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	EMRP Call Name
	E.g. 2009 - Energy
	Conformity with the SRTs:
	Type ‘Yes’ in one box 

	JRP name & number:
	     
	Fully conforms and addresses all the objectives
	     

	Date of evaluation
	     
	Partially conforms & any deviation is appropriately justified*
	     

	JRP mark
	     /25
	Does not conform, OR any deviation is NOT justifiable*
	     

	Is the JRP suitable for funding
	Yes/No
	* Please add comments here:     


The Referees mark the JRP proposals against the following four criteria, which are defined in the Decision of the European Parliament and the Council
.  Guide 6 section 5 gives marking guidance.

	Criteria
	Referees may wish to consider:
	Referees Comments:
	Mark

	SCIENTIFIC AND/OR TECHNICAL EXCELLENCE:
	Does this JRP facilitate progress beyond the state-of-the-art?

Is the concept scientifically sound as well as sufficiently clear and ambitious?
	     
	     
/ 5

	
	
	
	     
/7.5 Weighted by (x1.5)

	RELEVANCE TO THE OBJECTIVES OF THE EMRP:
	Does the JRP proposal address the overall objectives of the EMRP, including

· developing metrological capacities of the participating states coherently and aligned with stakeholder needs

· developing the European metrology landscape through integration of the national metrology research programmes

· simulating innovation by metrological developments

If the JRP proposal has deviated from the specific objectives within the supporting documents of this Call, how appropriate is this deviation?

	     
	      
/ 5

	POTENTIAL IMPACT THROUGH THE DEVELOPMENT, DISSEMINATION AND USE OF JRP RESULTS:
	Does the JRP proposal fully explain the stakeholder needs?

Is the technical work designed to address these?

Are activities planned to actively engage with stakeholder groups?

Will stakeholders be able to access the JRP results and outputs easily?
	     
	      
/ 5

	
	
	
	     
/7.5 Weighted by (x1.5)



	THE QUALITY AND EFFICIENCY OF THE IMPLEMENTATION AND MANAGEMENT:
	Quality: Do the proposed participants bring high quality and relevant experience to the project?

Balance: Are the tasks suitably assigned between participants, exploiting complementarity, balance and expertise?

Resource: Overall does the JRP have adequate resources and justification to deliver the objectives (staff, equipment etc)? Note if the proposed budget figures for the JRP appear too high or too low.

Planning: Are deliverables, integration of resources and use of common resources clearly described?
	     
	      
/ 5
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� Decision No 912/2009/EC, Official Journal of the European Union, 30 September 2009, L257, p12 �available from: � HYPERLINK "http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2009:257:0012:0025:EN:PDF" ��http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=OJ:L:2009:257:0012:0025:EN:PDF�
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