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Name of evaluator: _________________
Leonardo da Vinci partnerships

common european quality assessment form
2008
Partnership reference N°
	Name of coordinating institution:
	

	Partnership title: 


	


	Note on the points system: Each criterion should be rated on the scale proposed. The ratings of the quality criteria result in a total number of points out of a maximum of 100. Each application is rated by 2 assessors and the average of the marks will be used as the final marking for quality. 

Please note that applications scoring less than 50 points in the quality assessment will not be selected for funding.


Section 5 of the application form: Description of proposed Partnership and section 6: Proposed activity data
	Question in the application form
	
	Points
	Max.

	5.3
	a) The aims of the Partnership and the approach chosen to achieve them are clear and realistic.
	
	10

	
	b) The subject is relevant for the Leonardo da Vinci action.

Applications assessed as "weak" (0 to 1 points) on this criterion will be rejected without further assessment.
	
	4

	5.4
	There is an appropriate balance between the roles and tasks of the different participants in terms of their involvement in the activities to be carried out. 

	
	8
8

	5.5
	Appropriate measures have been planned to ensure effective communication and cooperation between the participating institutions. 

	
	7


	5.6
	The expected impact and benefits of the Partnership on participating institutions and individual participants are clear and well defined.
	
	7

	5.7 and 5.8
	The Partnership has planned specific measures to :
	
	

	
	a) address one of the operational objectives of the Sub-Programme (see Annex 1)
	
	4

	
	b) cooperation between VET institutions, enterprises and/or social partners on issues of common interest linked to VET;
	
	10



	
	c) cooperation between VET stakeholders at national, regional, local and sectoral levels to ensure their active involvement in the implementation of the Copenhagen process, as foreseen in the Helsinki Communiqué.
	
	

	5.9
	The Partnership has defined an approach to evaluate whether the aims and the expected impact of the Partnership will be achieved in the course of the project lifecycle.

	
	5


	5.10
	The application makes clear how relevant staff and/or trainees will be involved in the planning, implementation and evaluation of activities.


	
	8


	5.11
	The Partnership is integrated into the curriculum and / or ongoing activities of the institutions involved. 

	
	8


	5.12
	The planned dissemination and exploitation activities are well defined and ensure optimal use of the results amongst the participating institutions.
	
	7


	
	Other institutions will also benefit from the planned dissemination and exploitation activities and, if possible, the results will also be spread to the wider community.
	
	4


	6.1
	The work programme covers the whole period of 2 years and is appropriate for achieving the objectives. The planned activities and mobilities are relevant for the Partnership in question.
	
	12

	6.3
	The results are relevant for the Partnership in question.
	
	6

	
	TOTAL POINTS FOR THE QUALITY ASSESSMENT
	
	100
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