La progettazione in ambito europeo
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CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE

POTENTIAL
IMPACT

PARTNERSHIP
QUALITY

MANAGEMENT
QUALITY

Il progetto e in accordo con lo spirito del bando?

Il progetto e innovativo e di impatto?

Ha un approccio ambizioso?

MOBILISATION
OF
RESOURCES




CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE - ES.1

3.6. Methods and means (max 3000 characters)

4.2. Contribution to the second Health Programme and annual work plan (max 2000 characters)

4.4, Strategic relevance and EU added value and innovation (max 2500 characters)




CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE - ES.2

D.1 Why does the consortium wish to undertake this project?

Rationale of and background to the project

Aezce oulfine the molivalion befvind pour project, cleenly idenlifjing (he specific needk or problems/Shellenges mivch @ infends o sofve Splsin sy
fhere pesdc/orobiams pere seleciad over olhers, and o the profect propossl (Tl williin Dhe Sevelopmend sirelegies of the periners imolved  Hesce
include references fo any Jeclered regione!. nelionsl. B or infemelions’ pofitica! prionily in this anee.

oroyects, following previows cogperefion smongst [he consorlion mambers, =fc.) (Emit G000 characters].

Bloase add tables as necessary.

IFyour proposal & Based on the results of one or more previous profedts [/ nebvorks, please provide precse
references fo this / these profectis) / retwork(s) in the table belowr.

Reference number

Project | network dates
{yearstared and complsted)

Programme or initiative

Title of the project /
network

Coordinating organisation

Wehsite

hittp://

website

Password | login if necessary for

characters),

Please sumimanise he NOIect / MEOWoTR CLICOMIES andﬂbaﬁegjhaﬂ' the new NODCES] SEEkE o
il on them and. (B) how owneship / copyright ssues are to

dealt with (lmit 1000




Criteri di valutazione delle proposte

RELEVANCE TO
THE PROGRAMME

POTENTIAL
IMPACT

PARTNERSHIP
QUALITY

MANAGEMENT
QUALITY

MOBILISATION
OF RESOURCE

Hai considerato lo stato dell’arte?

Hai identificato chiaramente gli obiettivi?

E’ veramente innovativo?

La metodologia e descritta con chiarezza?




CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE — ES.1
| EXCELLENCE |

3.1  Problem analysis including evidence base

Problem statement, analysis of the causes and evidence base of the proposed measure(s) (max 2000 characters)

3.2. General objective of the project (max 2000 characters)

3.6. Methods and means (max 3000 characters)

4.4. Strategic relevance and EU added value and innovation (max 2500 characters)




CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE - ES.2

Investigation of the field (state of the art) and innovative character
Plezse explzin how the feld of cperstion has been explored and indicate what the profect & offening that is
+mandwﬁaram#?emamﬁwuamgabmmﬂmhmd\amneml

D.2 Aims and objectives

Pleaze define the conarele aims and ohiedtives of the project / network and desaibe the ways in which the
situation set out wnder the previous section (DL 1} will be changed. (limit 3000 charactars).

D.2 Methodolog

Please define the methooblogy proposed for adheving the olfechives (induding major miestones.
measwable indicstors. et (imit 3000 characters),




RELEVANCE TO

THE PROGRAMME

EXCELLENCE

POTENTIAL
IMPACT

PARTNERSHIP
QUALITY

MANAGEMENT
QUALITY

MOBILISATION
OF RESOURCE

Il progetto € abbastanza ambizioso?

| deliverable (prodotti) sono ambiziosi?

Il progetto ha dimensione Europea?

Si puo identificare il valore aggiunto per la comunita?

Qual e il contributo rispetto al tema?

E’ stata elaborata una strategia di divulgazione?




CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE - ES.1

3.8 Deliverables

Month

Number Title Description Confidentiality level of
delivery

4.2. Contribution to the second Health Programme and annual work plan (max 2000 characters)

4.3. Pertinence of geographical coverage (in relation to project scope) (max 2000 characters)




Criteri di valutazione delle proposte

6. Description of the work packages

6.1. Work Packages definition

Horizontal Work Packages

Number Title Description

Actions undertaken to manage the project and to make sure that it is

1 Coordination of the project implemented as planned

5 Dissernination of the proiect 1wons undertaken to ensure that the results and deliverables of the
proj ect will be made available to the target groups

= —

Actions undertaken to verify if the project is being implemented as planned

: Bvalationokthe project and reaches the objectives




CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE — ES.2

D.4 European added value

+Pkﬁemmmi‘hdmneedh&ﬁvpemmm{rmh 30 characters).

PART F. Action or programme specific information

This section showld allw you fo provide speaific iformation related o the Adion under wiich you are
*ﬁmm_}-maﬁpﬂﬁrm Please refer to the “Instructions for Applicants™ (limit 3000 characters).




CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE - ES.2

E.2 Dissemination and exploitation strateg

reswis? (limit 3000 characters),

5.2 Deliverables — outputs / products / results

Deliverable number

Title

Type of cutcome /
product | results

BA Public
.Rmiﬁedmndmmme
participants {inchuding Commission
) Dissemination services and project reviewers)
Delivery date leval . fidential, only for members of
the consortiem {inchading EACEA
and Commission sarvices and
project reviewers)
O repon
B Service | Product
Nature Demonstrator / Prototype
Event
Cither

Language versions

Target languages

Description {limit 1000 characters




CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE - ES.2

E.1 Expected impact of the project
o wilf use these project owlpuls ¢ products [/ results and how el the consortium reach them?
Blease descnibe how the arger groups (induding particpating instiunons, stakeholders) wil be reached and

invelved guning the e of the projedt and how the project will benefir the target group. What & the change
v proyfeer will make? (limit 3000 characers),

Sfter the project i= finished (limit 3000 characters),




RELEVANCE TO EXCELLENCE POTENTIAL || PARTNERSHIP || MANAGEMENT MOBILISATION
THE PROGRAMME IMPACT QUALITY QUALITY OF RESOURCE

Ogni partner ha un ruolo ben definito?
La competenza di ciascun partner e adeguata al suo compito?
’esperienza di ciascun partner e adeguata al suo compito?
C’e una sinergia identificabile all’interno della partnership?

Possono essere spiegati i criteri attraverso i quali sono stati
individuati i partner?



CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE - ES.1

5. Management of the project

5.1. Quality of the partnership (max 2000 characters)

Per ciascun WP:

List of the acronyms of associated partners involved (please list collaborating partners separately) {max 700 characters)




CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE - ES.2

Rationale for the setting-up of the consortium

Blzzse explain why the selecdied partners are best suied fo partiopsts in this

Eumpean
complemeantary skils WMMMWM#EMWMM@W#E
Loyt activities (limit 3000 charaoters).

Per ciascun WP:

Number of staff days Role and tashs in the
Partnars ) waork package
S C try Shortna
imvolved S B Category | Category | Category Category Total
1 2 3 -
Lead
partner

Total




RELEVANCE TO
THE PROGRAMME

EXCELLENCE

POTENTIAL
IMPACT

PARTNERSHIP
QUALITY

MANAGEMENT
QUALITY

MOBILISATION
OF RESOURCE

E’ stato evidenziato il ruolo del coordinatore?

La struttura del management deve essere semplice ma robusta (e magari

anche poco costosa)

Esiste una strategia di management?

Sei esperto di strategie di management?

Hai una strategia di gestione del rischio?

Il management di ogni Work Package € adeguato?




Criteri di valutazione delle proposte

5.2. Management capacity (max 2000 characters)

5.3. External and internal risk analysis and contingency planning (max 2000 characters)

5.4. Financial circuit {max 2000 characters)




Criteri di valutazione delle proposte

C.1 Aims and activities of the organisation

Blease provide & short preseniztion of youwr omganiation (key achivies, afftiatons. sze of the organisation.
et ) relsting o the domain covered by the project.

Blease descibe also the mle of your organisabion it the projec. Brovide information on the operational and
finanaal management of the project within the orgariation (limit 4000 characters).

C.2 Operational capacity: Skills and expertise of key staff involved

in the project / network

| Please add lines a5 necessary.
Name of staff Summary of relevant skills and experence. induding where relevant & st of|
member recent publications related to the domain of the projedt.

D.1 Why does the consortium wish to undertake this project?

Rationale of and background to the project
Blease outine the mobvabon behind yowr project. oeary idenbfying the speafic needs or
problemsichalienges which it infends fo solve, Explain why these needsproblams were selected over others.
and how the project proposal fits within the development strategies of the partners involved, Blease indude
references fo any dedsred regional,_national, EU or infemational politics! prionty in this area.
Aberr—TlEaze desmibe bhsfly how pouwr project pmpossl was pepsred (B Spislting on STETINS
< expenences. based on aoveved cuftomes in former projecs: %mmvmmmmmﬁe>
wm members, e ] (limit 8000 chaacers). e




Criteri di valutazione delle proposte

A quanto ammonta il volume di risorse necessario per
realizzare quanto descritto?

Il personale e adeguato?
| partner possiedono attrezzature/risorse adeguate?

E’ stata fatta una adeguata pianificazione dei costi di
viaggio?

E’ stata fatta una pianificazione finanziaria adeguata?



CRITERI DI VALUTAZIONE DELLE PROPOSTE

5.4. Financial circuit {max 2000 characters)

Work package
Leader number: H Workr ge Leader.

Starting date: |:I Ending date: |:I

; . Mumber of person/
Total budget of this WP: I days of this WP:

o —— ———
7.2, Financing plan overview of the project
7.2.1 Expenditures
This table will show an overview of the information previously entered (in part 7.1).
Overheads will appear in red if they exceed 7% per pariner).
.85 %38 % g B 95 @ g -
g 328 :pd op., LEBE OfF 3sf. B3 1 oom
Paversconym | @ 288 83 % 8§ 0§ 85 238 85 53 53 somu
Z33 289 § 3% 5 &% Y% é | ¢
RV
Total :




D.5 Budget and cost effectiveness

Blease desaibe the strategy asdopled fo ensure that the proposed resuls and objectives will be achieved in

the most economica! way. Explain the princpals of budget 3l
amangements adopled for fnanaal management {imit 3000 characters),

ocation amongst partners.  Indicate the

MOBILISATION
OF
RESOURCES

Consolidated budget (LLP Countries + Third Countries) I
LLP Couniries Third Couniries Consolidated figures
Staff costs 0 0 0
E Travel & subsisience cosis 0 0 0
: Equipment coss 0|
; Subconiracing costs 0
:II Other cosis 0
; Indirect costs 0 0 0
Total cosis 0 0 0
EU grant 0
? Percentage of funding 0,00%
: Parners own contribulion 0 0 0|
E Oiher sources 0 0 0)
Todal financing 0 0 0




