January 10, 2008

GUIDE TO FSWP 2008 EVALUATION CRITERIA:

Listed below are the evaluation criteria that will be used for assessment of 2008 detailed proposals. Relative weighting of each criterion is provided for reference purposes. 

Program Area: Education and Engagement
	Criteria
	Relative weighting

	Objectives – clarity and relevance to program
	HIGH

	Effective communication to key audiences on priority topics
	HIGH 

	Delivery method
	MED

	First Nations engagement
	MED

	Community engagement
	MED

	Project emphasizes collaboration, coordination and integration
	MED

	Value for money, cost effectiveness, cost sharing
	MED

	Innovation and creativity
	LOW

	Transferability, capacity building and learning
	MED

	Secondary public awareness / education
	LOW

	Support Risk Management Approaches
	LOW

	
	


Program Area: Integrated Planning and Governance

	Criteria
	Relative weighting

	Objectives – clarity and relevance to program
	HIGH

	Benefit to the salmon resource
	HIGH 

	Technical and political feasibility
	MED

	First Nations engagement
	MED

	Community engagement
	MED

	Project emphasizes collaboration, coordination and integration
	HIGH

	Value for money, cost effectiveness, cost sharing
	MED

	Innovation and creativity
	LOW

	Transferability, capacity building and learning
	MED

	Public awareness / education
	LOW

	Support Risk Management Approaches
	LOW

	
	


Program Area: Habitat and Water Restoration and Stewardship

	Criteria
	Relative weighting

	Objectives – clarity and relevance to program
	HIGH

	Benefit to the salmon resource, including habitat/water
	HIGH 

	Technical feasibility
	MED

	First Nations engagement
	MED

	Community engagement
	MED

	Project emphasizes collaboration, coordination and integration
	MED

	Value for money, cost effectiveness, cost sharing
	MED

	Innovation and creativity
	LOW

	Transferability, capacity building and learning
	MED

	Public awareness / education
	LOW

	Support Risk Management Approaches
	LOW

	
	


Program Area: Sustainable, Integrated Fisheries Management

	Criteria
	Relative weighting

	Objectives – clarity and relevance to program
	HIGH

	Benefit to the salmon resource
	HIGH 

	Technical feasibility
	MED

	First Nations engagement
	MED

	Community engagement
	MED

	Project emphasizes collaboration, coordination and integration
	HIGH

	Value for money, cost effectiveness, cost sharing
	MED

	Innovation and creativity
	LOW

	Transferability, capacity building and learning
	MED

	Public awareness / education
	LOW

	Support Risk Management Approaches
	LOW

	
	


