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	Annex 3 to Guidelines of Partner Selection Competition for the Project Implemented Under Progress Measure No. 12-003-03-06-01 „First and Foremost – the Teacher“


(Form of the table for expert assessment of the application)


TABLE OF EXPERT ASSESSMENT OF THE APPLICATION

Application registration number . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Title (name) of the project  . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
Principal Investigator . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

I. Has the applicant adequately planned how ethical issues related to project activities will be addressed?

	· YES
	· NO
	· NOT APPLICABLE



If „NO“, please explain: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

II. Does the application meet the requirements of the horizontal principles set in the Guidelines?

	· YES
	· NO
	



If „NO“, please explain: . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

III. Assessment according to criteria:
 

	Title of the priority project selection criterion (hereinafter - 
criterion)
	Aspects and explanations of the evaluation of the criterion 
	Criterion score (in case weight scores are applied)
	The number of points awarded during the assessment
	Minimum required points
	Commentaries


	
	
	Criterion score[footnoteRef:1],[footnoteRef:2] [1:  Assessment value:
5 – „excellent“. According to the corresponding criterion, the application is rated as “excellent” if, considering all its evaluation aspects, there are no deficiencies or if any existing ones are non-essential. The application’s strengths are indicated based on the evaluation aspects of the criterion (mandatory).
4 – „good“. According to the corresponding criterion, the application is rated as “good” if, considering all its evaluation aspects, it has only minor deficiencies. Based on the evaluation aspects of the criterion, the application’s strengths and weaknesses are indicated. (mandatory).
3 – „average“. According to the corresponding criterion, the application is rated as “average” if not all of its evaluation aspects can be rated as “good”, but the existing deficiencies do not pose a threat to the feasibility of the project and / or significantly diminish the quality of the project. Based on the evaluation aspects of the criterion, the application’s strengths and weaknesses are indicated. (mandatory).
2 – „satisfactory“. According to the evaluation aspects of the corresponding criterion, the application has notable deficiencies. Based on the evaluation aspects of the criterion, the application’s strengths and weaknesses are indicated. (mandatory).
1 – „unsatisfactory“. According to the corresponding evaluation criterion, the application is rated negatively. Essential deficiencies should be clearly outlined, including the lack of information (arguments) to support specific evaluation aspects of the criterion (mandatory).
0 – the application cannot be evaluated according to the corresponding criterion due to insufficient information provided.]  [2:  The evaluation is conducted on a five-point scale with a precision of 0.5 points.] 

	Weight coefficient
	
	
	

	1. The concept and quality of an educational reseach project 
	1.1. Relevance and significance of an idea

The evaluation examines the pertinence and significance of the research idea proposed in the project from a scientific development perspective, including its international relevance. It considers whether the project‘s goals are sufficiently ambitious and whether the project will contribute to addressing current scientific issues. It also assesses the expected progress to the existing state of research in the relevant field.  
	
	3

	
	9



	

	
	1.2. The project‘s contribution to scientific research in the chosen topic, the comprehensive nature of planned research, interdisciplinary approach, and innovativeness 

Assessment criteria: the coherence between the main topic selected in the project and related topic(s) (if any); the progress expected from the implementation of scientific research within the selected topic(s); how this research and its results will contribute to the complexity of educational research[footnoteRef:3] (in terms of the group/complex of phenomena and/or processes to be investigated) and to the development of interdisciplinarity (including collaboration among researchers from different scientific fields and/or disciplines and the application of their research methods to address the identified scientific problem); and whether the project provides for the development of innovative scientific research and the achievement of innovative results. [3:  Educational research refers to comprehensive (encompassing a group, a complex of phenomena and processes), interdisciplinary (involving collaboration among representatives from various scientific disciplines, and the utilization of their research methods to address scientific problems) scientific studies in the field of education and schooling, that are strategically important for the state and society, primary (reporting on the results of conducted research) and secondary analyses serve the purpose of performing a situational analysis, modeling and forecasting of educational processes, substantiating solutions for current educational issues, proposing possible alternatives, and suggesting innovations with a focus on improving the quality and sustainable advancement of education. ] 



	
	3
	
	9
	

	
	1.3. The rationale behind the objectives, methods, and work plan, as well as the reasoned foresight and management of potential risks

The evaluation assesses whether the project objectives are clearly formulated and aligned with the project‘s overall goal. It also considers whether the selected methods are appropriate and whether the project work plan is rational for achieving the intended objectives and producing the planned outcomes (scientific or other outputs) and for implementing the project activities as planned. The foresight of potential risks and their management to ensure timely and proper project implementation are evaluated.
	
	3
	
	9
	

	2. The potential of the educational research project‘s research team to implement the project, their contribution to internationalization development[footnoteRef:4], and the development of researchers and young scientists‘ competences [4:  At least one key member of the educational research project‘s research team must be a scientist who, within the last 5 years, has engaged in educational research and / or experimental development (R&D) activities for a minimum of 3 years at scientific and educational institutions abroad.] 


	2.1. The scientific competence of the Principal Investigator (hereinafter – PI)

The Principal Investigator‘s most significant achievements over the past five years related to the project topic(s) and/or the project’s scientific field(s) are assessed. These include scientific publications; experience in implementing (including leading) and/or evaluating international and/or national research and experimental development (R&D) projects; experience in mentoring researchers (supervising doctoral students who have successfully defended their dissertations or other experience in mentoring early-career and/or established researchers); as well as other information provided by the PI demonstrating that they have carried out activities contributing to the resolution of education and/or training-related problems and/or to the improvement of educational practice.
	
	1
	
	3
	

	
	2.2. The composition of the research team and its alignment with the objectives of the educational research project in order to achieve them[footnoteRef:5] [5:  The educational research project’s research team should include at least one foreign researcher, a Ph.D. student in the field of education, and a teacher with a master’s (or equivalent) or a doctorate degree. Postdoctoral fellows and students in educational sciences and related master’s programs may also be included in the composition of the research team.] 


The suitability and optimality of the composition of the project‘s main implementers and the entire project research team (including the PI) for achieving the project objectives are evaluated. This includes assessing the alignment between the research team composition and the planned scientific research and other activities, as well as the coherence with the expected results of the project.
	
	1
	
	3
	

	
	2.3. The contribution of the educational research project to the development of internationalization in educational research  

The anticipated contribution of the project to the development of internationalization is evaluated, considering participation in international research programs and / or projects in the field of education, involvement in educational research networks, internships (in relation to participation in educational research and / or international education and development research programs and projects, as well as internships at foregn universities or research centers.) The evaluation takes into account the rationality and qualitative impact of the planned activities and the long-term prospects for ensuring internationalization beyong the project‘s duration. 
	
	1
	
	3
	

	
	2.4. The contribution of the educational research project to the development of researchers and / or young scientists‘ competencies

The contribution of the research activities and other project-related activities to the development of researchers and young scientists‘ competencies are evaluated, considering the potential involvement of high-level foreign lecturers in doctoral processes (among other factors). Additionally, the anticipated and substantiated continuity of activities beyond the project‘s completion is assessed. 
	
	1
	
	3
	

	3. The significance of the planned results and the continuity of research, the dissemination and usability of the results
	3.1. The significance of the planned project outcomes and the potential continuity of scientific research and other activities  

The alignment of the planned project results with the project‘s objectives and tasks, the level of preparedness and dissemination of the scientific project results, and the alignment of other project resuts and activities with the project‘s objectives and tasks are evaluated. The perspective of continuity in the research topic and the potential impact on the further qualitative development of scientific research are also assessed.
	
	1
	
	3
	

	
	3.2. The dissemination of the plannet project results to target groups, the usbility of the results and the contribution to achieving the objectives of the Guidelines 

The dissemination of project results to target groups and the implementation of project results (preparation of secondary analyses, development of recommendations for state instututions based on research data, preparation and publishing of publications; activities to apply the results of the research, training, consultations, implementation of innovations and innovative educational solutions, etc.; summarized research findings, recommendations and suggestions, evidence-based decisions and their alternativesto education policies, suggested measures to improve educational practices and foster development in education and schooling), are evaluated. The potential impact of project results on long-term and sustainable improvement in the quality of educational processes is assessed. Additionally, the evaluation considers how the planned project results will contribute to national development goals and foster education changes based on current best practices.
	
	1
	
	3
	

	In total:
	
	
	
	48[footnoteRef:6] [6:  The established threshold score is 3 points higher than the total threshold scores calculated for each criterion.] 

	

	The maximum achievable score
	75


IV. Other remarks
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .

V. Final decision (the project is deemed non-fundable if any of the following conditions apply: 1) The evaluation of the application based on Criterion 1 yields a negative assessment, 2) At least one of the remaining criteria receives a rating below the specified threshold, 3) The sum of assigned ratings is less than 48):

· PROJECT IS FUNDABLE
· PROJECT IS NON-FUNDABLE
· As the undersigned expert, I affirm that regardless of the outcome, whether the project succeeds or fails, I will not receive any direct or indirect material or immaterial gains or benefits.

	Expert
(Individual assessment)
	. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
(Name, surname)

	Chairperson of the expert committee
(Summary assessment)
	. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .
(Name, surname)



Date . . . . . . . . . 
