
ANNEX D
Call for proposals
Støtte til reintegration af veteraner i Ukraine

Eligibility and Evaluation Grid


Applicant/Lead applicant: _________________________________

	Check list
	Ja/Nej

	Ansøgning og alle påkrævede annekser er modtaget senest d. 12. november 2025 kl. 12 – dansk tid (Annex A, C, E)
	

	Projekforslaget er maks. 15 sider eksklusiv appendikser
	

	‘Result framework’ har maks. 3 outputs per outcome
	

	Budgettet er output-baseret
	




	Krav til ansøger og ansøgning (jf. sektion 3 i informationsnoten)
	Indsendt dokumentation ja/nej

	Ansøgninger skal indsendes af én hovedansøger (lead applicant) eller af en hovedansøger, der repræsenterer et konsortium. For at være støtteberettiget skal hovedansøger og eventuelle partnere være ikke-statslige (non-governmental) / non-profit organisationer.
	

	Hovedansøgeren skal have fysisk tilstedeværelse med kontor i Ukraine, herunder krav om kontor i Mykolaiv.
	

	Hovedansøgeren skal indgå partnerskab med ukrainske partnerorganisationer i gennemførelsen af de foreslåede aktiviteter.
	

	Hovedansøgeren skal have tidligere erfaring med implementering af projekter med et budget på mindst 40 millioner DKK.
	

	Hovedansøgeren skal have tidligere erfaring med implementering af udviklingsbistand i overensstemmelse med Danidas retningslinjer og have gennemgået en Danida-kapacitetsvurdering.
	









Kriterier til bedømmelse af projektforslag*
*Kriterierne er herunder skrevet på engelsk da projektforslaget skal udarbejdes på engelsk.

	Criteria: Relevance 
	Score range 
	Score

	· How relevant is the proposal to the objectives and priorities of the call for proposals?
	5
	

	· Does the proposal demonstrate a robust context/problem and stakeholder analysis?
	5
	

	· Have needs and constraints of the target group been clearly identified?
	5
	

	· To what extent are complementarities to other efforts and alignment to regional/national/local priorities reflected? Including reflections on coordination with the Danish Ministry of Defence.
	5
	

	
	
	

	Subtotal for Relevance
	Max 20
	



	Criteria: Quality of project design  
	Score range 
	Score

	· How clear is the Theory of Change/intervention logic behind the proposal?
	5
	

	· How well does the results framework reflect the causalities and logic described in the ToC/intervention logic? Is the results chain consistent and realistic?
	5
	

	· How well are indicators formulated (e.g., are they SMART) and have realistic annual targets been set? Are the indicators sufficient to give valid and reliable information on progress at output level? Are they SMART? Have realistic annual targets been set?
	5
	

	· Are assumptions and risks adequately addressed?
	5
	

	· Involvement of stakeholders. How well are relevant national stakeholders and civil society organisation involved in implementation as well as decision making?
	5
	

	Subtotal for Quality of project design
	Max 25
	



	Criteria: Organisation, capacity and management arrangements  
	Score range 
	Score

	· Is the organisation and management set-up clearly described, including role of consortium partners if relevant?
	5
	

	· Capacity of the lead applicant to deliver the desired results? Including strengths and capacity of set-up in Kyiv and Mykolaiv.
	10
	

	· Capacity of local partners to deliver the desired results?
	10
	

	· Adequacy of MEAL setup?
	5
	

	· Capacity of the applicant to facilitate cooperation with Danish partners - to further twinning, exchange and long-term partnerships?
	10
	

	
	
	

	Subtotal for [Organisation, capacity and management arrangements]  
	Max 40
	



	Criteria: Budget and expected efficiency  
	Score range 
	Score

	· Is the budget complying with MFA instructions and eligibility of costs?
	5
	

	· Expected efficiency and Value for Money considerations
	5
	

	· Realism of proposed budget incl. absorption capacity
	5
	

	
	
	

	Subtotal for Budget and expected efficiency
	Max 15
	

	TOTAL SCORE 
	100
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