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1 Introduction 

This document summarises the questions raised and the answers provided during the Implementation 

Seminar held on 16 March 2026, in Sopron. The questions and answers are grouped below according to 

the topic the questions referred to. 

2 Questions and answers 

2.1 General budgetary and financing questions 

Modified the budget and had a difference in Jems of a few euros. We modified our private contribution 

under the 'Co-financing' tab. Is a new financial declaration needed? 

The approved project budget during the contracting process may be modified only by reducing the ap-

proved amount, as a budget increase requires the Monitoring Committee's approval. As the budget de-

creases, the original financial declaration covers a smaller portion of the project's national financing. No 

changed financing declaration is needed. 

 

Could we please talk about pre-financing and its rules (if there are any)? 

The programme does not offer pre-financing to projects. 

For Hungarian beneficiaries, the Hungarian state offers pre-financing under Government Decree 

241/2023 on the Interreg Provisions. 

 

Shall the Lead Partner always wait with the submission of the project finance report until all partner cer-

tificates become available? 

As a general rule the project finance report shall include all partner level certificates that are linked to the 

respective reporting period. In case some certificates would be delayed, careful considerations are 

needed in consultation with the involved partner(s) and the Joint Secretariat (who may consult the re-

spective RC and/or controller) about what (and when) shall be part of the project level finance report. As 

a rule of thumb in case of delayed partner certificates: 

• on the one hand, as far as possible the payment to partners whose expenditure has already been 

certified shall not be delayed, 

• on the other hand, the shorter the expected delay and the larger the amount of expenditure con-

cerned, the more justified it could be to wait for the issue of an additional certificate. 
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2.2 Report attachments 

Attachments regarding Activity vs Attachments regarding Deliverable. What is the difference, what goes 

where? 

Users shall upload evidence of the partners’ contribution as one attachment per item – these documents 

will show up again in the Partner Report Annexes tab. An attachment should be uploaded to each deliv-

erable and output if the partner has marked in the report their contribution to the achievement. Until a 

certain deliverable is not available, but progress has been made toward its achievement, the supporting 

documentation about the progress shall be uploaded as an attachment to the particular activity – this 

may e.g. back-up the time registration system concerning the actual number of working hours per month 

spent on the project. When a deliverable is finalised, its documentation shall be uploaded to the particular 

deliverable in the partner report. 

Consult sections 3.3.4.2 and 3.4.4.2 of the Implementation Manual for the details on uploading supporting 

documents to partner and project reports. Furthermore, follow the nomenclature for uploaded docu-

ments in Annex 9.2 of the Implementation Manual. 

 

Duplicate/multiple uploading of attachments: how to handle if several partners contribute to an achieve-

ment, how to decide whether attachments belong to the partner or project report? 

In co-operation projects very often more than one partner work together on the achievement of deliver-

ables and outputs, therefore it may be necessary that certain attachments are uploaded by several project 

partners as evidence of their contribution. This is needed to provide access for each involved control body 

to the appropriate documentation. To save storage space it is advisable to avoid uploading e.g. scans with 

unnecessary high resolution – while of course sufficient quality of the documents must be maintained. 

If evidence of a project deliverable or output has already been uploaded to some partner report, the LP 

may choose not to upload the document again, however, in order to keep transparency a careful and 

precise reference must be added in this case to the respective description field, including the identifica-

tion of the partner, the partner report, and the section within the partner report where the attachment 

is already available. 

 

2.3 Unit cost for staff costs 

Payroll issues: How should an eight-hour workday be handled (since a single field survey can easily take 

12 hours or even longer)? How should a 40-hour workweek be handled? 

Working hours claimed for an employee in relation to the project cannot exceed his/her actual total work-

ing hours as documented in the work time registration system. Reported actual working hours shall be in 

line with the employment contract of the staff member in question, the employment policy of the project 

partner concerned and the applicable labour law. 

Consult section 5.1 of the Eligibility Manual and section 3.3.4.4.3 of the Implementation Manual for the 

detailed rules on eligibility and reporting of staff costs. 
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2.4 Communication 

When will the project website and communication plan be ready? 

The renewed programme website is planned to launch by the end of April 2026. The project website will 

be available shortly. The programme has never compiled a communication plan for the projects; this is 

the task of the projects. 

 

If an article is only shared on the FB site of the partner, there is no opportunity to use the logo. Is it enough 

to mention the project in the description? 

Posts in social media shall contain visuals, therefore placing the project logo on, e.g. photos is possible 

and must be carried out. Mentioning the project in the text of project-related posts on the partner’s social 

media pages is inevitable, the use of clear references to the project is required, and tagging the AT-HU 

programme (type @Interreg ATHU in a facebook post and type @Interreg Programme Austria-Hungary in 

a LinkedIn post) in the post is asked for and recommended to ensure on-time sharing of the project de-

velopments on the programme’s online channels. Furthermore, please use the following hashtags in your 

posts: #InterregATHU, #MadewithInterreg 

In scientific papers where no possibility exists to add visual content, a written reference to the programme 

must be included to acknowledge the funding. 


