below the limits of the Call 

- exceeds the limit of management costs (10% of the budget for project beneficiaries and 

15% of the budget for the Lead Beneficiary) 

- Preparation costs exceed the limit of the Call (30.000 €) 

- exceeds the limit of flat rate of the Office and Administration cost category (up to 15 % 

of eligible direct staff costs) and/or Travel and accommodation cost category (up to 15% 

of the direct staff costs of the operation) and/or flat rate of Staff cost category (up to 

20% of direct costs other than the direct staff costs) 

- wrong calculation of the total budget which results in non-compliance with the Call limits 

- the cost category of activities is not indicated 

- the basis of calculation, flat or real cost method, is not indicated and the limits set by 

the Call can’t be checked. 

- the basis of calculation is indicated as flat rate for the budget categories, External 

expertise and services, Equipment, Infrastructure and Works (supplementary reason). 

- The field “Brief Summary of project budget” is missing or is incomplete from the CN. 

- The line “Costs in categories 2,4,8 and 10” from the budget is missing. 

- Expenditures for infrastructure works/activities outside the Programme Area. 
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- Use of not foreseen in the Call budget category 

- Discrepancies in the budget Table that lead to inability to check its compliance with the 

terms of the call 

 

l. Indicators [Concept Note Template, field “Project Indicators”, Programme and Project 

Implementation Manual, p.36-p.38/ Annex 10: Programme Output and Result Indicators 

Guide / FAQ 3d version, Q 3.5, 3.9, 3.10 / Applicant’s Package Evaluation Grid Q 3.11] 

- In the CN there are output or results indicators but not at least one correct output and 

one correct result indicator. 

- In the CN there are result indicators but not at least one correct output indicator. 

- In the CN there are output indicators but not at least one correct result indicator. 

- Incorrect description of the measurement units and targets (supplementary reason) 

- In the submitted CN, the relative section is not filled in  

 


