DRAFT

CONTENT-RELATED CRITERIA FOR THE FINAL PROJECT PROP OSAL for Polish — Swiss Research
Programme WITHIN THE THEMATIC AREA “Research and de velopment”
WITHIN THE PRIORITY
4. Human and Social Development
SWISS-POLISH CO-OPERATION PROGRAMME

BASIC INFORMATION
APPLICATION RECORD NO

APPLICATION TITLE

NAME OF THE APPLICANT

FIRST NAME AND FAMILY NAME
OF THE EXPERT EXPERTS

A zero point score in any of the below criteria reglts in a necessity of making corrections and renesd submission of the application for
evaluation purposes.

CRITERION

0/1

NAME OF CRITERION CRITERION DESCRIPTION REMARKS

l. Significance

1. The programme significantly contributes Tde appraisal consists in checking whether therprome ha
development of the knowledge based econpanyery strict relation and direct, clearly definimpact ontg
through the enhancement of the knowledigvelopment of the knowledge based economy thrahgh
level and in particular through research as Wwathancement of the knowledge level and in partichisough
as know-how and technology transfer applied research as well as know-how and techndlaggfer.

\*2)




DRAFT

2. The programme complies with the Europ
Union legislation (with respect to complian
with state aid principles).

eHme appraisal consists in checking whether the raroge

aomplies with the European Union legislation (wigspect tq
compliance with state aid principles).

3. The programme complies with national
legislation.

The appraisal consists in checking whether the rarome
complies with national legislation.

4. The programme has at least neutral impa
on the implementation of horizontal policies

oAt the stage of content-related appraisal, the fadwtther the
programme has at least neutral impact on the haar
policies will be subject to obligatory evaluatiorhe appraisa
will be performed from the perspective of excludimggative
impact.

Characteristics of a policy related with equalityf
opportunities for men and women will be subjectvaluation
as well as non-discrimination, sustainable devekunin line
with the description in the application for co-firzang.

It will also be evaluated whether the programme &takas
neutral or positive impact on the environment. Tresults
from the fact that pursuant to Art. 17 of Councedrlation
(EC) No. 1083/2006, aid from structural funds canbe
granted to projects leading to degradation or Siganit
deterioration of the condition of the natural enwiment.

Total

II. Institutional capability for programme
management/ implementation

1. Executing Agency (operator) posses
institutional, technical and personnel capab
for programme implementation, guarantes
stable programme management (in complia
with the adopted objectives).

gdee criterion is used to evaluate material and sésurces g
lihe Executing Agency (operator) with respect to etin
iegecution of the programme.

He evaluating party verifies whether the applicdrds
described the resources which, in its opinion,iadespensabl
and sufficient for programme implementation.

1%

If it results from programme specificity that adloiial
technical resources (e.g. additional office spawepersonne

resources are indispensable for programme impleatientand
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they are not taken into account in the investmesamnéwork
and there is no information about plans for acqugithem, the
programme is to be deemed as failing to meet titerion.

2. Executing Agency (operator) has experig
as regards management /implementation
projects and/or programmes relevant to
nature of this programme.

Ndee appraisal consists in checking whether Exegutigency
(agperator) has experience as regards manage
fimaplementation of projects and/or programmes @hévo the
nature of this programme.

Total

lll. Polish — Swiss research Programm

e

management and implementatior
scheme
1. The presented management @dddder this criterion rationality and cohesion af firoposed

implementation structure is transparent, c
effective, cohesive, effective and justified fr
the perspective of the specific nature and
needs of the programme’s beneficiaries.

csttutions are assessed, as well as their efficinooy the point
paf view of the specific nature and the needs ofpttogramme’s

Hemeficiaries.

2. The presented programme appraisal
selection procedure under the programm
well-considered, transparent and relevant tg
specific nature of its beneficiaries.

es@dection procedure are assessed, as well ascitsdance t(

ahtler this criterion rationality and cohesion oé thropose

tine conceptual elements of the programme. Execétgency
(operator) should establish the conditions of pguditing in the
calls, including criteria of formal and contentateld appraise
of applications, as well as present the initialsi@n of the
application form for the final beneficiaries. Theogess o
awarding grants and signing agreements should &ls
described (including transmitting information tonkéciarieg
on awarding grants and service of concluded caoafima
agreements).

(@)

3. The presented scheme of cash flows is
considered, effective and relevant to
specific nature of the programmg
beneficiaries.

\t"?H'e efficiency of the scheme of cash flows is as=sgas we

|aS level of management costs for beneficiariesprtaener an
"RBvel  of securing public funds, expenditure proced

| G, -

(including manner and time of paying the financiaans td

*ment
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the final beneficiaries).

4. The presented monitoring, reporting and
control system is transparent, effective and
adequate for the specific character of the P
— Swiss Research Programme and its
beneficiaries.

Evaluation concerns the methodology of monitoring-
financing agreements in substantial and financabkpective
jsbcedure for carrying out controls of beneficiarieeporting
by the Executing Agency (operator) and programr
beneficiaries (including methods of reporting, dewacting
and reacting to irregularities).

q

C

nes

Total

IV. Methodology

1. Activities proposed by the Executing Agen®ialidity and rationality of the schedule of actie#, as well a

(operator)  within  the programme
indispensable and directly
objectives and expected results.

related w

’-

[e

iteeir direct relation with the objectives and expdaesults ar
ifubject to appraisal.

[CER

2. The programme schedule and financial
(schedule of Executing Agency expenses
payments of grants) is rational, detailed

implementation is feasible and justified fr¢
the point of the specific nature of the Polis

Swiss Research Programme.

)E{arity and details of the planned activities afdhe financia
%l% edule (indicated in the application or in fornf

achments to the application) are subject to a@pak. It ig
so evaluated whether the activities within theow
locuments are feasible to implement.

4]
Ny

)]

3. Determination of the potential beneficiari

target groups and planned activities
adequate for the needs, determined on the
of the initial analysis of needs.

EBhe evaluation comprises determination whether rpiate
H€neficiaries/ target groups were identified acmlyaand

hagisy.

The criterion evaluates justification for the neigs of
implementation of the programme and whether anaviat
manner the programme could contribute to facilitaieacces
for potential beneficiaries to the sources of itweEnt
financing.

4The presentation and the quality of

Programme framework (incl. the expec
results and the correspondent indicators)

tAde criterion enables the evaluation of the coestst betwee
lpdogramme objectives determined in the applicatimn co-

-

fainancing and objective implementation indicataofs.proper
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adequate and comprehensive. Its conten
tl

objectively verifiable and reflects
established programme objectives.

tpresentation of the programme objectives will eadbeéir eas)
n@entification and translation into specific values

Total

V. Budget

1. The scheduled expenses, including expe

related with programme management,
eligible within the framework of the activit
justified, rational and adequate to
programme scope and objectives.

amdicated by the Executing Agency as eligible compith the
ysubject matter documents and principles and aréfiqas
hational and adequate with respect to the scopeohjmttives
of the programme. In particular, the eligibility efkpense
under article 5.5 of the Framework Agreement iesssd.

Mdes evaluation comprises verification whether atpenses$

D

|92}

2. The value of programme management @
does not exceed max.10% of the total elig
Swiss Reses

costs of the Polish
Programme. The proposed expenditures w
the management costs are justified, base
market prices and adequate to the scope
objectives of the programme from the point
view of planned actions.

odte evaluation comprises verification whether trenagemen
iblests of Executing Agency (operator) does not exddi®s of
itle total eligible costs of the Polish — Swiss Rede
tRgramme.

d on
lhhaeeds to be reviewed whether the level of thessts

igdicated by the Executing Agency (operator) idifiesl (on
the grounds of detailed cost estimate), based akenarices
and proportional to the expected outcomes.

Total

VI. Programme sustainability

The programme contains potential cataly
multiplier effects (including the possibility
programme  continuation,  extension
programme impact and transfer
information).

Products generated as a result of activ
scheduled in the programme will continue
function after programme completion.

tidhe evaluation consists in checking whether thegnanmmme
pEontains multiplier effects, which enables its ierpkentatior]
after the end of co-financing. The results will tooe to
@dinction after its completion.

ties
to

Total
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VII. Risk and risk management

The evaluation of risk related with programyiiéne evaluation consists in checking whether comeatysis of
implementation was performed and thisk related with programme implementation was qrentd

adopted method of risk management|and whether sufficient risk management method wdisated.
appropriate and sufficient.

Total

VII. Information and promotion

Promotional and information activities afe is evaluated whether Executing Agency (operagdgnes
scheduled within the programme, whose ainpre®motional and information activities popularisikigowledge
to popularise information about the programrmkout the programme, their adequacy to the scopé¢he
itself and the sources of financing. programme and the recipients and the sources fifdtscing.

=

Total

TOTAL NUMBER OF POINTS

RECOMMENDATIONS
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JUSTIFICATION

Date Sgnature of the Expert/ Experts




