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« Forderentscheidungen basieren auf der
wissenschaftlichen Beurteilung der Evaluatorinnen

* 4.500 bis 5.000 unabhangige Expertinnen sind jedes
Jahr beteiligt

« Etwa 16.000 Antrage (ansteigend) werden jahrlich
evaluiert
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Auswahl der Evaluatorinnen

« Wissenschaftliche Expertinnen bilden die Grundlage
dieses Evaluierungssystems

* Registrierung unter:
https://cordis.europa.eu/emmip?

« Zusammenstellung der Evaluierungspanels erfolgt auf
Basis der Angaben der Expertinnen — EC stellt
komplementare Teams flr jede Evaluierung
zusammen
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Seite 4



eite

.. Analyse der ersten

Um welt Ausschrelbung

FFG



Basis und Ziel der Auswertung gﬁ'—

Basis
Evaluation Summary Reports (ESR) der dsterreichischen
Koordinatorinnen aus der 1. Ausschreibung.

20 Antrage mit osterreichischen Koordinatorinnen

* 4 Antrage gefordert (oder derzeit
Vertragverhandlungen)

8 positiv evaluiert / 8 unter dem Schwellenwert
Ziel
Erfahrungen aus der Evaluierung = Do’s and Dont’s fr die
eigene Antragstellung
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Evaluierungskriterium 1 ;
scientific and technological excellence _: FFG
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State-of-the-art not completely reviewead {23
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Tahles notfilled (1) /
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VIVACE - Evaluierungskriterium 1 ;“137'
scientific and technological excellence .-

Koordinator: Dr. Markus Starkl, Universitat fir Bodenkultur,
DIBB Kompetenzzentrum fur methodische Umweltbewertung

Score: 5,00 (Threshold 3/5)

The project concept is highly relevant to the call objective. It aims at the
promotion and demonstration of innovative concepis.

[...] These are very important domains which have a high priority for
Latin American countries.

The work plan is well described and adequate for the attainment of the
stated objectives.

Another positive aspect of the proposal is [...] the integration of the
different aspects and dimensions (social, economic and
environmental). [...]
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Evaluierungskriterium 2 i
implementation L FFG
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SUME - Evaluierungskriterium 2 ;’ﬁ"
Implementation Iz

Koordinator: DI Christof Schremmer, OIR Osterr. Institut fiir Raumplanung
Score: 5,00 (Threshold 3/5)

The proposal has a robust management structure, which has been clearly
presented. The allocation of less than 10% of the total budget for
management costs is sound.

The foreseen management procedures are appropriate. [...]

All individual participants (and institutions) are highly experienced and
compatible in their fields and they have a wide range of experience in similar
projects.

The consortium has a high quality as it brings together [...]

The already existing partnership between some of the partners, in different
contexts, can be considered as an opportunity, as well as an assurance, of
the success of the consortium. The formation of the consortium reflects clear
complementarities and balance.

The allocation of the resources in terms of budget, staff and equipment is
considered appropriate and well justified.
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Evaluierungskriterium 3
impact

Measures far IPR management are rated minimal {13
Mo provisions concerning PR (1) | Intellectual property (3
] i
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SUME - Evaluierungskriterium 3 g,,
Impact 22

Koordinator: DI Christof Schremmer, OIR Osterr. Institut fiir Raumplanung
Score: 5,00 (Threshold 3/5)

[...]
- The main concept will contribute to the promotion of the EU Thematic Strategy
on Sustainable Use of Natural Resources.

- The improved communication between currently rarely linked research
communities which may create a basis for further research and development
activities will have a positive contribution to international research. |[...]

The proposal has a well planned dissemination procedure and measures
appropriate to the information needs and interests of different groups.

The management of IP has been properly addressed.
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Referat fur Umwelt, Sicherheit und %
Sozial-, Wirtschafts- und Gelstesmssenschat en

Mag. Andrea Hoglinger - Referatsleiterin und stv. Bereichsleiterin

Nationale Kontaktstelle fiir Wirtschafts-, Sozial- und
Geisteswissenschaften

+43 (0)5 7755 - 4002, andrea.hoeglinger@ffg.at

DI Andrea Hoffmann
Nationale Kontaktstelle fur Umwelt (einschl. Klimaanderung),
Nationale Kontaktstelle flr Sicherheit
+43 (0)5 7755 - 4401, andrea.hoffmann@ffg.at

DI Susanne Meissnher-Dragosits
Nationale Kontaktstelle fur KMU, Expertin Umwelt und Sicherheit
+43 (0)5 7755 - 4403, susanne.dragosits@ffg.at

Dr. Michalis Tzatzanis

Nationale Kontakistelle fir Wissenschaft in der Gesellschaft,
LEprer’[le fir Wirtschafts-, Sozial- und Geisteswissenschaften sowie
mwelt

+43 (0)5 7755 - 4405, michalis.tzatzanis@ffg.at
Solveig Gutzelnig - Assistentin
+43 (0)5 7755 - 4411, solveig.quizelnig@fig.at
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