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PHASES OF THE SELECTION PROCEDURE

Admin. 
compliance 
& eligibility 

checks

Quality 
assessment

Assess. 
financial 
capacity 

private PPs

State Aid 
assessment 
(& DNSH)

Incl. Private LPs 

financial capacity
Only for eligible 

projects
Only for financeable 

projects
Only for financeable 

projects

DNSH Only for 
Investments



PHASES FOLLOWING UP ON THE 
SELECTION PROCEDURE

RANKING LIST 
approved & 

financed / non-
financed or not 

approved 

CLEARING 
CONDITIONS

PHASE

Complaint 
procedure

Contracting

Incl. Approved with 

Conditions
If needed / Only for 

approved financed

Formal / admin. OR

Quality, capacity S.A

Subsidy contract 

& P.A.



ELIGIBILITY CHECKS

▪ submission by the deadline set for a Call;

▪ the total ERDF co-financing is not exceeding 80% of the total project budget;

▪ the project duration is in line with the time limit set in the Call Announcement;

▪ the minimum number of partners per country is respected;

▪ the maximum number of Associated partners is respected;

▪ the total financial dimension of the project proposal is in line with the Call Announcement;

▪ the minimum PP ERDF contribution is respected;

▪ the project commits to apply joint development, joint implementation and at least one of the 
following cooperation criteria: joint staffing or joint financing;

▪ the project commits to not adversely impact the horizontal principles (equal opportunities 
and non-discrimination, equality between men and women and sustainable development)

INCREASED AUTOMATIC CHECKS BLOCKING SUBMISSION

+ 'warning' or 'block' notifications to applicants

+ A.I. SUPPORT UNDER 

HUMAN OVERSIGHT 

FOR ACCURACY & 
EFFICIENCY



ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA



ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA



QUALITY CRITERIA

4-EYE-PRINCIPLE

Points * Weight = 
total score points



QUALITY CRITERIA – STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT

No. CRITERIA - TITLE WEIGHT
1.1 TOTAL COOPERATION CHARACTER 19%
2.1 Common territorial challenges 3%
2.2 EUSAIR 4%
2.3 MMM output 7%
2.4 Environmental sustainability 3%
2.5 Horizontal 1%
2 TOTAL PROJECT RELEVANCE 18%

ADDED VALUE OF CBC

GENUINELY JOINT BENEFITS

MIN. 1 MMM OUTPUT

COHERENT / EFFECTIVE



QUALITY CRITERIA – STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT

No. CRITERIA - TITLE WEIGHT
3.1 Contribution to Programme Obj. 6%
3.2 Intervention logic 4%
3.3 Target groups 2% 
3.4 Sustainability of Outputs 4%
3 TOTAL CONTRIBUTION TO PROGRAMME 16%



QUALITY CRITERIA – STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT

No. CRITERIA - TITLE WEIGHT
4.1 Partners relevance (incl. MMM PP) 9%
4.2 Partners capacities 4%
4.3 Partner balance 4% 
4 TOTAL PARTNERSHIP CRITERIA 17%

TOTAL STRATEGIC ASSESSMENT CRITERIA 70%

Minimum threshold for strategic 
criteria:

42 POINTS

PARTNERS’ CAPACITY TO 
TRANSFER MMM OUTPUT

INVOLVE OUTPUT GIVER



QUALITY CRITERIA – OPERATIONAL ASSESSMENT

No. CRITERIA - TITLE WEIGHT
5.1 Management arrangements 6%
6.1 Communication arrangements 6%
7.1 Work plan - actitivites 9% 
8.1 Budget planning 5%
8.2 Budget effectivenes 4%

TOTAL FOR OPERATIONAL ASSESSMENT CRITERIA 30%

Minimum threshold for operational criteria
18 POINTS

RELEVANT LOGICAL 
REALISTIC COHERENT



CROSS-CUTTING CRITERIA AFFECTING ALL OTHER CRITERIA

Need

Do you solve a real 
IT-HR issue & capit. 

on MMM output?

Do you respond to 
real needs of IP S.O. 

4.1?

Cooperation

Is there a genuine CB 
cooperation?

Are partners 
capable?

Legacy

What happens after 
the end?

What are the long-
lasting effects?



ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE? YES, BUT…

Support 
tool

research / 
data

alternative 
solutions

Verify

validate

own 
expertise

Credibility

accurate?

credible?

Right 
balance

text quality

original 
critical 

thinking


