
ANNEX 1G
Call for proposals
Amazonian Gastronomy School

Eligibility and Evaluation Grid


Applicant: _________________________________

	Check list
	Yes/No

	Received before 20 March 2026, 12 AM GMT-3 
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk220078177]The proposal should be submitted as PDF-files as well as in original formats (Word, Excel, etc). 
	

	All documents should be drafted in English.
	

	[bookmark: _Hlk220917083]Max. 15 pages excl. annexes
	




	Eligibility Criteria
	Evidence provided yes/no

	[bookmark: _Hlk221006558]Proposals must be submitted by a single applicant. 
	

	In order to be eligible for a grant, the applicant must be a Brazilian authority or a Danish or Brazilian non-profit civil society organisation. Private companies and individuals are not eligible for support. 
	

	If the project is implemented in cooperation with local partners, an assessment of the partners must be attached to the application.
	

	The applicant must be a registered entity with the relevant national authorities in Brazil and/or Denmark.
	

	The applicant must be able to document technical and professional in-house expertise in relation to the above-mentioned objectives of the project.
	

	The applicant should have experience in exchanging gastronomic knowledge between countries and of using culinary innovation as a tool for social change.
	

	The lead applicant should have prior experience of implementing projects with a budget of minimum DKK 1 million.
	



Evaluation of Project development – Full project proposal


	Criteria: Relevance 
	Score range 
	Score

	· How relevant is the proposal to the objectives and priorities of the call for proposals?
	10
	

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

	· How clearly defined and strategically chosen are target groups/beneficiaries? Have needs and constraints been clearly identified?
	5
	

	Subtotal for Relevance
	Max 20
	



	[bookmark: _Hlk220916511]Criteria: Experience, Operational and financial capacity
	Score range 
	Score

	· Solid experience/comparative advantage with implementation of similar projects
	10
	

	· Existing partnerships and collaborative relationships in the thematic area of focus.
	5
	

	· Experience in managing grants from the Danish Ministry of Foreign Affairs
	5
	

	Subtotal for Adequacy of proposed approaches
	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?
	10
	

	· Are assumptions and risks adequately addressed?
	5
	

	
	
	

	Subtotal for Quality of project design
	Max 25
	



	[bookmark: _Hlk220916780]Criteria: Organisation and management arrangements 
	Score range 
	Score

	· Is the organisation and management set-up clearly described?
	5
	

	· Capacity of the applicant to deliver the desired results?
	5
	

	Subtotal for Organisation and management arrangements
	Max 10
	



	[bookmark: _Hlk220916818]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
	10
	

	· Cost-effectiveness: coherence between activities, expected results and costs.
	5
	

	Subtotal for Budget and expected efficiency
	Max 25
	

	TOTAL SCORE 
	100
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