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General principles for evaluators 

2 Grants Manual – Section on: Proposal submission and evaluation 2015  



Evaluators 

Independence – neither representing their employer nor 
country 

Impartiality – treat proposals only on their merit, irrespective of 
origin or identity of the applicants 

Objectivity – proposals are evaluated as submitted not on their 
potential if changes are introduced 

Accuracy – judgment against official evaluation criteria 

Consistency – same standards to all proposals  

Avoidance of Conflict of interest (Col) – strictly 
enforced  
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MSC ITN: One call – three types of projects 
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Objective for all: Support for early stage/doctoral research training 

Work Programme 2016-2017 MSCA  



The three implementation modes - The 

differences are important!  

 The proposal must be consistant with the 
requirements of the different modes 

 Some of the evaluation criteria are specific to EID 
and/or EJD 
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Specificities of the three implemenation modes: 

exemple the duration of secondments 

6 Work Programme 2016-2017 MSCA  
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Evaluation criteria – general considerations 

8 Work Programme 2016-2017 MSCA and General Annexes   

 Each criterion is scored between 0 and 5 using 
decimals 

 The thresholds for individual criteria is 3 

 The overall threshold for the sum of the three scores 
is 10 

 Priority order for ex-aequo: Excell Impact Implem  



Evaluation criteria – Excellence  

9 Self-evaluation form ITN 2016 Version 2.0 



Evaluation criteria – Impact often underestimated  
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Evaluation criteria – Implementation  

11 Self-evaluation form ITN 2016 Version 2.0 



Recommendations  

 Check all mandatory requirements for the specific 
mode 

 Use all available materials on the EU website 
(WorkProgramme, Guides, Mock Evaluation Forms, 
etc) 

 Follow templates and respect page limits and font 
size 

 Be specific and precise, sometimes « less » can be 
better 

 Excellent science is not all – all criteria are important 
and need careful addressing 

 Check for consistency across the proposal and 
between form A and B 
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