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   University of Belgrade  
facts and figures 

 

 

- The University of Belgrade is the oldest and largest 

university in Serbia, and one of the most important 

educational and research institutions in Southeast 

Europe.  

 

- The University of Belgrade has 31 faculties and 11 

research institutes.  

 

- We have around 98.000 students and 8.000 

employees 

 

- Part of Circle U. - Towards a European University 

Alliance (https://www.circle-u.eu/) 

 

 

 



Faculties, Centers and Institutes  



H2020 at UB 

 

- 81 Horizon 2020 projects at UB 

- 2 ERC grants 

- 9 implemented at Rectorate level 

- The University of Belgrade is not integrated 
university 

- Majority of H2020 projects are implemented 
at faculty/institute level 

 

 



Audit at UB 

1st Level - CFS 

- More than 10 CFSs for various 
programmes 

 

2nd Level - Audit 

-   2 TEMPUS projects 

 

European Court of Auditors 

-   1 TEMPUS project 



CFS 

 

- PROS 

- The Auditors suggestion on how the problem could be fixed before the costs were found 
ineligible  

- Tips on harmonization of project rules and national legislation 

 

- CONS 

- The problem of inexperienced Auditors who are working of the Report on Factual Findings 

- Going through guidelines before the start of the Audit 

- The Auditors not paying attention to details  

- Mixing-up the Report on Factual Findings and Audit Report 

 



Audit 

 

- Making conclusions based on the auditing of a different programme 

 

- Ability of the Auditors to read language and alphabet even though they don’t come 
from the country where the Audit is held 

 

- Tips to save all letters of approval from the PO and general notes from the programme 
director 

 

- The problem of off-setting and implications on other projects 

 

- Auditing of ongoing INTERREG project (clashing of FLC and Auditors findings) 

 

 

 

 

 



Audit 

 

 

- 5 days for auditing 2 projects with international consortium (€1.000.000 each) 

 

- Requesting documents after on-site visit 

 

- Questioning the programme unit costs rules  

 

- Zero finding on the first project, €3.600 on the second 

 

 

 



European Court of Auditors 
 

 

 

- Mix-ups related to two persons with the same name and background, but one of them 
was not on the project (they Google-searched  the wrong person) 

 

- Persistence of the Auditors to comply with the Rule of origin, even though the 
programme doesn’t imply that rule 

 

- The Auditors insisting on seeing the equipment purchased for the project and checking   
if it is in use 

 

 

 



THANK YOU 
  

FOR YOUR ATTENTION! 


