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Appropriate Topic:

(
Topic 1: Area management of contamination

(
Topic 2: Integration of soil management into spatial planning

(
Topic 3: Use of contaminated land for biofuel crop production

Conclusion:

	Overall remarks
	Averaged total score (on 5):

	

	


	Proposal failed to achieve relevant threshold score for any criterion
	Yes / No

	
	

	Failed criteria
	


	Recommended for consideration?




	Date:
	

	Name of reviewer:
	

	Organisation:
	


Abstract:

Copied from proposal by Call Secretariat.

Evaluation:

0 = Unacceptable

1 = Poor

2 = Fair

3 = Good
4 = Very good
5 = Excellent

(half marks may be given)

	1. Scientific and technological excellence (Threshold 4; Weight 1)
	Score

	(Explanatory statement of the mark set by reviewer)


	


	2. Ability to carry out the proposal / quality of consortium
(Threshold 4; Weight 1)
	Score

	(Explanatory statement of the mark set by reviewer)


	


	3. Ability to ensure the efficient management
(Threshold 4; Weight 1)
	Score

	(Explanatory statement of the mark set by reviewer)


	


	4. European Added Value 
(Threshold 4; Weight 1)
	Score

	(Explanatory statement of the mark set by reviewer)


	


	5. Quality of dissemination plan
(Threshold 4; Weight 1)
	Score

	(Explanatory statement of the mark set by reviewer)


	


	6. Cost effectiveness
(Threshold 3; Weight 1)
	Score

	(Explanatory statement of the mark set by reviewer)


	


	7. Risk
(Threshold 2; Weight 1)
	Score

	(Explanatory statement of the mark set by reviewer)
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