

Annex no. 6 to Request for Proposals

Assessment form for the request for accreditation
Erasmus+ Programme, KA110 – Accreditation of Youth Volunteering Organisations
Expert’s full name:       
General information:

- request has undergone the positive formal assessment, which means that the entity is entitled to apply for accreditation for requested statuses (receiving and sending volunteers)

- identification data of the entity were intentionally modified or deleted and have no influence on the assessment – please verify the request based on the universal criteria for volunteering projects
- the report should be filled in English
Rules of the quality assessment of the request:

1. Relevant elements of the accreditation request should be assessed based on the below mentioned key: 
Yes – if the entity meets the criterion to the extent sufficient for granting accreditation, 
No – if the entity does not meet the criterion or meets it to the extent insufficient for granting accreditation
2. All the questions should be answered. 

3. Each assessment should be substantiated in the comment (substantiation). 
4. In the case that in the assessing person’s opinion a criterion is met to the extent sufficient for granting accreditation but not on the fully satisfactory level, it should be adequately described in a comment (remarks) and such assessment should be explained (e.g. it should be indicated what is the potential risk /which information is missing etc.).

1. Background and experience of the entity
	Does the entity present comprehensive information regarding its activity (aims, target groups, implemented enterprises etc.)? 
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Does the entity perform regular, constant activities?
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Does the entity describe its experience in the fields significant for prospective participation in the Erasmus+ Programme (e.g. experience in voluntary service, international projects etc.)? 
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Does the entity disposes of (physically) a place in which volunteers can perform their work?  
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Does the entity dispose of suitable team to implement projects? 
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	General assessment: the entity possesses relevant organizational capacity and assets to implement international volunteering projects:
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks:



2. Compliance with the aims and priorities of the Erasmus+ Programme and KA1 – Volunteering Projects
	Is motivation of the entity to engage in volunteering projects as well as the concept of the project (aims and predicted results) compatible with the assumptions of the Erasmus+ Youth in Action Programme? 
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Are the aims and priorities of the Erasmus+ Programme reflected in proposed activities?
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	General assessment: the proposal of the projects is compatible with the aims and priorities of the Erasmus+ Programme and KA1 – Volunteering Projects:
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks:



3. Quality of the volunteering project concept – Receiving organisation
	Quality of the volunteers’ selection process: 

	Is there open and transparent selection process provided for?
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Are the recruitment criteria compatible with the rules of the programme?  
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks:



	Project’s environment

	Does the entity provide clear information regarding venue of the project’s implementation (localization, surrounding, free time facilities etc.)
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Does the entity provide clear information regarding work environment (venue, conditions, working hours, equipment etc.)
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks:



	Compatibility of proposed volunteer’s activities with Erasmus+ volunteering projects rules:

	Does the engagement of the volunteer include full time work (30-38 hours per week)?
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Is the volunteer going to replace the full-time employees?
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Are the planned activities relevantly differentiated?
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Was the active role of the volunteer provided for? 
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Does the entity ensure opportunity and support in implementation of own initiatives?
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Do the performed tasks assume sufficient contact and integration with the local community? 
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks:



	Quality of learning process and educational dimension of the project:

	Did the entity define the educational aim of the project?
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Does the conception of the volunteer’s work assume balance between learning and work?
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Does the entity offer relevant support for volunteers within performed learning and work tasks of the Project?
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Was the learning process (including the method of achieved results evaluation) relevantly planned?
	     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks:




	Quality of project’s impact:

	Did the entity predict what will be the long-term impact of the project on all its participants/partners (volunteer, entity, target group of activities, local community)?
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Does the plan of volunteering projects rest on recognition of local community’s needs and constitutes informed response to such needs?
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks:



	Quality of solutions regarding safety, living conditions, and work conditions:

	Does the entity ensure proper living and working conditions?
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Were the potential threats identified and did the entity provide for the course of action in the case of emergency?
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks:



	Duration of activities and number of volunteers:

	Did the entity substantiate requested duration of activities and number of volunteers?
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Do the requested duration of activities and number of volunteers reflect planned activities and capacity of the entity?
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks:



	Conception of approving volunteers fulfils the Erasmus+ volunteering projects quality criteria and is compatible with the Erasmus+ Volunteering Charter:
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks:



4. General mark of the request for accreditation 

	Request is clear and comprehensible
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Request is written explicitly (gives information necessary to assess all the criteria)
	   FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes 
    FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

	Substantiation/remarks: (including strengths and weaknesses of the request):



5. Expert’s decision on granting accreditation 
	The entity fulfils criteria required for granting accreditation as:


	Sending entity:                                                 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable


	

	Receiving entity:                                              FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Not applicable


	Requested maximal number of volunteers hosted simultaneously:

Recommended maximal number of volunteers hosted simultaneously (in the case of the positive decision regarding receiving of volunteers): 


	Substantiation of the decision*:

Sending entity:
Receiving entity:



	Recommendations for the entity*: 


	* the decision should be substantiated separately for each requested status (receiving/sending) 

** in the case of the positive decision – recommendations should be given regarding implementation of prospective volunteering projects, in the case of the negative decision – recommendations should be given regarding another request for accreditation


Assessment according to the key:

Yes – if the entity meets the criterion to the extent sufficient for granting accreditation

No – if the entity does not meet the criterion or meets it to the extent insufficient for granting accreditation

