Evaluation criteria for foreign experts for the evaluation of the final project results under Measure 1.1.1.7

Criterion 1: The Student Innovation Programme promoted the development of student innovation and entrepreneurial competences.

The expert must assess whether the Student Innovation Programme ensured that the project’s objectives and results were achieved, including the development of students’ innovation competencies and entrepreneurial competences:
1.1. during the project, an assessment of students’ skill levels and attitudes was conducted before and after their participation in the Student Innovation Programme (or a specific call for applications), identifying improvements in students’ skill levels and changes in their attitudes resulting from their participation in the Innovation Programme. The assessment is well-founded, providing an analysis of the skills acquired and changes in attitudes, and explaining how these results reflect the programme’s effectiveness and impact. 
Note – during the project application selection process, project applicants were expected to anticipate that the following aspects would be evaluated as part of the assessment of students’ skill levels and attitudes: (a) students’ understanding of the design and development of innovative products and services, as well as their significance for economic development or addressing societal needs; (b) knowledge or skills regarding substantive issues related to the topic of the specific student innovation project; (c) the student’s self-assessment of their desire and readiness to develop an innovation or start a business on their own (for example, within the next 5–7 years);
	Type of rating
	Select the appropriate rating (X)
	A well-reasoned justification

	Compliant
	
	

	Partially compliant
	
	

	Non-compliant
	
	



Criterion 2: The Student Innovation Programme helped improve processes at the institution of higher education and ensured the sustainability of the project's results.
The expert must assess whether the project has improved the academic, governance and quality management processes at the institution of higher education, by implementing solutions based on feedback from stakeholders, strengthening cooperation with industry partners and ensuring the sustainability of the project’s results:
1.2. during the project implementation period, the beneficiary has established and put into practice a mechanism for the regular collection, analysis and use of feedback from stakeholders (faculty, supervisors, mentors, industry partners and students) to improve the study process;
1.3. the activities carried out within the measures ensured that the governance and quality management mechanisms of the Student Innovation Programme facilitated the high-quality implementation of the programme in accordance with the principles of good and smart governance, for example, improvements to governance, administrative or internal processes have been implemented based on feedback from stakeholders;
1.4. the sustainability of the project's results is ensured, as evidenced, for example, by the following:
1.4.1. the experience, insights and best practices gained have been integrated into the study process, students’ professional development, and management, administrative or internal processes; or proposals have been made for the future use of the project’s results in academic and governance processes;
1.4.2. cooperation with industry partners in academic activities is ensured even after the project ends (for example, in final theses assessment committees, in lectures, during internships or in research projects), providing both quantitative and qualitative justification. Specific scopes of cooperation have been identified, and a rationale has been provided explaining how and why this cooperation will be sustainable and will improve the quality of studies.
	Type of rating
	Select the appropriate rating (X)
	A well-reasoned justification

	Compliant
	
	

	Partially compliant
	
	

	Non-compliant
	
	



Criterion 3: The implementation of the project ensured that the planned project outcomes and monitoring indicators were achieved.

The expert must assess whether the activities carried out under the project ensured the achievement of the project’s objectives and planned results, taking into account the degree to which the monitoring indicators were achieved. If deviations from the planned indicator values are identified, or if changes are made to the Student Innovation Programme during project implementation compared to what was originally planned, the expert shall evaluate the justification provided, the necessity of the changes, the chosen solution, as well as the impact of the deviations and changes on the achievement of the project’s objectives and planned results.
	Type of rating
	Select the appropriate rating (X)
	A well-reasoned justification

	Compliant
	
	

	Partially compliant
	
	

	Non-compliant
	
	




Overall assessment of the extent to which the project’s objectives and the planned results have been achieved:
	Type of rating
	Select the appropriate rating (X)
	A well-reasoned justification
	Total percentage score for fulfilling the criteria – achievement rate

	Compliant
	
	
	

	Partially compliant
	
	
	

	Non-compliant
	
	
	


The expert must provide an overall assessment of the extent to which the project’s objectives and planned results have been achieved, evaluating the project’s overall compliance based on the ratings of the criteria mentioned above.


Evaluation procedure:
On the Evaluation Form, the expert provides an assessment for each criterion, indicating whether it meets one of the following ratings: Compliant/Partially compliant/Non-compliant. In all cases, the expert provides a reasoned justification for the assessment given, explaining why the chosen rating is appropriate. If the rating is Partially Compliant or Non-compliant, the justification must specify the identified deficiencies or non-compliances.
In the overall assessment, which covers the evaluation of the extent to which the project’s objectives and planned results have been achieved, the expert fills in an additional column, indicating the percentage score for fulfilling the criteria, thereby assessing the extent to which the project’s objectives and planned results have been achieved, with the assessment expressed as a percentage. The total percentage score for fulfilling the criteria is determined, and the achievement rate is assigned, in accordance with the following methodology:
“Compliant”: the total percentage score for the evaluation criteria is 70%–100%. A score within the specified percentage range is assigned if the project has met or exceeded the initially planned outcomes and the overall fulfillment of the evaluation criteria is deemed satisfactory, including cases where, even if a failure to fully meet one or more evaluation criteria is identified, this has not significantly affected the achievement of the project’s overall objective and planned results;
“Partially compliant”: the total percentage score for the evaluation criteria is 40%–69%. A score within the specified percentage range is assigned if the project has partially achieved the initially planned outcomes, including partial or complete non-fulfillment identified in one or more evaluation criteria, which has significantly affected the achievement of the project’s overall objective and planned results;
“Non-compliant”: the total percentage score for the evaluation criteria is 0%–39%. A score within the specified percentage range is assigned if the project has failed to achieve, almost entirely or entirely, the initially planned outcomes. An almost complete or complete failure to fulfill the evaluation criteria can be identified; therefore, it can be concluded that the project’s overall objective and planned results have not been achieved or have been achieved to a low standard. 
Preparation of a consolidated expert evaluation - both experts are contracted to collaborate in preparing a unified (consolidated) evaluation. The overall rating, as expressed in the consolidated evaluation and stated as a percentage, is used as the final evaluation of the extent to which the project and planned results have been achieved (achievement rate).
If the rating is “Compliant” or “Partially compliant”, the responsible authority and the cooperating authority take note of the evaluation of the final results.
If the rating is “Non-compliant”, the cooperating authority shall act in accordance with Ministry of Finance Guideline No. 1.7. “Guidelines on the application of financial corrections, reporting of irregularities identified in the implementation of European Union Funds, and the withholding and recovery of ineligible expenditures during the 2021–2027 programming period of the European Union Funds”.

