ANNEX 9 – RATING SHEET
GENERAL PROGRAMME SOLIDARITY & MANAGEMENT OF MIGRATION FLOWS

Name of Fund:
(Delete where applicable) European Fund for the Integration of Third-Country Nationals (IF); European Refugee Fund (ERF); European External Borders Fund (EBF); European Return Fund (RF)

Call No:



Open Call date:


Closing Call date:

	Project Application Number:
	

	Title of Project:
	

	Applicant Organisation:
	

	
	%
	Euros

	(Name of Fund:  IF/ERF/RF/EBF)
	75
	

	Beneficiary’s Funds
	25
	

	Total
	100
	


	Priority Axis 1
	Action 1
	

	
	Action 2
	

	
	Action 3
	

	
	Action 4
	


	Priority Axis 2
	Action 1
	

	
	Action 2
	

	
	Action 3
	

	
	Action 4
	


	Priority Axis 3
	Action 1
	

	
	Action 2
	

	
	Action 3
	

	
	Action 4
	


(Adjust as appropriate)
1.  SCORING GUIDELINES
The rating grid is divided into sections and subsections.  Each subsection should be given a score between 1 and 5, where 1 is the least that may be achieved.  The maximum score (very good) should be indicated next to each subsection.
These scores are to be added up to form the total rating score for any given section.  These section totals are to be added up and listed in Section 8.

Each section provides for comments.  Comments must be made in each section, in particular for those projects that have obtained a score ‘very poor’ or ‘very good’.

Note on Section 6 (Total Rating Score & Recommendations):

The projects will be ranked according to the highest rating score.  100 points are the maximum which may be achieved.  The pass mark is that of 50 points.
2.  EVALUATION GRID
	SELECTION & AWARD CRITERIA

	1.
	RELEVANCE & JUSTIFICATION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION
	Maximum Score
	Allocated Score

	1.1
	Does the proposal address an existing and EU-relevant challenge?
	
	

	1.2
	Does the applicant demonstrate a clear understanding of the context and of the challenge that the organisation is planning to address?
	
	

	1.3
	Does the proposal add value in relation to previous projects of similar nature?
	
	

	1.4
	Are the proposed activities adequately justified and designed to address the issue and to achieve the stated objectives?
	
	

	
	TOTAL SCORE:
	
	


	COMMENTS:



	2.
	QUALITY OF THE PROPOSED ACTION
	Maximum Score
	Allocated Score

	2.1
	How well is the proposal prepared in terms of information (qualitative and quantitative) provided, clarity of action, work-plan, implementation period?
	
	

	2.2
	Is the proposed action feasible in terms of the budget (eg. has market research been undertaken)?
	
	

	
	TOTAL SCORE:
	
	


	COMMENTS:



	3.
	PARTNERSHIP
	Maximum Score
	Allocated Score

	3.1
	Does the proposal include appropriate involvement of relevant stakeholders?  
	
	

	3.2
	Applicants will also gain additional marks in cases where the partnership is composed of both public and non-public organisations
	
	

	
	TOTAL SCORE:
	
	


	COMMENTS:



	4.
	RESULTS & INDICATORS
	Maximum Score
	Allocated Score

	4.1
	Does the proposal identify quantifiable results?
	
	

	4.2
	Does the proposal address more than one indicator?
	
	

	
	TOTAL SCORE:
	
	


	COMMENTS:



	5.
	STRATEGIES FOR DISSEMINATION & PUBLICITY
	Maximum Score
	Allocated Score

	5.1
	Does an appropriate plan exist for the dissemination of results and knowledge transfer
	
	

	5.2
	Does an appropriate strategy exist for giving publicity and visibility of the EU funding to a broad audience?
	
	

	
	TOTAL SCORE:
	
	


	COMMENTS:



	6.
	COMPLEMENTARITY WITH OTHER ACTIONS – NATIONAL, EU FUNDED OR OTHER RESOURCES
	Maximum Score
	Allocated Score

	6.1
	The extent to which the project is compatible with existing national policies in the area of integration and social inclusion
	
	

	6.2
	The extent to which the project complements other actions funded by the general budget of the EU or as part of national programmes
	
	

	6.3
	The extent to which the proposal addresses the specific priorities identified in the European Commission Decision adopting the strategic guidelines
	
	

	6.4
	The extent to which the requested budget is in accordance with the objectives and activities of the Fund
	
	

	6.5
	For IF:  The extent to which the forecasted expenditure is in accordance with the eligibility of expenditure under the Fund
	
	

	6.6
	For IF:  The extent to which the forecasted expenditure is realistic vis a vis the plan of action in the project proposal
	
	

	6.7
	Avoidance of duplication of effort with existing projects or services in the relevant geographical area
	
	

	
	TOTAL SCORE:
	
	


	COMMENTS:



	7.
	READINESS
	Maximum Score
	Allocated Score

	7.1
	How ready the project is to start? (have tenders/request for quotations been launched)?
	
	

	7.2
	Have participants been identified?
	
	

	7.3
	Have the relevant partners identified their respective roles and functions?
	
	

	7.4
	Is there anything hindering the start of implementation?
	
	

	7.5
	Are the necessary resources and processes available to the RA to ensure a proper technical evaluation of proposal?
	
	

	7.6
	Are the actors involved properly trained and knowledgeable about the objectives of the fund?
	
	

	
	TOTAL SCORE:
	
	


	COMMENTS:



	8.
	TOTAL SCORE & RECOMMENDATIONS
	Score

	1
	Relevance and justification of the proposed action (Max. ___ points)
	

	2
	Quality of the proposed action (Max. ___ points)
	

	3
	Partnership (Max. ___ points)
	

	4
	Results & Indicators (Max ___ points)
	

	5
	Strategies for dissemination and publicity (Max ___ points)
	

	6
	Complementarity with other actions (Max. ___ points)
	

	7
	Readiness (Max. ___ points)
	

	
	TOTAL SCORE (Max 100) :
	


	COMMENTS:



In view of the above rating score, this Project Selection Committee considers the project to be: 
(tick as appropriate):

(  APPROVED

(  NOT APPROVED
Projects Selection Committee
	
	Signature

	Name & Surname:
	
	

	Chairperson
	

	Name & Surname:
	
	

	PSC Member
	

	Name & Surname:
	
	

	PSC Member
	

	Name & Surname:
	
	

	PSC Member
	


Date:
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	General Programme Solidarity & Management of Migration Flows

External Borders Fund (EBF), European Refugee Fund (ERF), European Return Fund (RF), European Fund for the Integration of Third Country Nationals (IF) 

Co-financing rate: 75% EU Fund; 25% Beneficiary Funds

Sustainable Management of Migration Flows
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