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EuroMinScI  
 

Programme 

 

 

 

ASSESSMENT FORM 
 

 

 

 

Reference Number: 05_EMINS_FPXX_XXXX 

Title: XXXXXXXXXXXXXXX (XXXXX)  

Project Leader: “title”. “Name” “Surname” 

 
 

 

BEFORE YOU START FILLING IN THIS ASSESSMENT FORM, PLEASE NOTE 

THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION: 

 

 

 

PROTECTION OF PERSONAL DATA 

 
This proposal has been sent to you for assessment. 

Please note that in line with French law and with European Union directives on the protection of data 

the information contained in this proposal, including the personal data of the persons involved, should 

not be used for any other purpose than the assessment. 

 
A COMPLETE LIST OF THE NAMES OF ALL REFEREES SERVING IN THE EuroMinScI 

PROGRAMME WILL BE PUBLISHED ON COMPLETION OF THE REVIEW PROCESS.   

 

FURTHERMORE, NATIONAL FUNDING AGENCIES MAY RECEIVE ON REQUEST A 

COMPLETE LIST OF THE REFEREES ATTRIBUTED TO THE PROPOSALS THEY HAVE 

REVIEWED. 

 

 

PLEASE BE AWARE THAT THIS FORM WILL BE COPIED AND PASSED BACK 

UNATTRIBUTED AND ANONYMOUSLY TO THE APPLICANT(S).  

� You may ask the applicant to supply additional information to the EuroMinScI Review Panel. 

Such requests for clarification should be included in any section of your assessment.  

 

 

THE EUROPEAN SCIENCE FOUNDATION THANKS YOU VERY MUCH !   
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Referee’s personal data (these will be treated confidentially) 

“In accordance with European directives and with French Law No. 78-17 of January 1978 on 

information processing, electronic files and civil liberties, the web site and database of the European 

Science Foundation (ESF) have been declared at the Commission Nationael de l’Informatique et des 

Libertés (CNIL), which is the independent French administrative authority protecting privacy and 

personal data.  For further information on the ways in which we collect, register and disseminate data 

please consult our web site at http://www.esf.org/data” 

 

Title:   First name:    Surname:  
 

Address: 

 

 

Contact phone no.: 

 

E-mail: 

 

Expertise Key words (up to 8): 

 

 

OPTIONAL: To assist ESF in monitoring its refereeing processes, please answer the following two 

questions:  

 

Age:  years 

 

Gender: M   /    F 

 

 

 

 

 

DECLARATION OF INTEREST (Confidential) 

 

If you believe you stand to directly benefit financially, professionally or personally from the success 

or failure of this proposal you should not referee this proposal and should contact the programme 

secretariat as soon as possible.   

 

If you currently have or in the past 5 years have had collaborations with any of the scientists involved 

in this proposal, or if you have any other potential indirect interest, you should declare this below 

(Box A) and continue to referee the proposal. Your declaration will be used solely by the programme 

Review Panel and will not be disclosed elsewhere.  

 

Informal scientific interactions e.g. at conferences, workshops, etc. need not be declared. 

 

It will be assumed that you have no interest in the proposal if you choose not to make a 

declaration.  

 

Failure to declare an interest may result in you being removed from the list of ESF referees and in 

notification to your nominating organisation.  

 

 

A. Declaration of interest (possible indirect interest) 
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PLEASE REMEMBER THAT IT IS ESSENTIAL THAT YOU SUPPORT YOUR MARKS WITH 

WRITTEN COMMENTS 

 

 

 

1. Scientific quality of the Collaborative Research Project proposal, including comments on the 

Individual Projects (Please include an assessment of whether the proposal is original/novel and 

timely) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please mark as appropriate (for the whole proposal): 

 
ο 1: poor  ο 2: good  

ο 3: very good (internationally competitive) ο 4: excellent (internationally leading) 

 

 

 

2. Inter-disciplinarity of the proposal  

(Assess the proposals’s interdisciplinary approach to achieving its scientific goals?) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please mark as appropriate: 

 
ο 1: poor ο 2: good ο 3: very good ο 4: excellent  
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3. Qualification of the applicants  

a. International standing and suitability of the different Principal Investigators and their 

groups for this Collaborative Research Project (Please include an assessment of whether 

the groups have the capacity for this project and of whether the supporting infrastructure is 

adequate) 

b. How well are the Principal Investigators internationally connected, outside this project 

(How well are the Principal Investigators networked and what is their general level of 

cooperation) ? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please give an overall mark as appropriate: 

 
ο 1: poor ο 2: good ο 3: very good ο 4: excellent  

 

 

 

4. Level of collaboration between the Individual Projects in this Collaborative Research 

Project, and the added value 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please mark as appropriate: 

 
ο 1: poor ο 2: good ο 3: very good ο 4: excellent  

 

 

 

 

5. Feasibility of the proposed Collaborative Research Project and appropriateness of the 

methodologies (please comment also on the milestones and deliverables) 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please mark as appropriate: 

 
ο 1: poor ο 2: good ο 3: very good ο 4: excellent  
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6. Is there any overlap with the already funded/ applied for projects listed (to avoid double 

funding)? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please mark as appropriate: 

 
ο 1: complete overlap ο 2: significant overlap  

ο 3: some overlap    ο 4: non overlap  

 

 

 

7. Please give an assessment of the requested budget.  

a. Suitability of personnel positions requested (e.g. PhD, post-doc),  

b. Suitability of other budget items,  

c. Recommend any cuts, if appropriate. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Please mark an overall assessment as appropriate: 
 
ο 1: probably underestimated  ο 2: fully adequate 
ο 3: probably overestimated  ο 4: certainly overestimated 

 
 

 

 

8. Overall assessment: * 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
* A: International top level, excellent, to be strongly recommended for funding as first priority 

 B: very good, to be recommended for funding as second priority 

 C: good 

 D: poor, to be rejected, not fitting the requested standards 
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9. Additional Comments (add any comments you have not been able to include in the boxes above) 
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