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Evaluation Grids

	ADMINISTRATIVE COMPLIANCE


	Code
	Criterion/ Description
	Yes/No

	1. 
	The Application Form has been submitted in due time (the document is registered at the Joint Technical Secretariat or post-stamped before the deadline). 
	

	2. 
	The identification details are clearly stated on the outside of the sealed package containing original and copies (the form identical to the first page of the Application is bound to the package/envelope).
	

	3. 
	One original hard-copy paper version, three paper duplicates and one electronic version of the completed application form and annexes are provided in sealed package.
	

	4. 
	The application form and annexes are signed and stamped by the legal representative of the lead partner or by an empowered person (a letter of empowerment will be attached) wherever this is requested by the standard form.

All the documents which are presented in copy in the original application are certified “according to original” and are signed and stamped, on each page, by the legal representative of the respective partner or of the lead partner or by an empowered person (a letter of empowerment will be attached in this case).
	

	5. 
	All pages of the Application Form and annexes are numbered and the OPIS in the Application Form is filled in accordingly
	

	6. 
	All sections of the application and budget form have been properly and accurately filled in, in English.
	

	7. 
	The annexes issued by third parties (if the case) are included in the original paper version and their translation in English (if the case) is attached. 
	

	8. 
	 No more than three annexes to the Application Form are missing in the initial package.
	


	ELIGIBILITY


	Eligibility  of Applicants

	Code
	Criterion/ Description
	Reference*

	1. 
	All partners are Romanian or Bulgarian non-profit making bodies/organizations/public institutions, legally established according to the national legislation of the state on whose territory they are located
	AF 1.2

Annex A.3

	2. 
	All partners fulfill the location criteria set out in section  II.2.i.(1)
	AF 1.2

Annex A.3

	3. 
	The applicants are directly responsible for the preparation and management of the action together with their partners, not acting as  intermediaries
	Annex A.8

	4. 
	A Lead Partner is appointed among the project partners
	AF 1.2

Annex A.8

	5. 
	At least one partner from each side of the border is involved;
	AF 1.2

	6. 
	The total number of partners (including Lead Partner) is  maximum 5 for projects with a total eligible budget equal or less than 1,000,000 Euro and maximum 10 for projects with a total eligible budget of more than 1,000,000 Euro.
	AF 1.2

	7. 
	The same project was not submitted for the other intermediary deadlines within the same call for proposals, receiving less than 25 points at “consistency with the Programme and other strategic documents”
	JTS statistics

	8. 
	The partners have not benefited of financing support from public funds in the past 5 years before the deadline for submitting the applications under this call for proposals for the same operation in terms of objectives, activities and results (for infrastructure projects, this provision refers to the same infrastructure/segment of infrastructure).
	AF 2.2.2

Annex A.6

	9. 
	Each partner signed a partnership declaration annexed to the Application Form. 
	Annex A.8

	10. 
	No partner is in one of the situations presented in section II.2.i.(2) of the Applicant’s Guide
	Annex A.6

	11. 
	The partners have the capacity to ensure their own contribution and the financing for non-eligible expenditures of the project; they must also have the capacity to ensure the temporary availability of funds until they are reimbursed by the programme.
	Annex A.7



	12. 
	The partner/s are the owner/s of the land/building involved in the infrastructure project or they got the land in concession.
	Annex A.12


	Eligibility of Actions

	Code
	Criterion/ Description
	Reference*

	13. 
	The project is in line with an indicative operation stipulated in the Applicant’s Guide for the respective call for proposals
	AF 3.1

	14. 
	The project activities are located in the eligible area or, if the activities are located outside the eligible area, they are still in Romania or Bulgaria and duly justifications for this are provided in the application form.
	AF  3.4

	15. 
	The implementation period does not exceed the maximum project durations indicated in the Applicant’s Guide for the respective key area of intervention/type of project.
	AF 3.4

	16. 
	The value of the financial support requested is in line with the limits indicated in the Applicant’s Guide for the respective key area of intervention/type of project
	AF 2.1

	17. 
	The percentage of the financial support requested from ERDF and state budgets are within the limits indicated in the Applicant’s Guide for the respective key area of intervention/type of project 
	AF 2.1

	18. 
	The activities are clearly divided between partners (for each activity a specific partner is responsible) 
	AF 3.4

	19. 
	The project does not include provisions against equal opportunities. 
	AF 3.10

	20. 
	The project does not contribute to climate change.
	AF 3.10

	21. 
	The project does not include provisions against sustainable development.
	AF 3.10

	22. 
	The project does not include provisions against the national legislations on public procurement. 
	AF 3.14

	23. 
	The project includes provisions regarding information and publicity
	AF 3.11

Annex A.10

	24. 
	At least two of the following conditions are observed:
	AF 3.7

	25. 
	Joint development
	
	

	26. 
	Joint implementation
	
	

	27. 
	Joint staffing
	
	

	28. 
	Joint financing
	
	

	29. 
	The activities included in the project do not represent state aid 
	Annex A.6

AF 3.4, 3.5, 3.6.


	Eligibility of Expenditure

	Code
	Criterion/ Description
	Reference*

	30. 
	The proposed categories of expenditures are related to the activities proposed by the project
	

	31. 
	The categories of expenditures are in line with those mentioned in the list of eligible expenditure stipulated in section II.2.iii of the Applicant’s Guide
	Annex A.2

	32. 
	The budgetary provisions are correlated between the Application Form and Annexes
	AF 2.11, 3.4, 3.13, 3.14, 3.15

Annex A.2

	33. 
	The expenditures are planned to be effectuated until the end of project. The starting date for the eligibility of expenditure for project preparation is the date of the official approval of the Programme by the European Commission (December 18,2007). The starting date for the eligibility of other expenditure is the date of signing the contracts.
	AF 3.13

Annex A.9


	TECHNICAL AND FINANCIAL EVALUATION


	Consistency with the Programme and other strategic documents

	Code
	Criterion/Description
	Scoring**

(Max.  points)
	Reference*

	1. 
	The project is in line with EU, national, regional and local development strategies and programmes

6 points – the project clearly demonstrates full coherence with the relevant strategic documents at EU, national, regional and local levels

0 points – the project does not demonstrate coherence with the strategic documents at EU, national, regional and local level
	6
	AF 3.9



	2. 
	The project is relevant to the overall strategic goal of the programme and also to one or more of the specific objectives of the programme

6 points – the project clearly demonstrates full coherence with the programme objectives

0 points – the project does not demonstrate coherence with the programme objectives
	6
	AF 3.1, 3.2



	3. 
	The project is relevant to the objectives of one of the priority axes and at least one of the key areas of intervention and to the particular needs of the proposed cross-border target groups.

6 points – the project clearly demonstrates its relevance to the aforementioned issues

1 points – the project does not demonstrate clearly its relevance to the aforementioned issues
	6
	AF 3.1, 3.2, 3.6

Annex A.13

Annex A.17

Annex A.18

	4. 
	The project fulfills the cooperation criteria stipulated in section II.2.i of the Applicant’s Guide (joint development, joint implementation, joint staffing, joint financing)

7 points – all the 4 criteria fulfilled

4 points – 3 criteria fulfilled

1 point – 2 criteria fulfilled
	7
	AF 3.7

	5. 
	The project has CBC impact.

6 points – the project has strong CBC impact

0 points – the project does not have CBC impact
	6
	AF 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 3.7 3.10

Annex A.11

Annex A.13

Annex A.17

Annex A.18

	6. 
	The project contains specific elements of added value for the cross-border area as a whole, such as the proposal of innovative approaches, models of good practice, promotion of equal opportunities, sustainable development and climate change

3 points – the project is innovative and addresses all the aforementioned issues

0 points – the project does not contain elements of added value for the area
	3
	AF 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5, 3.7 3.10

Annex A.11

Annex A.13

Annex A.17

Annex A.18


if less than 25 points are awarded for “consistency with the Programme and other strategic documents”, than the project is no longer evaluated and is considered rejected.
	Project Maturity

	Code
	Criterion/Description
	Scoring**

(Max.  points)
	Reference*

	7. 
	The project activities proposed are consistent, appropriate and coherent with the objectives and expected results of the project (i.e., it reflects the analysis of the problems involved, takes into account external factors and anticipates evaluation).

7 points – high level of consistency, appropriateness and coherence between objectives, activities and results

0 points – low level of consistency, appropriateness and coherence between objectives, activities and results
	7
	AF 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 3.5

Annex A.11

	8. 
	The project foresees the involvement, participation and activity of the project partners.

6 points – high level of involvement, participation and activity of all project partners

1 points – low level of involvement, participation and activity of all project partners
	6
	AF 3.4, 3.7

	9. 
	The project has an action plan, which is clear and feasible and the proposal contains appropriate project overall and specific objectives, milestones and objectively verifiable indicators.

7 points – high quality of the aforementioned issues

0 points – low quality of the aforementioned issues
	7
	AF 3.2, 3.4, 3.8

Annex A.11




	Operational capacity

	Code
	Criterion/Description
	Scoring**

(Max.  points)
	Reference*

	10. 
	The partners are experienced in project management, particularly in cross-border projects.

6 points – relevant experience of all partners in project management, particularly in cross-border context

0 points – lack of experience of all partners in project management, particularly in cross-border context
	6
	AF 2.2

Annex A.4

	11. 
	The partners are experienced in the field addressed by the project.

6 points – relevant experience of all partners in the field addressed by the project

0 points –lack of experience of all partners in the field addressed by the project
	6
	AF 1.2, 2.2

Annex A.4

	12. 
	The project team proposed by the partners has the capacity to manage the project (assessment based on the CV’s and/or terms of reference)

6 points – high management and professional capacity of the project team, proved by CVs for all project team

1 point – relatively low level of management and professional capacity of the project team
	6
	Annex A.4

	Value for Money

	Code
	Criterion/Description
	Scoring**

(Max.  points)
	Reference*

	13. 
	The ratio between the expected results and the estimated costs is satisfactory

7 points – the estimated costs are the lowest possible related to the expected results

0 points – the estimated costs are obviously too high in relation to the expected results
	7
	AF 3.5

Annex A.2.

Annex A.11



	14. 
	The ERDF financing is essential for the implementation of the project and to what degree. 

7 points – the project cannot go on without the ERDF financing 

0 points – the project may be carried out without ERDF financing
	7
	AF 3.12

	15. 
	The costs are estimated based on real market prices

7 points – all costs are based on market prices, proven by documents attached to the application

0 points – most costs are under or over estimated
	7
	Annex A.2



	16. 
	The estimated costs are necessary for the implementation of the project

7 points – all estimated costs are strictly necessary for the implementation of the project

0 points – most estimated costs are not strictly necessary for the implementation of the project
	7
	AF 3.4

Annex A.2

Annex A.11



	
	TOTAL
	100


Total out of 100 points: 

*AF x.y. = Application Form section x.y.

** Each assessor awards points within the specified interval; if 0 points are awarded to at least one evaluation criterion, the project is rejected; if less than 25 points are awarded for “consistency with the Programme and other strategic documents”, than the project is no longer evaluated and is considered rejected.

