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	SELECTION CRITERIA[footnoteRef:3] [3:  The selection criteria are intended to reward specific features of projects that are desirable from the perspective of the provisions of the Culture Programme for Outcome 1. The selection criteria include “Yes/No” criteria (i.e. criteria No. 1, 2 and 3) and criteria assessed on a points-based scale. A “No” assessment in at least one criterion results in a negative assessment of the application; in such a case, the application is not subject to assessment under the remaining selection criteria.
] 



	[bookmark: _Hlk229999763]No.
	Criterion name
	Description of the criterion
	Scoring
	Assessment method

	1.
	Project eligibility
 No scoring 
Y/N

	It will be checked whether:

· the scope of the project is in line with the objectives of Outcome 1 Cultural heritage is revitalised and sustainably managed with strong local involvement of the Culture Programme of the European Economic Area Financial Mechanism for 2021-2028;
· the scope  of the project is consistent with the activities eligible for support (described in the Call for Proposals);
· the maximum amount of funding does not exceed EUR 3.5 million; 
· the minimum amount of funding is not less than EUR 1 million;
· Not less than 50% and not more than 75% of the eligible costs of the project are allocated to hard actions;
· No less than 25% of the eligible costs of the project are allocated to soft activities;
· The Applicant's obligatory own contribution constitutes at least. 15% of eligible costs or 5% if the applicant is an NGO;
· the amount of management costs does not exceed 8% of the total project value;
· the indirect costs are determined at a flat rate of 3% of the total eligible direct costs of the project.

Verification on the basis of the application and annexes to the application.

Application that does not meet this criterion will be rejected.   
	- 
	Yes / No


	2.
	Integration of values in project design and implementation (art 1.3.1)

No scoring 
Y/N

	The assessment confirms that the project is consistent with respect for the values set out in Article 1.3.1 of the Regulation throughout its objectives, activities and implementation. The values should be concretely reflected in the project’s design and implementation, rather than merely stated.

Application that does not meet this criterion will be rejected. 

	- 
	Yes / No


	3. 
	Resilience to natural and man-made hazards and cybersecurity

No scoring 
Y/N
	The criterion assesses whether the project has been prepared taking into account risks related to climate change, natural and man-made hazards, and cybersecurity.

The aim of the criterion is to ensure that projects are implemented in a safe and sustainable manner and that the sustainability of project results is protected against identified risks.

Application that does not meet this criterion will be rejected. 
	-
	Yes / No

	[bookmark: _Hlk233297667]4.
	Energy efficiency and environmentally friendly solutions
	The criterion assesses the extent to which the project  contributes to improving energy efficiency[footnoteRef:4] and to the sustainable use of infrastructure through environmentally friendly and nature-based solutions.  [4:  	In the case of heritage-related projects, the assessment will not focus solely on achieving specific energy performance indicators, as protected historic buildings are subject to technical and regulatory constraints arising from conservation requirements. Therefore, the key consideration is not the achievement of maximum technical performance, but rather demonstrating that reasonable measures to improve energy efficiency have been undertaken within the limits imposed by the heritage status and conservation requirements applicable to the building. Even modest energy-efficiency improvements may be positively assessed, provided that they are well justified and appropriately linked to conservation constraints;] 


The aim of the criterion is to promote projects that reduce operating costs, improve resource efficiency  and support biodiversity and ecosystem services.

Verification of the fulfilment of the above conditions on the basis of the application and attachments.


	0 - 6 points  
	It is assessed whether the project:

· envisages the use of solutions to improve the energy efficiency of the infrastructure covered by the project, including solutions that reduce energy consumption and, where justified, use renewable energy sources;
· has been prepared taking into account climate risks, including climate change, mitigation measures, adaptation to climate change and increasing resilience to natural disasters and extreme weather events;
· envisages the use of environmentally and nature-friendly solutions, including nature-based solutions, green and blue infrastructure, actions to protect, restore or enhance ecosystems and enhance biodiversity, including, where possible, additional planting of trees and shrubs using native species;





	5.
	Social participation 
	The applicant has demonstrated the active participation of residents and/or non-governmental organizations in the process of developing the assumptions of the cultural and educational offer, which results from the implementation of the project and will be implemented after its completion (in each year of the  project sustainability period ).

Verification on the basis of the report from the public consultations, which is attached as Annex No. 24 to the Application for funding.

	0 – 8 points  
	The following shall be assessed:

· whether  it is possible to confirm the active participation of residents or non-governmental organizations in developing the assumptions of the cultural and educational offer that will result from the implementation of the project on the basis of the report on the conducted public consultations;
· the number, variety and adequacy of the forms of public consultations used, taking into account the needs of different groups of recipients (e.g. open meetings, workshops, surveys, interviews, online consultations);
· the scope and effectiveness of mechanisms for collecting opinions, comments and recommendations of residents/non-governmental organizations, as well as the method of documenting and taking into account the submitted postulates in the designed cultural and educational offer;
· the level of representation of various social groups in the process of consulting the assumptions of the project, including, children and youth, women, seniors, people with disabilities, representatives of non-governmental organizations, creative circles and other groups important from the point of view of the local community;
· the extent to which the results of public consultations have influenced the final shape of the planned cultural and educational offer, including its subject matter, forms of activities, accessibility and method of implementation;
· information and communication activities are envisaged to ensure the transparency of the consultation process and to inform participants about how the submitted opinions and recommendations are used.



	6.
	Tangible heritage
	The criterion assesses the conservation rank of the historic building covered by the application. Preference will be given to historic buildings of key importance for local identity. 
 



	0 - 8 points
	It is assessed whether:

· the subject of the project is a building entered in the register of monuments kept by the relevant Voivodeship Conservator of Monuments (as a monument of particular significance to cultural heritage) or in the museum inventory;
· the subject of the project is  a building included in  the municipal or voivodeship inventory of historic monuments (as an object of significant local importance);
· the subject of the project is a building not included in the municipal or voivodeship inventory of historic monuments, but possesses documented historical/artistic/scientific value, confirmed by a reliable, comprehensive and iconographically documented expert/conservation opinion;
· the project envisages the conservation of movable monuments[footnoteRef:5], book collections[footnoteRef:6], museum items[footnoteRef:7], that are significant to cultural heritage, the achievement of the project's objectives and increasing the scale of its impact, and constitute a significant added value for the entire investment.  [5:  entered in the register of monuments kept by the Voivodeship Conservator of Monuments]  [6:  included in the National Library Resource]  [7:  included in the museum inventory] 


Note:  A full score cannot be awarded unless the building is entered in the register of monuments. 


	7. 
	State of conservation of tangible heritage and quality of planned interventions

	The criterion assesses the current technical condition of the immovable monument. The technical condition will be assessed on the basis of an opinion issued by the Voivodeship Conservator of Monuments competent for the location of the monument. The opinion of the Voivodeship Conservator of Monuments must not be older than 12 months from the date of submission of the grant application.

The opinion of the Voivodeship Conservator of Monuments should include, inter alia:

· the technical condition (the monument is not at risk of irreversible deterioration without urgent intervention / the monument is at risk of irreversible deterioration without urgent intervention);

· the preservation of the historic fabric (original elements, later modifications);

· the degree of deterioration (e.g. dampness, structural damage, loss of decorative details);

· later interventions (alterations, modernisations, replacement of materials).

Assessment based in particular on the Voivodeship Conservator of Monuments’ opinion, which is attached to the Application for funding as Annex no. 41.

	0 – 5 points
	The following shall be assessed:

· whether the technical condition of the monument causes a risk of progressive destruction, loss of historical values or permanent degradation without taking immediate rescue and conservation measures;
· the degree of degradation of the historic substance and the scale of threats to the preservation of the building;
· the degree of risk of loss of original historical elements, architectural details,  historic interiors sor historical equipment;
· [bookmark: _Hlk233306638]whether the implementation of the project will lead to the removal of secondary transformations, reconstructions, superstructures, elements of equipment or materials distorting the historical character of the building, which are not justified from the conservation point of view;
· the extent to which the planned activities will contribute to the restoration of the historical form, architectural composition and authenticity of the monument.







	8.
	Intangible heritage
	The project provides for the support and promotion of intangible heritage.

In the meaning of the UNESCO Convention: intangible heritage is customs, oral transmission, knowledge and skills, as well as related objects and cultural space, which are recognized as part of their own heritage by a given community, group or individuals. This type of heritage is passed down from generation to generation and constantly recreated by communities and groups in relation to their environment, history and relationship to nature. For a given community, intangible heritage is a source of a sense of identity and continuity.

Intangible heritage includes:
· oral traditions and expressions, including language as a carrier of intangible cultural heritage, or
· performing arts and musical traditions: dance, singing, theatre, or
· customs, rituals and festive rites, or
· knowledge and practices about nature and the universe, or
· skills related to traditional crafts.

	0 - 10 points
	It is assessed whether:

· in the project duration as well as in the cultural and educational offer there will be events related to the transfer of skills related to traditional crafts (disappearing professions) or related to the dissemination of knowledge about customs, rituals and festive rites;
· the project’s effects will shape and strengthen the communities of intangible heritage bearers, responsible for its preservation, practice and transmission to future  generations;
· the cultural and educational offer will involve members of the local community, with knowledge and skills related to local traditions, language, customs, rites and rituals, including festive rituals, as well as crafts and traditional knowledge and practices concerning nature and the universe;
· the proposed cultural and educational offer which is supporting and promoting  intangible heritage will constitute an important part of the activity of the Applicant/operator of the infrastructure covered by the project .

Tie-breaking criterion



	[bookmark: _Hlk230955523]9. 
	Significance of intangible cultural heritage
	The criterion assesses the significance of the intangible cultural heritage. 
	0 - 5 points
	It is assessed whether the  project concerns the manifestation  of intangible heritage:

· inscribed on the National List of Intangible Cultural Heritage;
· that is "alive" and important to the community;
· disappearing, which in the past was crucial for the identity of the inhabitants;
· and shall not contribute to the reconstruction, creation or distortion of intangible cultural heritage.



	10.
	Increasing the accessibility of heritage 
	The criterion assesses the extent to which the project contributes to improving public access to tangible and intangible cultural heritage for diverse audiences, including through the use of digital tools.
Virtual tours, videos and audio recordings created as a result of the project must be available throughout the project sustainability period.

	0 - 10 points 
	The criterion assesses whether, as a result of the implementation of the project:

· the adaptive reuse of the heritage asset was applied, ensuring its functional transformation into a sustainable, accessible and multifunctional space serving cultural and community purposes.
· virtual tours of the immovable monument(s) covered by the project will be made available. Such virtual tours must cover the parts of the monument accessible to on-site visitors, be based on the tour scenario presented in the application, and employ various presentation methods (including 360-degree panoramas, interactive tours, photographs or 3D models, recordings, and the possibility to zoom in on architectural and decorative details of the monument);
· films or audio/video recordings presenting the tangible or intangible cultural heritage covered by the application will be produced. The materials must be prepared on the basis of a scenario described in the application, be adapted to the needs of different target groups, and use engaging methods of communication (including interviews, voice-over commentary, narration and music);
· the floor area of the immovable monument(s) used for cultural purposes will increase (in relative and absolute terms).



	11.
	Sustainable heritage management 
	The criterion assesses whether and how the project provides for measures aimed at sustainable heritage management through the professionalization of the infrastructure operator’s staff.[footnoteRef:8] [8:  i.e. the staff of the local government cultural institution or non-governmental organisation that will be responsible for carrying out the cultural activities resulting from the project in the building covered by the grant application.] 


	0 - 8 points
	The following shall be assessed:

· whether the project provides  for training for the staff of the infrastructure operator covered by the project in the field of sustainable cultural heritage management, taking into account challenges arising from climate change, the implementation of modern environmental standards, and the application of mechanisms for the prevention of, response to and mitigation of the effects of natural disasters and other threats, including measures aimed at strengthening cybersecurity;
· whether the project envisages  the preparation of a long-term protection plan for the monument or non-historic building covered by the project, including preventive measures, response procedures and solutions aimed at minimising the impact of potential crisis situations;
· whether the project envisages the development of an institutional development strategy for the Applicant, including, inter alia, the diversification of funding sources, the mobilisation of external funding, and measures aimed at ensuring the stability and sustainable development of its activities.;
· whether, as a result of the implementation of the project, the operator of the infrastructure covered by the application will have the ability to effectively implement, operate and develop the cultural and educational offer that will be created as  a result of the project;
· whether, as a result of the implementation of the project, trainings in participatory approaches, community engagement, inclusive cultural mediation will be introduced . 



	12. 
	Partnership with partners from Donor States 
	The scope, quality and effectiveness of cooperation between the Applicant and partners from the Donor States in the implementation of soft activities provided for in the project are evaluated. 

The aim of the criterion is to promote projects based on a genuine partnership, using complementary resources, competences and experiences of different actors.

The applicant submitted a letter of intent with the application, indicating the division of responsibilities and the budget provided for the partner. 

	0 - 8 points
	It is assessed whether:

· the choice of the partner is justified in the implementation of the objectives of the project, i.e. the partner, taking into account the scope of its activity, experience, know-how, responds to the needs of the Applicant related to the implemented project;
· the partners bring to the project complementary competences, experience or resources that the Applicant does not possess or that strengthen the implementation potential of the project;
· the partnership with at least one of the partners has been implemented before (regardless of the partnership established within the project). Attached is a document confirming the existence of such a partnership and its scope;
· the division of roles/tasks between the Applicant and the partner(s) is appropriate in relation to the planned activities;
· mechanisms for coordinating cooperation, communication and solving possible problems during the implementation of the project are envisaged;
· there is an added value resulting from the partnership, understood as the results that can be achieved through the partnership, which could not be achieved or would be significantly limited if the project was carried out by the applicant on its own.

Tie-breaking criterion



	[bookmark: _Hlk230955578]13.
	Partnership with other partners
	The scope, quality and effectiveness of cooperation between the applicant and partners from Poland, Ukraine, or Beneficiary Countries in the implementation of soft actions provided for in the project are assessed. 

The aim of the criterion is to promote projects based on a genuine partnership, using complementary resources, competences and experiences of different actors.

The Applicant has submitted, together with the grant application, a partnership agreement clearly defining the division of roles and responsibilities within the project (in the case of a partner from Poland), or a letter of intent specifying the division of responsibilities and the budget allocated to the partner (in the case of a partner from outside Poland). 
	0 -  5 points
	It is assessed whether:

· the choice of the partner is justified in the implementation of the objectives of the project, i.e. the partner, taking into account the scope of its activity, experience, know-how, responds to the needs of the applicant related to the implemented project;
· Partnerships were concluded with Polish partners representing two different sectors, i.e. public ( public cultural institutions, public universities and other public higher education institutions, and public schools ) and non-governmental (non-governmental organizations)
· the partners bring to the project complementary competences, experience or resources that the applicant does not possess or that strengthen the implementation potential of the project;
· the partnership with at least one of the partners has been implemented before (regardless of the partnership established within the project). Attached is a document confirming the existence of such a partnership and its scope
· the division of roles/tasks between the applicant and the partner(s) is appropriate in relation to the planned activities;
· mechanisms for coordinating cooperation, communication and solving possible problems during the implementation of the project are envisaged;
· there is an added value resulting from the partnership, understood as the results that can be achieved through the partnership, which could not be achieved or would be significantly limited if the project was carried out by the applicant on its own


	14.
	Promotion strategy
	The assessment will consider whether the project (within soft measures) provides for the development of a document entitled “Project Promotion Strategy / Strategy for the Promotion of Project Results” the assumptions of which will be implemented after the completion of the project. 
	0 - 5 points
	The criterion assesses whether:

· the project provides for the preparation of a document entitled Project Promotion Strategy / Strategy for the Promotion of Project Results;
· the Project Promotion Strategy / Strategy for the Promotion of Project Results will be developed in cooperation with at least one Polish partner;
· the Project Promotion Strategy / Strategy for the Promotion of Project Results will be developed in cooperation with at least one partner from the Donor States, the Beneficiary States, or Ukraine.



	15.
	Cultural and educational offer was developed as a result of the project implementation 
	The criterion assesses whether the offer developed as a result of the project and implemented after its completion (in each year of the project sustainability period) contributes to increasing public awareness, strengthening local identity, enhancing cultural diversity, and promoting the active participation of audiences in cultural life.
The assessment also considers whether the cultural and educational offer developed through the project, by drawing on heritage (tangible and intangible), enhances knowledge of engagement-based democracy, information security, citizenship, local activity, local community initiatives, local identity, and health, by supporting critical thinking and participation in society.


	0 - 12 points
	The criterion assesses whether the cultural and educational offer developed as a result of the project:
· proposes valuable and engaging forms of activities (e.g. workshops, artistic and educational activities);
· encourages the active participation of audiences (rather than passive attendance only);
· strengthens residents’ identification with their local area and addresses issues related to civil society, democracy and local identity;
· increases the visibility and recognition of cultural heritage and builds narratives based on local assets and stories;
· uses culture as a tool for education aimed at developing critical thinking skills and resilience to disinformation, particularly with regard to disinformation and abuses relating to health and safety, including digital safety (public education activities);
· is accessible to persons with special needs to the greatest extent possible (e.g. persons at risk of exclusion due to poverty, disability, digital exclusion or marginalisation);
· ensures that the project results are presented in a manner that provides the widest possible access for persons with special needs (e.g. information in Easy-to-Read (ETR) format, induction loops, sign language interpreters, and large-print documents);
· includes the development of a website and applications presenting the project results that comply with the WCAG (Web Content Accessibility Guidelines), an internationally recognised set of guidelines defining how websites and applications should be designed to ensure accessibility for persons with visual, hearing, physical or cognitive disabilities.
· will be promoted using modern techniques and methods of communication in order to reach new recipients with the cultural and educational offer and encourage them to participate in the events.



	16.
	Impact scale of project results
	The assessment will consider the scale of the project’s impact in terms of increasing the number of users of the cultural and educational offer implemented after the completion of the project.

The assessment will be based on the project annual increase in demand for the cultural and educational offer developed as a result of the project, calculated as the number of participants  of the cultural and educational offer resulting from the project minus the number of participants  of the cultural and educational offer in the infrastructure covered by the project prior to its implementation.

	0 - 8 points
	The demand analysis has demonstrated the need for the project by indicating the estimated number of additional participants. The result of the analysis is a value > 0. The results obtained for projects meeting the above condition will be ranked in ascending order according to the number of persons representing the projected increase in demand (number of persons/year).

2 points - values below the first quartile (inclusively) 
4 points - values above the first quartile and below the second quartile (inclusively), 
6 points - values above the second quartile and below the third quartile (inclusive), 
8 points - values above the third quartile (highest values), or 
0 points – projected demand value =< 0,  the demand analysis has been carried out incorrectly, is not reliable, the conclusions are not supported by the results of external research carried out by a market research company or higher education and science entities (surveys or other type of research)



	17.
	Socially and economically marginalised area
	The assessment will consider whether the project is implemented in a locality listed in Annex No. 1 to the National Strategy for Regional Development 2030 (the updated list of areas of strategic intervention is available at: https://www.gov.pl/web/fundusze-regiony/krajowa-strategia-rozwoju-regionalnego), i.e. in an area of medium-sized cities losing their socio-economic functions or in an area at risk of permanent marginalisation.

	0 - 2 points
	2 points – the project is implemented in a locality included on the list referred to in the criterion description; or

0 points – the project is not implemented in a locality included on the list referred to in the criterion description.


	Max. score TOTAL

	100 points
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