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Evaluation criteria applicable to
Collaborative project proposals

S/IT QUALITY

“Scientific and/or
technological excellence
(relevant to the topics

addressed by the call)”

IMPLEMENTATION

“Quality and efficiency of the
implementation and the
management”

IMPACT
“Potential impact through
the development,

dissemination and use of
project results”

- Soundness of concept, and
quality of objectives

- Progress beyond the state-of-
the-art

- Quality and effectiveness of
the S/T methodology and
associated work plan

- Appropriate comparative
perspective and the largest
possible European covera
in relation to the subj

consortium).

- Appropriateness of the

management structure and
procedures

of the consortium as a
{including




Marking scheme

The proposal fails to address the criterion undsr examination or canmet be judeed dus to missing
Very poor. The criterion is addressed in a cursory and unsati HaNHET.
Poor. There are sevicus mherent weaknesses in relation to the criterion in guestion.

Fair. While the proposal broadly addrezses the criterion, there are signjficant wealnesses that
would need correcting.

Good. The proposal addresses the criterion well, althongh certain improvements are poszible.
Excellent. The successiully addrezzes all relevant aspects of the criterion in guestion.
Amy shortcomings are




- ‘Should” means exactly that.
e Evaluators are academics

» So priority for S/T quality with noticeable halo
effect on other scores

» BUT weaknesses on other criteria can be used to
pull you down!

» Remember - someone is always out to get you!
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