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Evaluation form 

Scientia Fellows – Call 3 

Scoring 

Scores are in range 0-3. Half marks can be given. Evaluators are asked to score proposals as they 

were submitted, rather than on their potential if certain changes were to be made. When 

evaluator identifies shortcomings, he or she must reflect this by awarding a lower score for the 

criterion concerned. 

Interpretation of scores 

0 - Insufficient The criterion under evaluation is not addressed, cannot 

be assessed because information is missing or is so 

poorly described that it is impossible to evaluate. 

1 - Weak The criterion is addressed in an inadequate or 

superficial manner, or there are serious inherent 

weaknesses. 

2 - Good The application addresses the criterion well, although 

improvements remain possible. 

3 - Very good The application addresses the criterion very well and 

fully meets all the relevant aspects of the criterion. 

 

Proposals with identical final scores 

If the proposals for the same position within the same Thematic Area have identical total score, 

the Selection Committee will order them according to score on the individual criteria: first, 

‘Research innovation and quality’, second ‘Qualifications and relevance’, then ‘Feasibility’ and 

finally ‘Exploitation’. 
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CANDIDATE’s name: ……………………………………………………………………………………………………. 

Qualifications & Relevance 

 How consistent is the project with the programme objectives and how effectively does it contribute to the 
desired   impacts of career development and strengthened trans-national partnerships? 

 
- Qualifications of the candidate 
- Is the individual researcher’s CV sufficiently well aligned to the 

relevance and quality of additional scientific training and 
complementary skills? 

- Is there a potential of acquiring competencies during the project 
to improve the prospects of reaching and/or reinforcing a position 
of professional maturity, diversity and independence at a high 
level, in particular through exposure to complementary skills 
training? 

Score: 0-3 

Score:  

       Comments to the score: 

 

 

 

 

Research Quality 

 Is the research competitive and of high quality and relevance?  

 
- Is the research project of high quality? 
- Is the research methodology original and innovative and does it go 

sufficiently beyond the state of the art? 
 

Score: 0-3 

Score:  

       Comment to the score: 
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Feasibility 

 Capacity and credibility concerning implementation of proposed projects. 

 
- Is the research project feasible in the foreseen time? Quality of 

methodology and work plan to achieve objectives. 
- Complementarity between the Host and the Candidate’s profile 
- Have alternative plans been considered in cases of unforeseeable 

failures? 
 

Score: 0-3 

Score:  

Comment to the score: 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Exploitation 

 The capacity of the project to convert the collaboration into social benefits and/or potential commercial 
exploitation. 

 
- Does the career development plan lead to broader skills and 

enhanced career perspectives? 
- Does the research plan foresee appropriate dissemination 

activities, including e.g. publications and presentations at 
conferences, other? 
 

Score: 0-3 

Score:  

       Comment to the score: 

 

 

 

Total score for all criteria:  
 

Do you recommend this project proposal for funding? 

………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………… 

 

 

Evaluator’s name 


