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Annex O

Evaluation procedures for the joint call for proposals of "Quality of life and management of living resources", "Competitive and sustainable growth", "Energy, environment and sustainable development"
SUPPORT FOR THE INTEGRATION OF NEWLY ASSOCIATED STATES (NAS) INTO THE EUROPEAN RESEARCH AREA

(Accompanying Measures)

1. The Evaluation process. Evaluation will follow standard procedures as described in the Manual of Proposal Evaluation Procedures.

1.1 Pre-Registration Option not exercised.

1.2 Pre-proposal check. Option not exercised.

1.3 Remote or postal evaluation. All evaluations will normally be performed within premises controlled by the Commission.

1.4 Evaluation criteria. The generic evaluation criteria will be applied within the context of the specific call. 

1.5 Evaluation procedure. Evaluation will follow standard procedures as described in the Manual of Proposal Evaluation Procedures with the exception that anonymity of part B of the proposal is not required.

Threshold criteria will be used in the following way:

Where the raw score for any threshold criterion is not met, the evaluator will stop evaluation of the proposal and report to the evaluation panel. If the consensus mark attributed by the panel is less than the threshold, this will be marked on the Evaluation Summary Report and no further evaluation of other criteria will be made.

2. Specific interpretation of evaluation criteria

The specific nature of the measures requires an adaptation of the general evaluation criteria in the following way:

Scientific and Technological Excellence
Resources , Partnership and Management 
Community 

Added value/ Comm. Policies
Contribution to

Community Social 

Objectives 
Economic 

Development and 

S&T prospect

Scientific/techno​logical excellence of the centre: scientific/techno​logical reputation of permanent staff, quality and volume of scientific and technological out​put and activities, attractiveness to visitors, experience with networking activities

Scientific/techno​logical potential and impact of the proposed package of accompanying measures: cohe​rence with  themes of the specific programmes participating in the call, clear definition of target, contribution to linkages with other European centres, contribution to supra-regional relevance and international at​tractiveness


Quality of centre and package concerning: Combination of theoretical and applied research,

Quality of man​agement and su​pervisory board Distribution of staff in qualification and age, Appropriateness of the infrastructure and working envi​ronment (incl. safety regulations and equal opportu​nities).

Diversity of fund​ing: The contribu​tion of the Com​munity should correspond to no more than one third of the normal activ​ity of the centre
Contribution of the proposed package to better integrate NAS in the European Research Area
Contribution of the proposed package to the  eco​nomic and social relevance of the centre to the NAS
Links with  economic and social environment of the NAS

3. Weighting of the evaluation criteria (scale to 10) and thresholds (scale to 5)
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Threshold Criterion
Non-Threshold Criteria 



Scientific and technological excellence
Community 

Added value etc.
Contribution to

Community

Social 

objectives
Economic 

Development and 

S&T prospect 
Resources, partnership and management

Weight
Threshold
Weight


Weight
Weight
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5
4
1
1
1
2
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