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3. Streszczenie

3.L. 20 ¢ HAUNDYWgYWHeET ¢cURNDWT Y qis ¢7 Ulde

System wyboruprojektéw ¢ t U ¢ T ¢ T @Bdtedud} dekunidAdbji konkursowej, w tym

kryteriow wyboru), jest kluczowym elementem realizacji polityk publicznyckOLUs 13+ q WY U g ¢ t
s5¢i U GWPUONORURNGBTRIWG!I YNNI ¢8ZsWnRUec Ut YseU! #6 WAL
jak program Fundusze Europejskie dla Nowoczesnej Gospodarki (FENGIUA | ¢ 5 RT UYs WL
TARcU¢ URIW ! em¥IsirR G HS AR @YTqU! G Wt q YGURz WA YT GR35 Y
danejinterwencji.E q GT Waq W7 AWH¢T ¢ URWWT ¢t W Wed URWWI ARe¢ U¢ LWt
ewente ¢ GUNWG YT ! nRt ¢ AT IJWU ¢ makiudzde tHacRedidliBa@derys ¢ T A ¢ h

bt eqlARAUY A AR WI. dedlindjastydyozljedrejdtory AR T ¢ URIDWGI ¢ 5 RT UV 5 Y
TARcU¢URec W 't qGe WGI AVGBIH IYIHIGd AY LM IRG Ris W T 4370 KRR
wprzypadkul 27 W T WHAt A HR W U ¢ dzRrgrepstrody lictidalbdbdrdve U ¢ (i

Gl AUsRI!s¢U! H6Ws WI ¢G¢cHG W ¢ UNY WG hatyd 1J elladjlE Y WA ¢
wnioski i rekomendacje z badanial Y1 B¢ B¥t q Yt VYtakicthkdldjnychinaborow.

WGl Al GeT t e WWURURWVTH AUNYWAHeT ¢ UR 4 WBIIADIURY 1Dt BAUGRUIA % H
Uc HYI ! Ws WI ¢ G ¢ FpizdpfoladZomkv Nitynoad23 roki.

3.2. 9YWHeT ¢ RAU! €

Przedmiotem ewaluacjiF ! Wybrane instrumentyw ramach programu Fundusze

Europejskie dla Nowoczesnej Gospodarki (FENGJ ¢ T ¢ UR 1J &t UBVHAA 4 tqdptlR I WT AR ¢ U«
Gl YNl ¢GeW[E 1AWt qZ! ! #6WAKNUNZHTIIUHR BT ARAIT RUW R W
GYT tORMEcqB R WRUt ql e WUqZs Weil ARCUcGbWsT 1 ¢V ¢U! A6 WG
GYAIl U1 GR¥MEAIGHWW NWUHRTCWAYAs YTe WAI AUJT + Rt ARYI HAYA
i Rozwoju, Fundacja naizecz Nauki Polskiej, Bang Yt GYT ¢ 1 t qs ¢ Wul ¢ TYsINYALW
Przetwarzania InformacjiA ¢ Gt qs Y5 ! Wf Ut q! qaqW7¢l ¢s AA! 1O

. runda badawczaobejmY 5 ¢ ¢ U GHIECUARY) | WGI AWGI YseT AYUOWWs Wl ¢aée
tqzl ! HEWYHWUe Ws URYt t Zs WYWI YnRUe Ut Yse URWDWAEYE YU F
rankingowa) do dnia 30 czerwca 2024 u YO D TUWDWUE HY 1 ! WAL T GWe Uec i RAY s ¢
II. rundy badania oraz (opcjonalnej) Ilicundy.

3.3. ¢cWT¢t RUIWG! q¢c¢ URcec Wt Aet ¢ RAG! WYT GY s |

i WA¢T ¢ UR2 WGYt q¢s RYUNWWAYYt qe¢ U! wonut ARANNZUYs UWG!
t1 ! qUll RZsWUsclecH! TU HE6Wbiql ¢nUYAR AW t 2 qHAUY AR
G! qg¢ URcWs Wt GYt ZAW ! Uqlq! HAU! aWa YT U¢c WIGYT t+t 20GYs¢h
wt ABRAUDNZaUYARRWUC WG! q¢ URWDIWY WqY a
1 Czy dokumentacja naborow, w tym kryteria wyboru projektéw oraz zastosowane
Gl YRWT 21 ! WAYt q¢ U! WGl A nYqYscUOWWs Wel WtseqUl L
iAcUYT DGWRUqW!I s WUHTRWs W[ E ] e
T 9A Wt 't quaWs! AYl 2 WG YTUt qZs WAYt q¢c¢ OlWs Ue A HRs F
ARYI GRWGYT Wes¢Nt WAcGUs URDURIDWYT GYs RUIT URHG LA



finansowych?

T 9A! Wt '+ qUG WRWGI A!' Tt qUWt !l ! qUll ReWs! AYIl 2 WGI Y5 ¢
Yt RGNUGhWGYt q¢s RYUWDWs W[ E ] WHDGWe

f s¢t RDWYAHRRGY DURcWNUUWI eTWW 't quUGWT G¢c WGYH AHZ
w proces naboru oraz oceny projektow?

T 9A! WUYs Wl YAs RGA¢URVUWs W[ E ] AlUs WGYt q¢ HRWA YT e
neUt #HTYUe TOWANDYT GRUWAWGI A! TAGAORMWAOYX AR WR &7
zakresie sprzyja realizacji kompleksowych i innowacyjnych projektéw rozwojowych?

f sctcWTUt qWUInPIt q! sUYARWG!I YHIDt 2lWs! AYIl 2 WGI YT WUT

34. sct RUWAaWqVYT ! WRWI ¢UWWs !t Yl Al qq¢ G RA

i WHET ¢cUReWs ! ¢t Y1 Al qc¢ UYWALI 27V URAYscU! WAt q¢ s WG Wa
Gl At I YTYsWDWeUcaRA! Wl ¢U! A6 WAct q¢ U! H6 Als Wa! d WG
YRUIU! WGl YTUt qZs OWAI AUDGI Ys¢T AYOYW Zs URDY Wt AL Yt
TAI DG RAYs ¢UYWYMWs ! sR¢T Zs WGYNUY ARYU! #6 WAWGI AT
ekspertami oraz przedstawiciebmin R1 G WT Y1 ¢ T #A! #6toWi ! t YU¢ UVYWI Zs UF
sURYt t YT esHZs AWAE!I ZsUYWT et YAHRYs WWel[ ] f AWGYNUL F
sURYt t YT ¢csHZs b ARV6 U AIGYRGE BIRMWWE ¢ URC W9 1 f Alls L
473 przedstawicieli skutecznych wnioskodawcoéw. W analogicznej formule zrealizowano

HelT ¢ URNDWs Al ZT WGl ¢AYs URt Zs WGYH AHAININZGU! H#6 Wf AWY I
przygotowania oraz oceny wnioskéw w FENG. Wzl ! Ws WURG We T AR¢ UWUGHAURII

35. 9AIDNY Wt Rt WI YsRIWI ARIJDGRAU! e

2 AR¢ U¢ URIIENAGNII[t E WEH AN
A E!'tgqulGWs! AYI e Wl YGI Ys¢T AROWT YW DGt ATRWGI YT
AcOVYT DURGALRWIE RIYs ¢ UDW GWGI Al Wq! G WGI YTt q! W
511 YT WDORYs! GlWst GRIUI ¢ U! H#6 lH&RdibBuvkowomiFkind LW¢ WH Y WA ¢
Gl YnRaa Wl ! Al t ¢OW~YT DWqVYWG!I Ys¢T ARRLWIT YW IJ¢ G R/
Yt RGNDchWGYT t q¢s Vs IJWA AR Glc W3 ¢l £Y § IWieh & drROWLG R¥tc
tl1 ¢TepAWECGWWURDIWGI A #A! URGWt Rt WT YWHz2T Ys ¢ URC
wt ARAUDNZOGUYARRWGYAcwWw ! Ot RUGWGYGt t RGO
A Al YRt WsT 1 ¢V ¢cURCWEHRNDT t RWE~ ANWs WGYHAGqt Y5 !
s WE=M=ZOWI e WUeGYqt ¢ UWIRAAUNDWGI YHGWG! AWt qZ1 UL
b Gl ¢ 5 GYHR6hWOW 2 qt RIJG WA! UY WA U¢ # Avdicskdodaednr G 19U R 1J W
YI ¢cAWRt qYqUWWs! T Ueay WORWWHACY 2 Wql s ¢cURec WYHIWU!
qll GRUZs Weis WGI A GeTte WA AAWOces Uqlgl At t1 YqUL
Ucali ! WGl AT JWst A+ qt RGa LW
a. URUs !t qc¢cl HACTGHIUWG!I Al DYqYs ¢ URWDW 't qllde WY
spodziewana liczby wnioskow, w tym brak w NCBR oraz PARP
st gqcl RACTGH! #6WA¢ctH YAZs Wt ¢T | Ys! AE AWt GI
(niedopracowane Lokalne Systemy Informatyczne).



AR qUWGZAaUWWI YGI ¢cHYs cURINWs ! AI ¢U! #E WG IIG 1T
takich jak np. wielokrotnie poprawianego, skomplikowanego modelu

finansowego.

HIl ¢t WA¢t O¢cT ¢U0UNYWYTt qft GeWa Rt T A WIGRWI 51 Al
wykorzystanie wnioskow z pierwszego naboru do usprawnienia realizacji

UcAYl 2T | enRUINDYOW7! OYWqYW ARAUNZGURIIWLE G &
ROUYsceH! TUDNYWI YAs RGA ¢vU R A= WEYiLlg dLHE RIRIIN Gl
E~ ANAW q¢c¢UYs RGHRUNYWUYs YARWAeI Zs UYWI @ ¢ LG
YRUDURCTGH! AGAWT ¢t WRWs URYY t YT ¢5 HZ 5 OLW

. YI NecURAYs ¢cURIDWUGCHY!I Zs Ws WERRDT RIJWE~ ANUWSs L
iwA AAAWARYW YT ¢qt Ys YWAGURWUDTY A OYWT Yt gt GO
t qZ1 Al WAcCAs! HA¢TWst GZUGI ¢ HYs ¢ ORWAWYARIIG
st YA q¢c URIDWIT YWs DI ' nRt CATRWG!I YTWUE qZ 5 LU/
najmniej 20-22) kryteribw ocenyl Wl ¢ G ¢ HE WL ¢ 7 T INYWALWLE 1 ! qldl |
sl MRt Yse¢U! #6WH! UYWLt Rt ¢T ARIJY RGqWT ¢at Al
AcnéeT URNVDGWA! U¢c Ws Gl Yt qWiec AWGYAL BT URYWe U¢ i
t1 ! qll ReGAWHYWAs Rt t+ AcUYWHAct YHEUYUUYARL
kryteriow (praJ T JWs + Al + qt RGWtE 1 ! ql ReWl ¢Ut RUNa TGF
me Ut HTRWs WYHWDURWWG!I YTUt qZs OWi | + AAWGI AIJHT
YI ¢ Als 10seYUl ! Asect WWIRUNY! Ger! TO! WO¢ WWgq¢ GRIJWE Y
YHUOUO! OWAYTes ROW Rt WYUWs WAs RGAt e WWAWYT | Azt
sURYt t ZsWAWe Al t t ¢UGWs !t Yt GWIRHAHGWG:2 Ut q:
| ¢Ut RUNe TGH! A6AWGI A! WAUcHAUUTWIRAAARIIWUF
obligatY | ! TU! A6 OWi WGI ¢t q! AUWYWYHIWIURWDWs URY!t t &
zs !t YI Alt q¢c URDOGWqUINYWYt q¢c qURIUNY WAL q¢sell
NUWOWUI Yse¢UO! Ws! UGRAURIWDWI YT ¢qt Ys DWYARRGY WU
Jt+ GUI qZs WYHWDURETGH! H6 WY I ¢ A W&hiwprbc¥ss URt Z 5 |
oceny.

i WGI Al GeT teWUeEHY!I Zs WA AAWT YT ¢qt Ys Gt YO G
YT #A! q¢ URUDWGI AJAWI ! Ut Weis URYY t YT ¢s5 AZs WRI
RUOqUI s JURTRAWARYWs ! | ¢ ARUY LW Rt Ws W et Ys ! O LC
CGURt Ys¢cURcWYWst Géel AFRUAWAWGI YTt q¢ G RWY WF
URt t RUTWWE AV HKR AhWGYT GRYqZs WORWWEAERE U
st gqcel RACTGHRHUNYWGYqUURTecUz WethRUe Ut Ys1INY S
ws !t q¢cl HACTGH! Wt qYGURzWe Gl ¢51 YGYT YAUR¢ (
Act Uc¢T ¢UNTWs WG YTWt BERUVWRUUYs ¢ HTRIOWAY s | 7 4
AUOYT YU! A6 Ws URYt t Zs5 Ws WGRWI st Al AREWUEAY I ¢ H(
TYq! #AGH! #6 WA RURG ¢ 0 UT Ws ¢ikawdnydR LWUGT YT It q ¢
.9A!l UURt RUJG Weql eT URETGH! GWIT YHI DWGI Al DYqVYr
E~ ANWA! OWageéet 7T wWOYs! Ws WGY | Z2020&cldmatlll Y WG|
511 ¢7 ¢ URc¢ Wa IModivith Rpizypcobiduirzymania maksymalnej
TUTUYORqYAHRWACH ¢ T We W@kDlinbtytutjacht Uaq ¢ #T R WU ¢ |
5Gl Ys¢l ADURIDWG 2 AWG YT ! n RAACH Ted LRI LETAIDWIT AUIR:

8



trojstronnych (1Z i dwie IP) a nie dwustronnyciZt NCBR/IZT PARP).
AiTtAIt gt RUWGYs ! T UTWst-neé AlEGUERRUU MR IR BTG O R ol DRI
ctagqecidUYAhLWs Wt YIRZs HIW=M=ZNWI Yt e awWwawRUKWI AR}
a s AGYAHURINDURz WAc¢t YAZs Wt ¢T | Ys! H#6 Ws WA AAWRW
zGYUYs U! GWGI ADARRGYT DORIDGWH 't qUGe Wt GWI ¢aGUT
wWwAs RGAt 2 WAWs #SYT ADURIJGW '+ qPGealWsT | ¢7 ¢ URc
it YOqI ¢t q¢ HT ¢ WRWI YAGRHACURUWG! YTWUt qZ5 b WD
procesow,
b. GYGI ¢s RUWna Ut #HTYU¢cOGUYARRWYH! Ts2lWxEf A
c. AT YA! ARz WI YAs R¢T AAIJURCE WGI AJAWGYT G RYq! Wt ¢
biNUZs URVDWYARWWF AWY! ¢ AWIJE + GUI ARWYHIWURE T Gt
t Rt Wl GRUZs wWYHWU! Ws URYY t Z5 Ws WEHRIIT HIJWE -
d 5Gl Ys¢T ADURz2 WG RURGecOUNTWs ¢l qYAHRRIWSs ! G¢Nel
sWaYT e0eHSEWYHAGRNEqY! ! TU A6 AW0E WGYARY G R
e. lepszemu odczytaniu przez rynek (wnioskodawcow i firmy doradcze) zasad
i wymogow instrumentu, co potwierdza m.in. blisko trzykrotnie mniejsza
GRAAACWAOYY YU! 6 Ws URYt t Zs Ws Wl ¢a¢cHEWUOe AYI
sW I 2NRUTWGYUYs RJW=M=Nuwl to4A
f. AORCURIWAC¢t ¢T WYHDU! AWGYGTWNe TGHITWU e Ws GI
s URYt t 2 lOWAYAs RGAc URU WY WaVYY W Ui ! hWGYT I
YRUO! WRWT Ut quWGYst ADHGURIWYHIWURe UWT et Y LWt
qlNYW YAs RGA¢ URc¢ WHt T AdRejdeli@ridAelbadéniay a 1J 0 WY H1J (
COaNT ! WTWT UOYHBAUDAURVDWAecAUeEHA! haWi WG UUe Ws I
YHUOU! aWweYWs 11 YT JORz2 WGYs ! T+ Al H#G6 WAGKRIZ0ZEA WWHY T AF
qTHoWs Wf f W 20T ARJWAHecT ¢ UR¢ AWGY WAIe ¢ ¥ di#A IWEHRR 10TV tF
SMART w 2024 r.
1 Sposbdb oceny podstawowych cech projektu w sposéb zerojedynkowy (a nie
GaUt qVYs! bt GI Al TecUWt ! qa¢HTRAWs Wt qZ!1 WTWst Al t a
oHGCl ¢t ql AJWGWI ! qYI ! #RAO! G AWe WG AT JWst+ Al t q
ijittcalURt RIRAE BIUGIHUO RVURIDWT Wt qWUORIWARET 0WI ¢
OCTGWAeI TAYLW O VE RN G HRHIEY: # 18 0 fdIT MG Y A! q! 5 UR
sWEqZl ! #HEWURWDWI Yt ql AJNETGWHAI ¢ tjakimifoliddelk A WY #1JUF
eH6! ARDUR¢ G RAWUCEs JqWURIWI Yq! RAGH! GRWt Gle RAY s
YNUYA! WA! Alls GI Ys¢T ADURDWYHINDU! WGa Ut qYs T Ws !
merytorycznymTGY T YAURUWT ¢t WG Rec OYWaqYWa RWTt-HAIJWSs WEA!
202040W7 RY ! GRWTWT Uct WGYT Wesent WAUECHAUIWDWAGRe U!

Co

1 WEA! At RIUT WE # RIME M WA SRAMEMET O UORIUORe WE 1 ! ql RadWj ft q
wskali: 5Tt qYGRIG W GUWUURWURE W3 hHidzp YoBriynR rididbryrh, 2 ™G0 AU HIRA O & S

11t U ¢ HIThigtidddidbznym, a do pozytywnej oceny projektu w tym kryterium wymagano minimum

3Ge Ut qZstoW?¢s c0YWqYWAEqUGWItt GUI qYaWayYY GRs YAhWe AU¢c URE
TYttYUcUO! Wie AWAe! TAYWT YAI ! 10
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wnioskow, wprowadzone w 2024 r. (m.in. podzielenie oceny naeapy oraz zmiana

HAL ARRWE I ! ql RZs b W Dt YAGWUT ¢cHTWWUIs JU0qeacaU! HE
wynikow ewaluacji naboréw z 2024 r.

PTAl ZT Ws URYt t YT ¢sHZs WHaT AGWACEH ql AT WDURe Ws ! q!
t 1! qll ReGWjit t cGpidtego RytHTidhs ¢ U & WA IDmRiyiRat 1)

GYT GUNcWHRA! Wj st t ¢caURt RWGI YT et gqe WRWI WDAzGqcqe
b Gel ARecWs W ¢GeH6WAYT e U AWt GZTUWAWGRWI Aca UL
DI ' nREtYscalOUWY!l ¢cAWl YeaUWWl YWYt RGNURWHRCE wIOL
ttcaURt ZqalllRBE N6 WURY Wst t ¢caURT RWGI YNNI ¢GVYs L
T Yq! #HAGHIUWHIUAGoNn a2 Ut ATYUcOGUYARRWRUUYs ¢ HTRUWGH
biznesowym) nie wskazano metodologii ich wyznaczenia ani sposobu weryfikacji.

WIIn Dt HRIJWIET + G #R WI YT ROORINUR (Rof 115Gl ald afieUTAG S LLIHIM LIRC
wnioskuy U¢ WGI Al t UeT AWwWrA! wOea Wy ! WGl AT+ q¢ s Rh LWt A
Gecaqlicaq! HAUUNYWs ! t RAAVDURCWs ¢l qYARRLIWIT YHRIJG VY5 |
GRORHRIVWAUCt Zs b WRWT et W Yt UecT URWDWaAct ¢T URA LLUC
EqYt Ys¢cURWDWE I ! qUll RedWj EGZTUYARWG!I YTVt qqe wWUF
it Uet AURVDWAI WA DUYs¢UYWAWTHRYRE M YHIESEURY W Hl
GeUYWt YOt 1 DqURNVWuURWIW GI WA AYsc¢UYWI Yt Uel 0! ¢
Gl YTWt qe b OWAYUET qYWURWDWAEREUYWHGSEE! ¢t qldl 2 W 1JC
URINYt GUUURNDURWVWH! OYWGYs RGA¢ UNWAWURIWY GUUURWUF
A OYWAeqUaGWs qZ1 UWs 1O

sCct YARLWGI ¢H! Wt GUI qZs WYHVDUORCTSETBSHMRWG WA I
F UCANTWT ¢t YARRWRHS WG! ¢ H! AWHY W YT ¢ qt Ys YWYHHF
Gl ¢Ht b WYl ¢cAt teqt e TUWUORWACST Ys YGWURIWDGWs URY Yt t
XxEf WsW 97AWAYt qe¢OWsT 1 YT YO! WAA! quwGczaUYWRWUeT
Tel WORWAH! quWRt qYqUwRE et UABRMGUKHOWGG! AWNUZs URL
Gl YTUt qZs AWGR¢cU! WGRNUTY AUWs WGRWtmweand! #6 WUE AHYI
Gl YTUt qZs WORNDWaYNUecW R WYTH! s¢chlls WxEf AWA! U¢
Act ql AT JORe WT Yq! HAGUWNUZE UVRPeE VA ERONWERILLY 3 ¢
wydruku.
AYquUUBTcOWGYT 2U0YsWNYW 't qUGalWst Gel ARE WT Ut gl
implementacji na poziomie oceny projektéw. Wnioskodawcy oraz podmioty

Gl Al DYqVYse TGHIUIWUe WRHAS WAGUHIJURIUWSs URYt t RAWRAL
Tet YWHe!I TARIDTW ' At Ys UUDWAWGa Ut qe Ws RT AIJURE LWe
Gl YTUt qZs Ws RJGYaVYT aUYs! A6WYNI ¢ URietjAkbRIG WI Z35 UF
OYT 0GRs YARRWAC¢ GO cUYs ¢cURcWWGRWAWNUqZs WGI YTt qel
blAs U¢ct ARBAC Ws WGl YTt q¢ &6 tdlineAvarunkowdn® 13 Ws 7 1 YT 1UF
| DAzt qgqcqcaRWs! t YOcU! HE WG ¢ Hb WY1 ¢AWAI ¢t Ws ! t ¢
sURYt t YT ¢sAZs W YWGI Al DYqYs ¢ URecWAUYY YUUNRY WG
§HYs RGA2TIWWA¢t ¢T ¢clWs! AUcHACURCGCWHAHCI TAYWWIE! Zqgt F
panelu) poprawy wniosku 75 IWWHR GNe WO WT UR Wietminlddd Jest dlaA Y5 | #6

s URYt t YT ¢sAZs WAR! quWt | Zgt RAWAs Uct AHAG WT IV 3G F

(424, B, |
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T

weekendem.

i GaqGiu RE & ARiEjJcowienie panelu w procesie oceny wniosku

(w pierwszych naborach z 2023 r.) T dopiero po dokonaniu poprawy wniosku

w odpowiedzi na wezwanie ekspertow. 9 6 Yh WUIGY T¢s RU! Wt Rt WNUOYt ! WG
T YWAet ¢T UYARRWGe UG WeiTUNYWeG¢es Re URIJWT It q WF
ActilqGUWGe Ut WTU qWa NGt ADWAI YA2 G RUDURIWDWGI YT
5! TCAURWDURceWs URYY £ YT ¢35 A! W salWoaqaReR WH2 T AGH! HGE L
b GYI AGT AYUUWG!I ADAWIE Y GUI qZs W Ut YameUT ¢ #T I WG Y
iAl YAz OGRecUOUDWI dcWéceaq¥Yl ¢Ws URYt tatoWli Gl Ys¢T AYUG
sURYt t YT ¢sHEWaYT DWAYY q¢hls WAs ¢ U! W YWwe Ae GIIULC
Ucawi ! WeAU¢chWAecWA¢ct ¢T UGHO

ul ! ql ReWwWsY!l ! AYUqeéeaUuw q¢ UY s RIGWSR IAsGHIRTILT G ¢
GUIl + GUt q! sRIWNRUcUt YsITWE UeT ARYU! WTIIt qul 27 !
AUcac¢cAUOYWYT As RIUI ARUT G WURWVWs Wi RAAARIWDWYHIWURE (
ZGUI +t GUt q! 5! WnRI GWTUt qWagYWl Bidcq! sORIJWUYs ! WY
st gqcl RACTGHIUNYWGYqUUHRT e Ue WRWAI YA2 8 RIJURE OLWWA
GYst q¢TGWI YAGeRqUWaeqWl ReU! WGYGedel ! Ae TGHIIL
At ARWE I ! qll RZsWY!I ¢AWGYT¢Es ReTGH! ARG W Rt Ws WUF
T Yt O¢T URUNQIMEGRH Wt nY]l G2 0Ys ¢ URecWU¢As WGUs 0! #
AcsRUI ¢cWaYT 2a0OWYAGRNeEqY!I ! TU! b Wiie HWGYT¢Es RETGE
ql ¢cUtmYIl G¢RTRWI ' Ut ep WORVWA! Uec WT et Ue We URWIT @ ¢
YRIUDUOR¢ TGH! HG HOLW

f U0 W AFRNGIPARPR ¢ LWL
? AR ¢ U ¢ UR 1 liRdDMOTorEftyKlastrdw dla firm.

T

2ARc¢U¢URNVWst GRUI ¢ WGI YTWt q! WGe TGHIWUCE WHJG2 W
AsR¢T HAYU! #H6 WGI ADAWE YYI T ! U¢qVY! Zs. Bhalizar WG 2 H WA u
Gl YRt elis! AYIl 2 WGI YTUt qZsWs! t ¢A¢cU¢c AW DWe GaRt
HAGct Ys! HEWRWYt YAYs! #6AWRYWNWIUUI Yse¢UOVYWs!t Yt F
UWGUI + GUt q! 5! WRUY q! qe HRTRWRWItt GUI qZs WG| YHII
ARzl YRWORPGYt t YUOCUYAHRRECORW '+ qGZs WRUNYI @¢ c
HUOHG6 Ys ¢ Ut Rt Wal ¢ Ut Gel W0 q U YysekeiGkasziawd 13 At gl YO U Y
¢cT GRURY ql ¢H! TU! HEWRWGI YHRWVT 21 ¢aU! A6AWst Ge | AF
ol eV ! GWGYqUUARTcOWWs GU! se2wlc¢c Wl YAsZTWt G¢et ql Zs
AsRcT #AUWUR¢cWet UeNWGI YRUUYscecH! TU! HE 1O

2ARcUcURVWEOEZWh RUE Mt Ys ¢ URWWI AR¢ Uce GWE?Tf ¢ tow

T

0t ql 280 0qWs! t¢cAcOWt Rt Ws !t YT GUW t 2eqUHAUYAHRRGI
ARDYT UNDWAWA¢UYY YU! CRWANGEC CRWRWEE TGWGYqUUHT ¢ C
rezultatow. i + Al 1 qt RJWGI YTUt q! WA¢c¢ et HUGqVYs ¢ UWWs HAD
Yaql At GeUO! Wi YnRUcUt Ys ¢ URDAWHYWGYqs RIJIT A¢c WeT L
s T UYHAWAURWDWG!I YHUt WeGa Rt ¢H! TU! WNRWUOWI Ys ¢ ULWA
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TGcWs URYH Tt YT ¢sHZs AWAs Uct AAc Wt YU YI HTZs5 Alls !
T Yt qYt Ys¢cURGCWHzT T DqZs WRWs URYY t Zs Wt 1 ¢TYs! HE L
b Rt WYT WAct ceT W qYt YsecU! A6 WUC WGYARYOGRWWe URTU!
YT NI s¢WRE qY qU G BurdpéjskitdhsHLbids thnGWasji ICyronaeh,

AcGUs URCTGHIWRAOWA YT GRs YARLWI DECOGRACHTRLWLE YO GG It
dla transformacji cyfrowej w Polsce.

2AR¢UCURVMWAK¥®MFEC Wélc ! t RWRUUYs¢erH! TU! H6 W~ EA

T

Uect qYt Ys¢eUUWs WGRWI s+ At awlde AYL AWl dewl ARe U¢ U
Gl YTWt qZsWe YT GRsRU! Wal ¢nUWWat RUII 20t Yse URWL
zgodnychzA ¢ UYT WUR¢ 0 RWR WaWmMRIt (GRURWIAWG |s ANUTHTARIKGE R WA ¢
51 Gel HRUWG!I YOGYHTRWARY T AT Ul YT YsDTW~EAWI e dF
bl E ]JblWlet RUI 20Ut YsecUWWA! OYWU¢ WGYT GRYq! WY Ws Rt
Dttt Ge Ut TRWaRtTA!I Ucel YT VYsUTOWGICEt qYt Ys¢ U! Ws WGF
FENG-Al YOYHTcCWGcel t RWRUUYs¢H! TU! H6 W~EA WAL q¢ 5 |
iGl YTWUt q! Ws GRt e TGHIW Rt Ws WaqlJWA¢ UYT WUR¢ OWI ! H
TARcUOUeTGHIUWOec W ' Ut et qYt a0t YsYW U2 NYWRWGY!t F
w realizacji projektéw finansowanych z funduszy europejskich, w tym ramach Go to

71 ¢UT WAsgf Arows T OYHAUDAURVDWGYGRAGYWs !+ Yt RAG Ws !
5t GRUI ¢U! A6 W~EAWleT ¢UYUW Rt We URt UGHWI ! Al t ¢ WU¢
GURINTY Al #6 tOW[ RWHGd dLB ¢ URIGIRIGHRA ORI WGY UY s+ Ws ! AHI
dofinansowania firm.

Uc¢RUqI Ut Ys ¢ URWDWst Géel ARG WA! UY-Agkétjadla t WURYT + A
GRUI s+t AdRYWUcHY!I aWs! t Yl Al t qc¢ UdKigkaikowani® ¢ WIT 13T !
5t Gl HRc WU WnRI G! WYWs !+ YT RAWGYqUUHRTCE OIILWT Y LWI
Yl BAaGYUUWs ! Tel ADURECWGH YaGYH! TUDWs! OURt ¢ TGHIIL
GI Apuyi ! Oovyuwt Rt WO¢c WGURWDTY AGWURY WA¢t UeT ¢ UVYWGY

? AR¢ U ¢ UR W il EakdEaiotilim Ehnojvatbra

T

uct q¥Yt Yse¢U! Ws Wi A R tabaratbfuen hBod&cFaligstaw ] LW

t1 ! qll RZs WGYAs YaRUOWs! Al ¢chWGYT GRYq! WRWGI YT
interwencji. 8t RGNURt qYWqYWI ARt t RWs !+ Yt RIJT W DG UL q!
wa! G Ws W ARAUDNRZOGUYAHRWE I ! qI RZsWs ¢l e Ut e TGH! F
227 DWAcRUqUI Ut Ys¢cURUWst Gel HRIG W GYs YT Ys¢e UYL
I AR¢ U¢ UR ¢ tllabaatarillhh IEnowWatdra. Tym samym cel w postaci

2 A2 GWUURWUR¢ WR WAiajgwedd RKa sy steinll iRawHL]Y invephrcia

b el qaGZs WU¢cWO¢E Ts #HAUDAURWUTY A #H6 W qcec Ge ARG WI YAs
planowano.

?2 AR¢ U ¢ UR 1 il StéiEPYBaHStEr Pdlalhd

T

et qYt Ys¢eU! Ws WGRWI s+ Al & WU & GartupBoadterAR e U¢ UR ¢ W3
AYGc¢UT WelEG¢! qWOAs WAt gqées Wt 1! qll RZs WGYAs YR
5 GRt e TGHIUW R} Ws WA ¢ U YROUNUYR ¢ glleRALHLLI0f IR URnGaN G R UaHl
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FJGUEt q! sUYARRWI 27 DTWIRAAHA! Wt 1! qUll RZs Alls Wa! ¢
5¢l aUteTGH! HE6WT ¢t YARWGI ADT t 0¢T ¢U! HEWGI YTt a
TYNRUGCUt Ys¢cURCWGYT GRYqYG AW qZ! WWGI AT+ q¢ s RU
Gl YNl ¢caZsWet HUIG VI s RTRIIRIMGYqROHTTOWY VERHGS Ws T
Te¢O! WTPUT UYRAUDAURNDWAGYYT 0Rs YARWUGRARUECHTRIWGYT ¢
GYTt q¢sVYs! AGWs! GcNecdGOW ¢TseV URIDTH A G W G¢ Wet
zOYNDRt GWI AR¢U¢URCWZIO=ZYW[ E ] WA! (AMUUtAZ!I TAIXIARalLf LL
is! t YUOCOGUYAhWAECG!I YGYUYscUUDTWGI AJAWSsS URYH T YT ¢
CtHNDIGUI ¢HTRIOW ¢ a7 ! WTWT Uet WGYT t 1 WATGRA AW 1JLWF
Uecdl7 ! WeAUchWAcWs! #AII Ge TGH! AlW¢ Wt ¢7 T JWA LWL | !
skutecznej oceny i selekcjiak€d G 1 ¢ q Y| Zs WRWARU¢t A¢U! #HE WGI AlJ/

T 10UZsU0! aWGI YAGWG WA WART WUq! nRt Ys ¢ $kérdkilll 0 ¢ WT ARG
zakresRIWs ! + Yt RW qYGRUGW ARANNZUYs YARRWRUNY!I G¢t
wnioskodawcow na etapie aplikowania. i WY GRURRLWHAL A RRWY Gl ¢ qVYl :
opisy, wtymwt ABAIUINZGUYAHRWs WAAY AHRCHSWYT UYt AGH! R
s URYt t YT ¢s AHZs WRWGE!I qUUI Zs WYl ¢c AWWRHGWACY YAZ 5 L
Yl I A YUqeaU! #6WA! 0! WAA! quwt AHAWINZOYs IAaWe Wt ¢ ¢
st t¢Al s ¢dRWUEC WRY qURUR W dbRupéniow lubAnottaci,H WO ¢ T & R ¢
ktor! #éWs ! G¢e¢NeUYWUOEeWIgqe GRIUWs URYt t Ys ¢ UR¢G WYl ¢ AL
RUnYl G¢HTRWs! GenNcU! A6 Ws DWs URYY t 2 IOWAYT UYt RGF
ifAct YHOUOYUUYARWHA! OUYAHRWAs RGA¢U! A6 WAWGYA!
iAcnNl ¢cURARAU! #6WURWAHAL T U! A WRUNY!I G¢ HT RIOW

f OUWI AR¢ GRIGBR¢ W[ E ] W

T AYAYt qeO0WNWRUY ql 28 U0q! WsT 1 ¢f ¢e0WWGI ADAW 97/
WGRII 5t ADTWI 2 0T AR WESSeat df Rxcellkack, ILOARCEINX3U R ¢ a
fA9QEf Ws YT YI Ys! AW=ZO=0Wi + GZUnRU¢ Ut Ys ¢ URDWIT ARG
YNNI ¢URBAYUUNYWNI YUOecWGYqUURTcaU! #H6Ws URYH t YT ¢
nielicznych kryteriow (od 6 do 10). W analizowanych naboraghl Y At ql A! DURY q! F
GYUYs! W=M=NWl tob Ws W ¢T U! §WAWq! #6 W AR¢ Uc¢ G WURL
o dofinansowanie. Nie zidentyfikowanow nich istotnychGl YHG DG Z5 WAWs T 1 ¢71 ¢ |

T 2ARcU¢ URcWAH! O! Wet RUI 20t YseUWWU¢eWst Gel ARRIUWG
Gl ADAWuYGRt THWE2l YGUTHt GWs Wl ¢aGerrsWI 27 U! HE WF
sURYt t YT ¢sHAZsWA! OYWT Yt qYt Ysec URWULWq! #EWAE ¢t HI
KE) projektéw do wymogéw FE] HOWA ZY O WAH! O! Wws! G YNRWYT UYAURL
FARANDNDZUOYs YARRWYt I DAGEURCWGYA! HTRWA2T T UqVYs!
wt ¢qnNY!l RRW ! Uenl YT ADURc AWYGRt I s ¢cUR¢c WJq¢c GZs
AUcHAUGUWq! eT UYAhWs We GiRt Ys¢URze WRWez Al t t ¢URellL
YNl ¢URABA! hIIGI Al DYqVYscURNDWGEqWl ReUZs WRUNY! ¢
| ZY URFAWs WA ¢t ¢ hig whibdkiasvlddKED db FENG ¢ w efekcie skuteczne
aplikowanie do FENG.
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f O0WWI AR¢ GENPRe W[ E ] W
2ARc U¢c URVW=PMNAIl B¢ | WIT Ys OW MANBS) ! W7 ¢T ¢s #HALW

T

Elt quUaWs! AYl e WRWt 1! qll ReWYHRWVUO! Wt GWAUYT YOu4aL
interwenciji i bardzo wysokiego poziomu finansowego oferowanego wsparcia.

fUqUl s JURTcWet RUI 20t Ys¢UcecWUC WG YTt q! W Yaq!
t YOt 2l WUH! TUYAHRWACT ¢ G WURWGYqUWURTc¢UaWsT 1 YT U
poziomie) uzasadnia szeroki zakres oceny i trzyetapowy proces selekcji wnioskow

o wsparcie. System oceny jest skomplikowany i wielokryterialny, jednak logika

RUqUI s JDURTRWY! ¢AWIGYY GRs ¢ WI Y WGadAdtakie ¢ UR¢ W t ¢ O
Gl ATt Rt s ARt HR¢ 1O

i1t YT ecWAUYY YUYARWRW £t YOGUREt Ys ¢ URWWGI YTt qZ5
oceny. Profesjonalna ocena wnioskow o wsparcie, w tym agend badawczych

s G¢cNecWeUNeEY YsecURe Ws WYHWDUY WGI YTUt qZs W0e¢eTs !0
w odpowiednich dziedzinach nauki. Specjalizacja w zakresie przedmiotu projektu

AGURDTt AcWRGcet q! FAUYTRWS BT MRV SUWBRRWERIIGRE
Get AGWH! Al YARWI ¢cURWGYT Wt GqUG Wt GIUHTECUORACHTF
UcTs! THAUDW YAaGUqUUHTIUAWNSs ¢ ¢ Uequealicvaninlll AIJHAY 5
UcAY!I AdWeT ¢ 0OYW Rt WA¢GUs URAWYT GYs RUIT URIKIWNI VY (
t YOGUqUUARTECOGRAWURIAAL T U GRWIT YW AqUaUORDTWYHL
GYTTARecU¢UR2 1O

EqYt aUt Ys YWUORt t cWHAUGCTYOGVYARWAGCH ¢cT WY ! AYUqe @
t GUUURVDURCE Ws WaWHEcURAGCECHGSWst Géel HReWnRU¢ Ut Y
t GZTUERBRIOs Rt t YWUO¢et Ys JWORIWDWT It qWl YHI AJWA¢ A
Gl YAG 130G éad 'atUd sGNst YA GRWE t 2 qHRAUDNYWes AnRnat T UR
wGl AUJT t Rt s ARt HRY RS WUAY¥ 3 c st &WWM? YA s RecT HAIWURE AWl
YT GYs RUDT URWNYWes Andt T URWDURec WAt ¢T WYl I AYUqé¢
| YAs YTVYs ! A 6sUR REGIE MWNIRIGMR W ADHG6 URY UIJIO

? AR¢ Uc¢ UR W WEONWeat(FEP) | W

T

Elt quUaWs! AYl csWRWt I ! qUI ReWYHWDIU! Wt Gwe'l Wt seqUl
zakresu finansowego oferowanego wsparcia. Interwencja ukierunkowana na

Gl YTWt q! W Yq! #AGHUWgs YI ADUR¢ WAt GYUZs WHeET ¢ 5
I Ya! ARAGHIUWRY qYqU! &6 WG pevspeltyviczhych) el shactehiG H! HE A WT
NGYA¢caU! aAWAWe s ARdt T URNWDURWVGWst GZUGI ¢ H! WARHT
NYt GYT ¢l RAGWs Wt n1J1 AdWsT 1 YT DURYsUTOWST UYqVYs ¢
RUqUI s JDURTGIO

EqVYt aUt Ys YWORt t ¢c WAUGTYOGYARWAcGCt ¢T WYL ! AYUqge @
t GUOURNWDURec Ws WaWH6ec URAGEHS WSt Gél AR¢ WnRUe Ut Ys
b GZTUYRERONDRAAURIWDWT et Wi e Wl ARcU¢ URE W=IOMN L[ E
i WOEHY!I AdWYT UYqVYscUYWAUecHAUGWO RAAHAY Ws URYY t 2
Ot UeT Wt I ! qWl RZsWs! AYl a2Ws! G¢NeOWTWT Uet WGI AC
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DziaU
1

f OU

? AR
A

sURYH ¢t Zs WeitU¢c WWqe¢e GRIWYHWDU! WnYl acaUWTWst ALt gt
AYWYAUcHAC AW DWGUUUe WGe ¢ WANRUYt AYU! A6 Ws URY 4
merytoryczne)).

¢ UR 1J L= FORYIOELT Goncepil{FNP)

E!'t quUaWs! HYl e WRWt I ! ql ReWYHIU! Wt GWeT Ut s¢cqUl
finansowo oferowanego wsparcia. Interwencja ukierunkowana na wspieranie

At GYUZs WAGT ¢s HA! ARG AWGc TGH! A6 WT 27 Ws! Gl ¢ HY 5 ¢
weryfikacji hipotez badawczychiGY q 3 URTc¢ Uz Ws T | YT WURYs UNY AWGI
rozwoju / dopracowania wynikowit t 2 q U HAUUDNDYWs T | YT JURc6 WGYUCT
51 GYGCENETGHUDWI YAs ZTWt ¢!l RUI! WU0¢cet YsWITHOWST UYa
zainteresowanieY n 1J1 qGlWs t G¢ | AR¢ Ws WORURWTY A Wl AR¢c U¢ |
EqVYt eUt Ys YWURY t cWAUecTYOGYARWACH ¢cT WYL ! AYUq¢ @
t GOUUURVDURCE Ws WaWHEcURAGCHGSWst Gél HReWnRU¢ Ut Y5
t GZTUYWEHRIODNRAAURIWT ¢X0RAENG. WT AR¢ U¢ G W= HOMN LW

i WOEHY!I AdWYT UYqVYscUYWAUecHAUGWO RAAHAY Ws URYY t 2
BYNZGURWWURY + ADTWURY W& R¢ WO UWep Y LLLEE R 13 Tat 19H IRWss W A F
FRGRUEH! TO HEWs ! GeNeOWTHIT Uet WGI ADGI Yséel ADURE
bIGYAc Ws URYt t ¢ GRWYT I Ae®#YU! GRWs Ws! URt 2 WORWt Gl
TUT Uct Ws URYt t RWget RUWE qe UYs RO WTWT ! URJ WYt tOL
w naborze).

DWTI AR¢ GBGKRc¢ W[ E ] W

¢ (RSTHARMNGIIKredyt technologiczny (BGK)

ul ! qll ReWYHPDU! WG YTWUt qZs Ws W ¢Gc¢cHSWGI AJGI Y5 ¢
b Gl ¢51T ARU! AWHG YWY RVDIWW HGU VROV @7 s, -IHAY s 1IN Y Wt |
TYq! #HAGHUNYWANYT UYARRWqUHSUYIGYNRRWGHEUYs ¢ UL
ANYT OYAHRRWG!I AUT G RY q dAIR GGMIUARG £ GidtiyReiuhR B iR LW
H! OY WaqY WGYs RGA¢ UNWAWURWY GWUURWURNKG W Al WINe
WI JAz0q¢c #RIJWIUIE+ GUI ARIWs Ws RJG ez WGl Al GeT t ¢ HE WY+
URIWtI GUUURWURWWaUNY WLt 0 2 sy ndpbzyskahie ! qldl Re G WUORL
finansowania.i WA s RGAt 2 WA Wg! G WGYst q¢ TUWG! q¢ URIDALWHA
YHUURCE h WALLQARBPIORW Ws W ¢ ARIJWTWNYWIRWE GUUOURWIL
kolejnych kryteriow.

2 ¢ BOTHAENGI Kredyt ekologiczny (BGK)

E!l't quawyswyU! WRWs! AYI e WGI YTWt qZs Wi ARcU¢ Uwnic
5 GaqGiRs YA HRybfayoh!t HAIqUII IRZ s WT Yaq! HAGH! RS WGY U Rq
horyzontalnych. ul ! qlJ1 R¢ Wi Yaq! HAGHUWq! AEWGYTRaq! t WHA! U
wnioskodawcowd WU R 1J WT Y Wt Y § idcsthdowahie diaRrigiekiévdl Y U R LW
finansowanych w ramachdA R¢ U ¢ UR ¢
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2AR¢U¢ URC WZOOZ WRLWOWOMNW[ E ]
A Al Yse¢T ADURWWY Az WGRIWI st A #6WUe AY I dmotd& WY H1IJU ¢ L

3.6.

utrudnione przezniewielki dystans czasul ARG GH! W¥As WWUg R WI Yq! HA
zarowno ekspertow, jak i pracownikéw BGK.

Co z tego wynika dla systemu i kryteriow wyboru projektow

FENG?

2 AR¢ U¢ URIIENAGNIII[t E WEH AN
AuteHAYs DWHA! UURt RWs GU! s ¢ TGHWWUO¢e WYGZaURNWURE L

AYt qe 0! Ws! DORAGRUYs OlAMA L WY 0! (IOCRBAYWBYs RURL
GYT ARcUOWYHWDU! wWO¢ WIqeG! WYl ¢AlWs Gl Ys¢T AYU¢ WAc¢
UcHY!I Zs Ws W? AR¢U¢ URe WUINIONWYI N¢ URAYs ¢ U! A6 WGI AL
naboréw zaplanowanych na 2025 rok (do-® W& RIJt Rt H! b WGHdy RUU Y WH Y W
AcYsYRYschWAURUDTt AGWIRHBRBWT Vit V& e¢e wig fs JBRIYF
TUOT Uct Wt Gl ¢sT ARARIWs WGI Al GelTtell ¢ AAWAIIWs ARGt
Act YGHRHAUDURcCWUCHY! Zs Ws WEHRWDT HRIJWE~ ARNWT g¢ Wl a7
Gl ZHYs ¢chWAGYHRORAYscht R WU WGYqUURTE G URIJLWN
potrzebne jest zatem jednoznaczne zakomunikowanie planoéw przez IZ i IP.

96VYhWs Gl Ys¢T AYUOUWT Yq! #68#Act WAGRcU! WY ¢ AWl ¢
z=MZ oWl oUW GYs YT Yse¢U! wynl ¢cURHAWURIVDWIRAAHRH! Ws U
Ucali ! W YAs¢T ! hlls Gl YseT ADURDWE YOGWUTU! #6 W ARG
et RUI 2Ut Ys¢cURNDWst Gel #Rc WYl ¢cAWAs Rt t+ AJUORI WY
Wt ARAUDNRZaUOYABRWUcGUY ! Wt YOq! Ue¥YséehWwl AReU¢ UR«
HUHRGCHSWYHANUL Rs ¢ U! RO WG!I YTWUt qZs Weis WnVYI G RIJWGY
Ue THAY ABRUTWGYGUWUUR¢U! A6 WAHUL T Z5 WRqGHOb HOWs 13T U
Gl YGYA! HT+ Wl ¢ttt AUNYHAOYWeIBURGTUMG ALY IWWARY 6 | 1JA C
HI ¢ UTYolt 2Bt bR WGYT G RYqVYs UNYWst G¢ | AR¢ Wel UGHOWT Y LU
T YAsR¢T #AUURUWs W DEGRACHTRWG!I YTUt qZs W7 €AWYL
progi przychodowetrY R Zd U Wi e AWle Al t t Rs ¢ UWWALWGq! qa Ue WG Y
innowacyjnej).

AYs! T HADTWI 't tet TRWGYsRUUcWagYsc¢cl Al Al hlll Zs (
b ABANUNZUOYs ! AH6WHNDGZs WRUqUI s JURTRWI WedRAYs ¢ UL
wYNRzZaU! awAe OYY WORzWet RWI 20t Ys¢Ue WTWt quwie Ws ¢
gospodarki. i Wt AHAWUNZaUYAHRRWI YGI WA AYs¢ UWWGYs RUU
GYT Gl ¢U! #H6 Ws WERRWY AUWE~ ANWGI YTUt qZs5 AWGE ql £
GYARYOGWRUUYs ¢H! TUYAHRAWG!I YnROGWI ! Al t ¢ AWGYARY
t YOGUWaGWUqge!l UYA R WAZOWaYmilda moibbhie fegiohdhii. Tec 0 R
YRAUDt Rs ¢ UR¢c Wl AzqgqaTGWUcWs! Al ¢cUWWs! G YNRWNYI §¢
BIGYt ReT ¢ UNWAEtY YA! WnRU¢ Ut Y5 Wb idfdrmacjtndlt ARAIINZ UY
Dagé¢ GRWWs URYt t Ys¢ URce Weois WA¢t I Wt RIW ARANINZUY s !
przedstawianych w ramach modelu finansowego).
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UuYURINDHAUCWTWY qWI ¢at AclWl DEOGRACHTCWG!I AJAW 97/
GYA't t ¢cURcWI YT ¢cqt YsUNYWGWI + YOWGeaeWAcTGe TGHIIT
RIJAAL T OWT Wt qut YUq! UeYscURWDWT el WGI Ys¢l AYU
rekrutacji nowych pracownikéw.
E't quawt !l ! qll RZs WTUt quwlc¢ Waq! aW YAAeT Ys¢cU! 4L
HIJAWY gl ¢q! W GecWTet YAHRLWs ! HROWF RY | SHWGY LHle €¢I
FAUIL YERWAGE I 13t WYHPJU! Ws WYHAI' Y AR WE I ! qJI RZs5 WYF
| ¢cUt RUNa TGH! ASGWURWVWs ! T ¢ TUW Rt WHIGYs JOW RIJLWC
5! HRIJI ¢ U! HOWGI YTUt qZsAWs ! T Ue¥ ¢ WGI YRWDT 21 t WeC
dY WAct ql AT DG WARDW ql YO! Ws URYH t YT ¢esHZs WYRVUR
b GQUURIWDURec Wt 1! qI RZ 35 WY AGoRIDICRyeYR @ Ul Ud Grats RAGLE o0 TIGLR
gct ¢cT OWTUY qWs Gl YseTl ADURVDWGe Ut q¢ ATRWs Wt I ! ql
T Yq! RAGH! H6 WA WI ! qYI ! t RWGI YTWUt qe WeitRUZs URIJ WL |
RUUYs ¢HTRbIOWAYAs YORWqYWYNI ¢ URHA! h WG RAHAHL Wt |
wskazanie projektow najlepszych, w przypadku ograniczonej alokacji naboru.
uYURDHERAUODWT Ut qWd DG AWt GI IH! AYs ¢cURIWJWAGt ¢ T Wy
VYT 2 Ovskat@ne jestY t | WA GWURWWs ! aYNZsWYT UYAURIWG Uq Y
sttt caRRIZsADG WURY Wst t ¢caURt RWGI YNNI ¢GY/sWW[E ] W
ma Ut ATYUC¢ G UY A HR WR Undotvacy W rdeasi€ bizvidsavyng Y 5 1T o
it GYt YAz Ws Wl ! nRt ¢HTRWqUNYWt ! ! qlI Re doWict | 134
GUaqVYT YOYNDRRWY!I ¢AWYt I DAGECURCWGYT + qés! WYt A¢HY
25 ARGt T URch W Yt qt GU! WO RAGRqWAUCGtE Zs Ws WYT UYA L
WartoGl A! DYqVYs ¢hWRWYGza ARt Ys¢hWGI At UeT ! Ws Waq!
AYT GI ¢ Uspratyzowamie wymogéw I Y ap! H A §pbsblg 6ceny obszaru
i ~0qVYT ¢WHeT ¢5s HAC wllls WY Al + AR IJMbtidcZznajédt Ra G Wj f + q Y
TYGlI WA AYs ¢ URNDWI WnRURHTRWAWaqYT ! WHET ¢ 5 #HAIJT WY
wymaganego dla uzyskania pozytywnej oceny (dostosowanego do limitu znakéw
w LSI).
Dodatkowym sposobem U¢ Wt t | ZHIWURWDWG! YRt eWs ! AYI 2 Wa YT |
naborow narundy bi #Y WUT It qllg! 2T URWDTH AAWNT T Ws! G¢nNe L.
Ge HWYI NcURAYs ¢cURVDWUCHMHZY LY DO TIGRE 66 HI6 WA B3
5! GI AT ADURVDGAWGYAs clc¢ TGH! (O WUWGARWAY @ty s R h HIR KK
TeOouTWw 20T ! WGHEHEHLURD 5 R RBIFHWMEYANE] 2 WIIt + GUI #RWGI A
sURYt t ZstOWul Zat ADWUOEHAHY! | WAYt q¢U! WTea¥ WAE G e (
| YAGYHAt HARUWRWG!I AUGI Ys¢T ADURIWDWYHNWDU! WGYs RUUY
CONT ! WEGYT T ehWGEGYT W't tet Tt W YAs RGACURIUWGY D L
GY7T 0Rs YARRWE GO Rt Ys¢ URcWYWst Gel #HRWWs ! UGHAURLI
fakultatywnych OW? Y q! AA! OYHA! WqVYWs! OGHAURWDWGYT GRYqZs
Al DEGRAYs¢cU! WIGI YTt qWs W ¢Ge¢rmrEWAYT 202 WYHORNG
GYARYOGWAc¢ccsc Ut Ys¢cURCWTWNYWsT 1 ¢7 ¢URC b IOWAYASsF
5! UGHAURNUWs WYT URVt RETRHIWRS WS \TOV @A WG BORGE K
kosztow kwalifikowalnych.
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ANDciORACHT e WG ADAW 97AWT ARCUECUGWGYGI ¢s RETGH! +
Dttt GUI qZs WYRWUORSAREGHT AGWT It qlet q¢ a JURIIWI 1J¢ T F
Actl Ut e WIRW ARAINNZUYs YAHRWYGRY ! s ¢ UR¢cWe Act ¢T [
Dttt GUIl qYaWet ARAUDNZOYsRYU! #6 Wl YAGRAANLDG WAC¢ Ws !
GYNGWA! hWAct ¢T ! WYAYs RCGARATGH s WA aqXAd @ WNIt 1 Gt
s Al s cURWGI AJAW 97AWT YWT Yt YU URCGWGYGI ¢35 13t Ws L
AYs RUOU! WA! h Wt Y U ud 20¥esi ¢cAAIANE | YOVANERRCSHstdtd R 2 Wx E f LW
qUUWGI cHa TWIW qYt 20t Ys YWt Zgt YWs W 97AWRLWHG YF
AYt qcU! Wet 2 URt qUAWqYWGYGI ¢s5! Ws! d¢nNe WatorUIOWSs
NUUWI YseUUNYWs! TleatelWs URYt telWbiGYt qatie TUW Rt
¢ 0137 ! Ws dzds Beedbkbrianie dodatkowej poprawy wniosku do 5 dni

roboczych. NIJI 6 RUWqUUWGYAs YO RWU¢ WWINWt q! s 0OWT Yt YU
51 JAs ¢ URUWs GU! URVWUGHKLWs WGRGq It 1O

i Gl Ys¢T AcURWUWs ¢7 U! A6 WAGRec UlWIs JWs T 1 ¢7 ¢ URe WI AF
UYs! #6WI ARcU¢cGWbqct RESWTCE WEHRWY t ¢ WE~ ANSALWE
RIWGI YNl ¢cacH6WsT I ¢7 ¢U! #6 Ws WGI Al AUYAHRbL WGY s F
20VY7T 0Rs Re¢ TGH! Ws ! #RGN bskowA(WR tyriizidRntydkeiwaniel ! #46 Ws U
Ds JUqgecdU! #A6WURIVY Gl ¢5s UYAHRRbL WAWGRII 5t ANY WO
COYt CHTRb WGI ADT WA¢GUO¢cUYs¢cURIWDOGWUCHY! Zs Wt YO IT
AUcHAUUDNDYWYTt qt GaWGYAGRY T AT WUOECAHY! D3 WGRII 5t Al
tyc6 Wl YAs RGAcGWaZNUA! WH! hWGI YTWUt quwf OUYWx 710

CONY ! WEGYT WTaGYsehwi ¢at AWl ARcU¢cUR¢ WAs RGA¢ UL
Yl ' A YURRIUDWARACGCY Ys! GWAsSReET YOYAHRWG!I AUJT + Rt ARY
horyzontalnych. 1 Wt AHAUINZGUYARBRWGI YGYsc¢chWwWOeaUY ! WYGI
UcWAGUHNDURIDWf W[ E ] WGEY!lI ¢l URt RWblAl YT Ys Rt t Y5 !
2T Yt qt GURNVURE¢ Ws Wf WG YUY S IRWRLIEMESPIIA LOLLL) £ | gL GRI¢ AN
s Al ¢cUWGI Al t Oc¢ T ! tibspdhkdie! H6 WGI ¢t q! t Ws LWa!

COany ! W YGI WA AYschis! Al ¢UNDWGY Tt HRE WRIWHAHI AGF
Wt AHRAUNRDZOGUYAHRWUCAscWt 1! qJl RedGWj Al YTt qIYHI
H! hWad YNDRAAURUDW GZTU¢ WAWGI AUDT GRYqUGWs DI ! nRt ¢
Ues DquWUUNeq! sURDWYHRWURYU! WYARTGYs ¢ UWGI YTt a
GYTt HRIUWGTROH h Vi @euY!l ¢ AWGI ADnY!l GaUYs ¢hWYGRY I
AUcHANVDURVDWRUUYs cHATRWURWWAHY T ARVWgY Wt YORINDHATL
| WA DUCHTRWAWE I ! qWl RZs Wl ¢Ut RUNa TGH! HG6b 1O

f U0 Wl APRNGT PARR ¢

2ARc Uc URVHWAKEGMWFEC Wélc | t RWRUUYsewH! TO! #H6 W~EA

T

Co

UG URNDTY AcURINDWs ! GéenNedWs WAt 3t RUWGYqUUHETe Ve L
GUGURNDTY ADURNUWs ! GeNcecdAWs Wa! dWs Wt ABAINZGUYAHF
b GLADT ¢7 ! WAenNI ¢cURHAUDT Ws WGI A #EYT ¢ HS WU qqY L
UcweyYt Al ADURIWNI 2G! WI YRAWDOYs DTWRWAs Rt t+ AIDUF
t Al + AGRHIRIORIGH LW~
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f Podniesienie stawek jednostkowych IOWG NYT URWWAWYGRUR¢cGRWNRI G W
wH¢T ¢ URz WAs Rt t+ ADURWDWE ql ¢t A#! TUYAHRWNRU¢ Ut Y5
i0Rt TEHOWNYt GYT ¢l AA! H6WGYGI AJAWGYT URIWtY RUURW
sREt T ADGa2WAECRUqUI Wt Ysc¢URe W AR¢U¢ URIJG W= OZ P W

?2 AR¢ U¢ UR 1 i Sté@HEPYBAHStEr Pdlalhd

1 Wprowadzenie dwuetapowego procesu selekcji projektow . W celu zmniejszenie
HAct YREUYUUYARRWG!I YRt e WUCHAHY! e WRWYHWU! WGl YT
I 520q¢cGYs UTWs Wl ! MRt ¢HTRW GUUURWUReEWs! GeNedlL
qc¢t RUWGYNUYA! WEGYOdWNehWwUeWs Gl Ys¢T ADURz W q¢ Ge
AT UO! A Ws! GeNeURec Wt e HAYs WWeit | ! q! #AUWL WA WGe (
[ E JwOGKWt s cdRNRt Y5 ¢ UYARLWG!I YTWUt qe WRWs URY Yt ¢
s URYt t YT ¢sH! Ws W We¢aRAECHT RWESID YRID 161 12Ts Qi 10 tEaddii Al
t1 ! qll RZsWGYT dWneU! A Ws Zs #HA¢tH WTWT ! URUWq U WG
wymagania z etapu preselekcji. Jest to dodatkowo uzasadnione wynikami
URURNTY AUNYWAeT ¢ R sGuitUa)RIIIDRIH LT d A g6 SR G WT Y q
s HADAURDTY ADNRDYWI YAsReT AAUNURG Ws W WedRACHTRLUC
sclaUteTUOW qYGRUGW GUUURINVURE WGYAY!t q¢ U! #6 Wt |
t e #AYs UNYWs I ' nRE 2 TGHUINYWT ¢t YRARWGI YGYUVYs ¢ U
f O0WWI AR¢ GRABRe W[ E ] W
T AYAYt q¢ UNWBIGYAC WEHRNY t GWE~ ANb WNWRUtL ql 2 G130
ENCOWYNWE+FHDGOIWURIAWZIONMIW A9QEf AWOKOLWT A9 Ef s
NE[ W feWA! 0! WwO¢t RUI Ys¢cUWWUE WG YTUE q! WTa7 WGY
Eel YGINTWtARMRINZaURDWI 27 ! A WAU¢cHAWURz2WNYY GYIT ¢
wli AR¢Uc¢UR¢ H6 WAONNA WO MRWE MEOAKIDY qVYs ¢ URIJLWG ¢
informacyjnych dla wnioskodawcow AWLGY G ¢ Nec TGH! HE WAl YA2 G RIJURW
WACt ¢l ¢cHOWGI Al DYqYsc¢URcecWs URYY ¢ Zs WIT Y Wu EWRWI Y
poprawnych wnioskow do FENG
Woww? AR¢ UeGRENRE W[ E ] W
2AR¢ U¢ URVW=PMNAI[ B¢ WIT Ys W NANB) ! W7 ¢T ¢ 5 AA Wb
T 72l YsecWs ARat T URWDWgl s¢UNNYWAEt YAZWwagind Y Uc¢ Wt
UcGYq! tecUWWg!l eT UYAHRWSs WAect | 3t RIJWI Yt qt GUYA HE
t YORDARAUUDWT Ut qWGYT Tt ARUWI AR¢cU¢c GWGI YOe TGH! HE
AcT ¢claaWl Yaq! RAGH! RE6WYHIWDU! Ws URYt t Zs IOWAYAs ¢7 13U
GYaq! saTGH! HE W Prttesie Gceny @hioskéw o wsparcie
bIGI ADs RT ' s¢U! Ws Al Yt qWAcRUqUWI Wt YseURcWst GZUOC

21 1 URt ¢ TGHUWAWAET ¢ UREAWAEGI YGYUYs ¢ UNWGYs! ¥ DTWAGRe U! WA
OcAYI Auvwi dewl ARcU¢UR¢EcW=O=PW[ E ] OWAYT ORIt RYU! WAYHt gq¢ UWC
RIWGRY TEHOWNYY GYT ¢ AA! REAWACAEHS AG ey Ut HELWADWE GARU & WU I
YAURYT YU! WAYt gq¢ OUWAWOME WIT Y W=ME IO
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eksperckich w procesie ocenyz ql s ¢ G JURIJWI D¢ HTRWst GZUGI ¢ H!
np. zwykorzystaniem niematerialnych form nagradzania / uznania dla ekspertow
YHODURCTGH! HE6WGI YTUt q! 6 Wagcect T W YAs¢i7 WURIIWs Al
iAI ¢ 07 YsUNYWs WYHWURWDWG! YTWUt qZs Ws WUecHY! ¢ #6 Ws
51 A¢cNETGHGWI YAL I A DURt HRC WT WUt qluget ¥ WlWet q¢c
jTseTt A HAUYAHRwWs URYY t Zs Weis U1+ T¢ WAX WWRWE b §
regulacji prawnycl?.

T Oql At ¢ URIDWAUYY YOUNRY LW !t ql)iZavidgi hattéld 2 WRWY HIIU!
RUqUI s JURTRWbIst GRIUI ¢ URWWI Yt t ¥kdicglobalkeff RAWE YUt e
AT YOUYARRWsTUCWUOIRGRYS WAWG AWAsS RcqYs! GUWGYARY
2ql Al G ¢ URNDWYRIARUWINY AW YAHRHzT YscUOUNDYLW 't qlbel
AUYYT YUYAHRWs URYt t Ys¢cU! HE6WGI YTUt qZs tO

f Promocja zasad horyzontalnych T¢t YWORWAHL T 0RNYWIGWaWUqe WG
badawczo-rozwojowych. AYT T+ AR W AR¢ UcdWae TGH! #6 WO¢ WHI
tteqUHAU! #6WI YAs RGAcdAWNs ¢l ¢cUqe TGH! A6 W GO
ActceclT caRWEYI ! AYUqedU! GRWst Gel AR Wb YGI ¢ AY s ¢ (
TYtqVYt Ys¢U! #6 W YWGI ¢t q! -foRudj@Glyok,I3kded 5 ARt A WA C T
iRUt ql 2 tieReUIAYE) YOGYHT e WG YAOWGCEq! t RWs WI ¢ac¢HG
i form komunikaciji).

? AR¢ Uc¢ UR W WEONea [FEP) | W

T 1T AGYHURVDURUWs t qft GUUPI BRVE HARUGE 108N A GRS
Gl YTUt qZsWwU0c¢cWst qt GU! aWJgqé¢ GRIKOWI GI YselT AJURDL
DORGRUCHTt WAWIT ¢at ADTWYHPDUO! WGl YTWt qZs WUORIt G
5! URt ¢ TGH! AGWAWIYNRt RWRUqWI 5 13U ehardkidzeA R¢ U¢ UR ¢
merytorycznymtUGHOWUYs YAh Wo WY ! ! DRUcGUYARWo WRUUYs ¢ H
GYqUUHT¢ UWsAIl WG WWRsYs 0 b ayle Wt R 2 Ot WAGRE UWAU
wt I ! qll REHG6Ws ! AYI 2 Wt YOG UTUOUNYR029)crieY | 2 Ws W ¢ G ¢ F
sHEYT AGHIUINDY Ws WAet | 13t WUR U R MRAIDEUUSS d ava cYROTIIRIGL
| YAs RGA¢URCWGYT Wt Gaqulauw t eqUHAUYARRWIGRAGRUCG T
Tct YAHRIOWEqYt Ys URDWI Yig! #éWet q¢c GUGEWGYT Tt AR
innego kryterium na | etapie oceny (w ramach kontynuowanych naboréw w tym
T A Rniul ¢

T 2AR¢cU¢URc WGl Yse¢lT AGHIUWI YWAaT Ys! Ws Andat T URWULWq!
YHUURe PGIHUBE6 YNRRAAURDWT et Wi de Wi ARecU¢ URE W= HOMI

T Al YOYHRTCWAct ¢T WYl ! AYUqeaU! #R6AWT et YWORIWAHALT
badawczo-rozwojowych. U¢ G YRRAAURWDWT ¢t Wi de¢ Wi ARecU¢ URe WL

3260 0TWs W ¢GYlI ARVAWs WHAY AHRWI Yq! RAGHRUTWI ARc¢UcdGW] Adauws
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4. Executive summary

4.1. Why is this study important?

The project selection system, i.e. procedures, competition documentation including
selection criteria, is a key element in the implementation of public policies, including the
implementation of programs financed from European funds, such as the European Rds

for a Modern Economy (FENG)rogram. The correct operation of the system significantly
determines the possibility of achieving the objectives of a given intervention. Hence,
examining how the project selection system actually works and what possible
modifications should be introduced in it is crucial for assessing the effectiveness of a given
intervention. It is ideal when, on the onéhand, the examination of the correctness of the
system's operation is carried out when recruitment has already taken place for a large part
of the analysed activities, and on the other hand, the number of recruitments expected
under a given program after the end of the study is large in comparison, so that the
conclusions and recommendations from the study can be applied tsuch subsequent
recruitments. In the case of this study, this condition was largely met, the first recruitments
under FENG were carried out in February 2023.

4.2. What did we research?

The evaluation covers selected instrumentswhich were implementedwithin the European

Funds for Modern Economy (FENG) programmi.6 IJ LWt gqa T ! WHY21J1 + Wed o W[ E ]
CHaQR2RQRIUY A6 WWAHWUWIHRE! RIJY WY nlWs 6 RAG We | 1JW 13T K
D2actecqRYUWq6 I InY!l JWHRY2J! + W=ENWRUY ql 2GW3U0qt WbicF
RUqUI G 1T R¢ | PdiER Bdempyriar ErmeRpiise Devdldpment (PARP), National

Centre for Research and Development (NCBR), Foundation for Polish Science (FNP), Bank
Gospodarstwa Krajowego (BGK), National Information Processing InstituteNational

Research Institute (OPI).

The first research round coveed only recruitments conducted as part of activities for which
the evaluation of applications for funding was completed (the ranking list was announced)
by 30 June 2024. Subsequent recruitments will be analysed as part of the second research
round and (optional) third round.

4.3. What questions were we looking for answers to?

The study asked 34 detailed questions, grouped according to key evaluation criteria
(relevance, effectiveness, utility and efficiency). To put these questions in a synthetic way,
we can summarize that the evaluation is to provide an answer in particular the question
of:

1 Was the recruitment documentation, including the project selection criteria and the
procedures applied, prepared adequately in relation to the adopted goals and
assumptions of the intervention INFENG?

i Has the project selection system been properly prepared fapperation, including
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taking into account the provision of adequate human, technical and financial
resources?

1 Does the system and adopted selection criteria lead to the selection of projects that
will help achieve the goals set iFENG?

1 What burdens does the system generate for individual entities involved in the project
recruitment and evaluationprocess?

1 Does the new solution in FENG, in the form of a modular project implementation
system, function in accordance with the adopted intervention assumptions?
In particular, to what extent does it support the implementation of comprehensive
development projects?

1 How effective is the project selection process?

4.4. What methods and data did we use?

The study used a diverse set of analytical methods and techniques. Crossectional
analyses of existing data wergerformed, including, first and foremost, detailed project
evaluation results. Extensive qualitative research was also conducte80 in-depth
interviews were conducted with representatives of Managing Authority, individual
intermediate bodies, experts and representatives of consulting firms. Research was also
conducted among the group of applicants, both qualitative (FGI, hdepth panel studies of
applicants) and quantitative in the form of a CAWI study, in which 473 representatives of
effective applicants participated. In a similar formula, a study was conducted among
employees of individual IB and MA involved in the process of prepag and evaluating
applications in FENG. A total of 122 people participated in it.

4.5. What did we learn?

Measure 1.1 FENGr The SMART Path

A The selection system led to the selection of projects consistent with the
adopted FENG assumptions. In this case, projects with a high implementation
potential of supported innovations are rewarded, and consequently with a relatively
low risk profile. This may lead to the implementation of projects that will allow for
the achievement of basic FENG resudt (e.g. the number of introduced innovations
on a national scale), but will not contribute to building lasting competitive
advantages, especially outside tle Polish market.

A The SMART Path implementation process in the initial period (recruitment
launched in 2023) encountered numerous problems that negatively affected its
efficiency. They resulted in a significant burden on NCBR, PARP and applicants and
a significant extension of the evaluation period compared to the originally assumed
deadlines (in the case of PARP even three times). The sources of these problems
include, above all:

a. lack of preparation of the assessment system to handle largethan expected
number of applications, including the lack of sufficient human, expert and
technological resources in NCBR and PARP (underdeveloped Local IT
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Systems).

. too late refinement of procedures and selected elements of recruitment
documentation, such as the repeatedly amended, complicated financial
model.

the lack of the assumed interval between the first recruitments, which made
it impossible to use the applications from the first recruitment to improve the
implementation of the second recruitment. This was particularly crucial due
to the introduction of an innovative solution in the form of modular support in
the SMART Path, which was a novelty for IP employees, assessing experts
and applicants.

organising recruitment in the SMART Path at the same time in NCBR and
PARP, which further reduced the availability of expert evaluators, whesually
cooperate with both institutions.

use of too many evaluation criteria for project verificatior{dependingon the
IP, at least 2022). Within each criterion, several dozen further issues were
verified, and some of these issues were directly or indirectlanalysed

in more than one criterion (which increased the timeconsuming nature of
the evaluation process). At the same time, some of the criteriarfainly
ranking criteria) did not play any significant role in the evaluation of projects.
On the contrary, they additionally complicated it and caused information
noise at the stage of publishing the evaluation results. It appeared when
arelatively small group of applications with a high number of ranking points
was rejected, with a significant number of unfulfiled mandatory criteria.

In practice, the evaluation of the application was decided by the evaluation
using this last set of criteria. The ranking criteria only generated an additional
burden on the part of the applicants, the evaluation experts and theoth IBs
employees involved in the evaluation process.

In the case of PARP recruitment, an additional complication was the
misinterpretation of the intervention assumptions by the market

(applicants and consulting companies), which was expressed in the

mass participation of SMEs in applying for support, with p rojects of very
diverse (often low) quality. A significant number of entities also did not have
sufficient potential (financial, substantive, etc.) that would sufficiently
plausible the chance of implementing the innovation assumed in the project.
The abo\e situation was facilitated by the lack of requirements regarding the
minimum value of the project (eligible costs).

. A factor hindering good preparation for the implementation of the SMART
Path was also the new scheme of implementing this activity (in two IBs)
compared to the 2014-2020 perspective, while trying to maintain maximum
uniformity of rules (e.g. recruitment documentation) in both institutionst the
introduction or modification of rules took place on the basis of tripartite
agreements (MA and twdBs) and not bilateral ones (MA NCBR/MAT PARP).
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A All of the above-mentioned factors (lit a-f) have largely lost their relevance by
the end of 2024, among others due to:

a. Strengthening human resources in PARP and NCBR, although the risks
related to the renewed overload of the system remain relevant, which is
related to the entry of the intervention implementation system into the next
phases (project contracting and settlement) and overlapping of both
processes,
improving LSI functionality,

c. gaining experience by key entities for implementing the activifpoth 1Bs and
experts assessing applications)and elimination of overlapping application
evaluation deadlines in the SMART Path in 2025.

d. introducing the minimum value of required eligible costs in the&eompulsory
modules of the project, at the level of PLN 3 million.

e. better understanding by the market (applicants and consulting companies) of
q6 WWRUt ql 20 3Uqkt W a3t wWwe U W YhueRI BAGWUqt
others, the nearly three times lower number of applications submitted under
the calls organised by PARP in the secanhalf of 2024.

f. changingthe assessment rules, which involves introducing a twestep
verification of the application. This solution can serve to increase the
efficiency of the assessment process and is widely considered to be a step in
the right direction. In practice, the effectveness of this solution will be
assessed in the next round of the study.

It should also be noted that full verification of the actual efficiency of the evaluation
system, after the implementation of the above changes, will be possible to perform
in 2025, i.e. in the second round of the study, after the completion of the evaluanh
of projects submitted under the SMART Path in 2024.

1 The method of evaluating the basic features of the project in a binary manner
(and not in points) favours a situation in which all the criteria in the module
evaluation, of a substantive nature, and above all the "Essence of the module”
and "Module indicat ors" (their fulfilment is necessary for a positive evaluation of
the project) are of a very selective nature . Experts evaluate positively only those
projects in which they do not see any deficiencies, while they evaluate negatively
applications with any ddficiencies, even those not related to key issues. A solution to
this issue could be the introduction of a point evaluation of selected criteria of
a substantive nature - similarly to the Fast Track in POIR 2012020. However, taking
into account significant changes in the method of assessing applications introduced
in 2024 (including dividing the assessment into 2 stages and changing some of the
criteria), recommendations for possible changes should depend on the results of
the evaluation of the 2024 calls.

¢ N6 UWWNaRTWaRUWL W INel T RONWaSIIWEt + 13t aR0qWa Wa
criterion raise concerns among applicants. Description of this criterionindicates
that verification is subject to whether "product and result indicators are adequate for
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the requested support within the module, consistent, measurable, properly defined,
objectively verifiable and realistic to achieve". In terms of the description of result
indicators other than FENG program indicators (indicators regarding the featurés
functionality of product innovation/ innovation in the business process), the
methodology for their determination and the method of verification have not been
specified, which results in experts presenting different approaches to what should
be included in the application in this respect, eg. whether it should be aletailed
methodology for mathematical calculation of the target value (which is difficult in

the available character limit) and how to determine the basis for estimating the
target value.

NG We GGURAC qRYUWY nWa6 WWmAI YTUHRqUWHYSWII! DUHIL
the assessment of the application and was rightly abandoned in  2024. This
criterion was formulated in a vague manner (no precise requirements were specified
for the project). Moreover, it was not selective in nature, because its potential failure
to meet was linked to failure to meet other mandatory criteria (it washerefore
secondary).

The quality of the work of the assessors varies. There are cases of poor quality of
their work, which additionally burdens the IP staff (supervising their work) and
results in dissatisfaction of applicants with the assessment process.

LSl in NCBR was implemented too late and still has some, although not very
significant, shortcomings. The biggest problems, mainly in the evaluation of
projects, occurred in the first calls (lack of an evaluation module the evaluation of
projects could not take place in LSI, it was carried out in part of the panel). Currently,
reservations mainly concernthe efficiency of the system and the poor quality of
generating prints.

The potential of the modular support system is limited by the way it is

implemented at the project assessment level. Applicants and entities preparing
applications on their behalf often perceive multtimodule projects asriskier from the
point of view of obtaining a positive assessment. The number of multhodule

projects is also limited by objective factors, such as the inability to plan project
elements in the longer term (especially in R&D projectavhere implementation is
naturally based on R&D work¥sand the lack of sufficient potential of applicants to
prepare a complex project in the available time.

The rule is to set a very short deadline for additional (after the panel)

improvement of the application T within 3 calendar days. This deadline is too

short for applicants, especially if the request for improvement is received just before
the weekend.

The positioning of the panel in the application evaluation process (in the first

calls from 2023) raised doubts 1 only after the application has been improved in
response to the experts' call. Although there were doubts about the validity of the
panel (its appointment is time-consuming), the prevailing opinion was that the
advantage of the panel is a better understanding of the project by the experts and the
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possibility of explaining to the applicant the issues that raise their concerns. Then
the recommendations for improving the application prepared by the experts can be
accurate and understandable for the author of the applicationThe change
introduced in 2024 (only after the panel may the applicant be requested to
supplement or correct the application) should be considered justified.

i Horizontal criteria are a challenge for entrepreneurs. In the current financial
perspective, a lot of emphasis is placed on horizontal principles, which is reflected
in the number of aspects assessed in this field. From the perspective of companies,
this is a relatively new area in which they do not have suffent potential and
understanding. During the implementation of the intervention, various materials are
created to popularize theseissues.

1 Some of the criteria and the concepts appearing in them were not described in
sufficient detail. The way in which the names of certain criteria (the Project
contains a mandatory module) or the concepts appearing in them (market
transformation potential) were formulated was not clear to either the applicants or
the assessing experts.

Other FENG PARP activities
Measure 2.17 FENGT Development of cluster offers for companies.

1 The measure supports projects aimed at developing and professionalizing
services provided by clusters coordinators for enterprises. Analysis of the project
selection process showed that applying required significant time and personnel
resources, which generated high costs for applicants. From the perspective of
institutions and experts, the process was also timeconsuming, burdened wih
bureaucracy and imperfections of ICT systems, but at the same time it was
characterized by transparency and impartiality Despite high administrative and
procedural costs, the support enabled the selection of projects with a high potential
to influence the development of clusters and increase their capacity to provide pro
innovation services.

Measure 2.22 FENGr Co-financing of EDIH activities.

The instrument has proven to be highly effective in selecting projects that were aligned
with the objectives and have the potential to achieve the expected results. All projects
previously approved by the European Commission have received funding, which confirms
the adequacy of the assessment criteria adopted. At the same time, the application process
generated significant administrative burdens for applicants, espeally consortia, resulting
from the need to adapt national budgets and applications to the gramme requirements,
which differed from the rules applied at the EU level. Despite these challenges, this activity
plays an important role in supporting the European Digital Innovation Hubs, providing them
with the opportunity to implement comprehensiveprojects of great importance for the
digital transformation in Poland.
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Measure 2.25 FENGT Promotion of the brand of innovative SMEs

1 The project selection criteria used in the first call for proposals for Measure 2.25
FENG enabled the accurate targeting of support and the selection of projects
consistent with the assumptions and logic of the intervention.  Inaccordance
with the adopted assumptions, support for the international promotion of SMEs
implemented at the national level (FENG) was aimed at entities with a greater than
average potential for international expansion. The set of criteria used in the firsall
for proposals for Measure 2.25 FENGPromotion of the brand of innovative SMEs
allowed the selection of companies and projects that fit these assumptions.
Companies with high potential were selected, operating on the market for
arelatively long time and having previous experience in implementing projects
financed from European funds, including within the Go to Brand POIR. the same
time, despite the high requirements regarding the potential of supported SMEs, it
was possible to avoid the risk of imposing excessive barriers for smaller companies.
Small and micro companies together constitute half of the companies selected for
funding.

1 However, interest in support was lower than expected - the allocation for the
first recruitment was used only in 1/3 of the value. Targeting support to
companies with high potential for export expansion and to strictly defined
promotional events resulting from the adopted industry strategies resulted in
a smaller than expected supply of projects.

Measure 2.27 FENGT Innovator's Laboratory

f The set of criteria used in the measure 2.27 FENGTf UUY2 ¢ qVY!l kKt Wx ¢ AHYI ¢ q Y
allowed for the selection of entities and projects that fit into the assumptions
and goals of the intervention. This was achieved thanks to the high selectivity of
alarge number of criteria, including in particular the criteria determining the quality
of the submitted projects. The great interest in support resulted in the exhaustion of
the allocation for the entire measure 2.27 FEN@Gf UUY2 ¢ qVY Il kKt Wx ¢ceAYIl ¢ q VY |
goal of supplementing and diversifying the offer of the national innovation
ecosystem and supporting startups at the earliest stages of development was
achieved earlier than planned.

Measure 2.28 FENGr Startup Booster Poland

1 The set of criteria used in the first call for proposals for Measure 2.28 FENG -
Startup Booster Poland (Smart UP) allowed for the selection of entities and
projects that fit into the assumptions and objectives of the intervention. This
was achieved thanks to the high selectivity of a large number of criteria, including in
particular the criteria determining the quality of the submitted projects. This enabled
the granting of funding to entities that presented concepts of acceleratio programs
of appropriate quality and had the appropriate potential to implement them. At the
same time, the criteria made it possible to eliminate entities that did not meet these
basic requirements. The most important criterion for directing support in
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accordance with the logic of Measure 2.28 FENG was the criterion verifying the
adequacy, coherence and feasibility of the concept of the acceleration program
proposed by the applicant. However, it should be emphasized that the entire set of
criteria used should be considered exhaustive, and each of the criteria should be
considered necessary for conducting an effective assessment and selection of
accelerators and the programs they submit.

1 The main problem identified for activity 2.28 FENG was the wide scope and high
level of detail of information required from applicants at the application stage.
In the opinion of some operators, the required descriptions, especially in the
sections relating to the experience of applicants and partners and their human
resources, or horizontal policies, were too detailed, and the application itself was
too extensive Respondents indicated the existence of unnecessary or redundant
documents or information required at the application stage and the duplication of
some of the information required in the application. They also pointed to the high
burden and time-consuming nature of activities related to obtaining the necessary
information from domestic and foreignpartners.

Other FENG activities TNCBR

1 The remaining 4 instruments implemented by NCBR in FENG and analysed in the
first round of the study are the following measures: 2.9 Seal of Excellence, 2.10
IPCEI, 3.3 IPCEI hydrogen, 2.23 &mancing of TEF Al measures. They were directed
to a limited group of potential applicants and were related to the verification of a few
criteria (from 6 to 10). In theanalysed calls (decided by mid2024), none of these
measures received more than 10 applications for funding. Therefore, rserious
implementation problems were identified in these measures.

1 The activities were aimed at supporting projects positively verified by the European
Commission under various support instruments. It was difficult for applicants to
adapt these already accepted (according to EC criteria) projects to FENG
requirements. Thae were different requirements regarding the level of detail in
defining budget items, the eligibility of costs in the Remuneration category,
describing project stages). This caused quite a significant difficulty in applying and
made it difficult to obtain a positive assessment (in activities 2.9, 2.10 and 3.3 most
of the submitted applications were assessed negatively).

Other FENG- FNP activities
Measure 2.01 FENGT International Research Agendas (FNP)

1 The project selection system and assessment criteria are complex yet well -
aligned with the intervention logic and the substantial financial scope of the
support provided. The intervention focuses on projects aimed at achieving global
excellence, competitiveness in research, and implementation potential at the
highest global level. This justifies the broad scope of evaluation and the threstage
process for selecting appliations for funding. While the system is intricate and
multi-criteria-based, its complexity aligns with the intervention logic and the scale of
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financing available, allowing for a detailed and multifaceted assessment of
proposed projects.

1 The high complexity and intricacy of projects pose challenges during the
evaluation phase. Professional evaluation of support applications, including those
for research agendas, requires involving tofier specialists in the relevant scientific
fields. Specialization in project topics reduces flexibility in selecting experts;
however, evaluatos must be chosen based on their specialization and project
subject matter to ensure the highest competence levels, guaranteeing objective
project assessment. In the ealuated call, an appropriate group of experts with the
necessary competencies for reliable project evaluation was successfully
assembled.

1 There is relatively low awareness of the horizontal principles required for
financial support mechanisms under EU cohesion policy. The scientific
community is not well-acquainted with this subject, including effective methods for
incorporating horizontal principles in research and development initiatives.
Experience in adequately integrating horizontal principles into R&D projects is
limited and remains insufficiently disseminated.

Measure 2.02 FENGT First Team (FNP)

1 The selection system and evaluation criteria are appropriate for the intervention
logic and the high financial scope of the support provided. The intervention
targets projects focused on creating research teams conducting studies on
significant (current and future) global challenges, emphasizing international
collaboration and cooperation with the business sector in the implementation
sphere. Avery high level of interest in this intervention has been noted.

i1 Similar to Measure 2.01 FENGhere is a relatively low awareness of the
horizontal principles required for financial support mechanisms under EU
cohesion policy.

i1 The call for applications recorded a significant number of proposals of
moderate quality. However, the evaluation criteria required a full assessment of all
submitted applications (as all proposals met the formal evaluation criteria, the
entire pool of submitted applications had to undergo substantive evaluation).

Measure 2.07 FENGr Proof of Concept (FNP)

1 Theselection system and evaluation criteria are well -suited to the intervention
logic and the financial scope of the support provided. The intervention focuses on
supporting research teams with established research results requiring verification of
hypotheses and implementation potential. This leads to the development/
refinement of results and their effective implementation while also fostering the
advancement of scientific careers. A very high level of interest in this support
measure was observed.
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1 As with Measures 2.01 and 2.02 FEN@ere is relatively low awareness of the
horizontal principles required under EU cohesion policy financial support
mechanisms.

1 The call recorded a substantial number of moderately high -quality proposals
(overall quality was lower than in Measure 2.02). However, the evaluation criteria
required a full assessment of all applications (apart from those rejected due to
failure to meet formal evaluation criteria, which constituted approximately 12% of all
submitted applications).

Measure 3.01 FENGT Ecological Credit (BGK)

A The project evaluation and selection system generally worked well. The only
doubts concerned the selected criteria for horizontal policies.  The criteria for
these policies were assessed as difficult by applicants, who did not fully understand
their application in projects financed under the Measure.

Activities 2.32 and 3.01 FENG

A Conducting the first two recruitments and assessing applications within them was
significantly hampered bythe short time gap separating the two recruitments 1
this issue concerned both experts and BGK employees.

4.6. What does this mean for the FENG project selection
system and criteria?

Measure 1.1 FENGr SMART Path (NCBR)

1 Key factors influencing delays in the implementation of the 2023 recruitments
have been eliminated or limited. A positive effect should be provided by, among
others, the division of the evaluation into stages and the introduced principle of nen
overlapping in 2025 recruitments in Measure 1.1 organized by PARP and NCBR. Also,
shortening the recruitments planned for2025 (to 23 months) should, as arule,
result in a smaller number of applications submitted- however, this may not be
entirely true in the case of NCBR, due to the possibility of the imminent end of
recruitments in the SMART Path for large companies (applicants may try to mobilize
for alast potential recruitment). In this respect, it is therefore necessary to clearly
communicate the plans by the MA and PI.

1 Although the changes introduced so far and the market remeasure to the results
of the 2023 recruitments have resulted in a reduction in the number of
applications submitted to PARP, it is necessary to consider introducing further
measures that will allow f or better targeting of support and increase the
efficiency of the assessment process. In particular, communication activities on
the key features of expected projects should be continued (in the form of summaries
of recruitment results, most common errors,etc.). At the same time, itis worth
discussing the proposal to further narrow the subject (projects from specific
industries/sectors) and subject support (e.g. to companies with experience in
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implementing R&D projects of a certain scale, reaching established revenue
thresholds - general or obtained from conducting innovative activities).

The above discussion should also be accompanied by reflection on the specific
objectives of interventions implemented at the central level, which in general

are aimed at supporting the innovativeness of the Polish economy . In particular,
the key features of projects desired in the SMART Path should be specified, looking
through the prism of criteria such as the level of innovation, risk profile, level of
maturity of applicants and complementarity with interventions implemented at the
regional level. These gpectations affect selected formal requirements for
applicants (financial resources held) and the level of detail of information required at
the application stage (in terms of detailed financial forecasts presented within the
financial model).

It is necessary for NCBR and PARP to continue their efforts to recruit additional
staff to handle recruitment. It is necessary to continue the activities already
underway, such as recruiting new employees.

The criteria system is so extensive that some of them can be removed without

any loss of quality of projects selected for support. Considering the wide scope of
evaluation within the mandatory criteria, the use of ranking criteria does not seem
advisable. It does not lead to an increase in the quality of selected projects, extends
the application and selection procedure and creates oom for reservations on the
part of applicants assessed negatively in terms of meeting the mandatory criteria but
high in theranking criteria. It is justified to introduce points in the previously
mandatory criteria concerning the project's merits (mainly the R&D moduland
innovation implementation criteria). This will allow for a reduction in the number of
criteria, and at the same time will allow for thadentification of the best projects,

in the case of a limited allocation of the recruitment.

It is necessary to better specify the rules for evaluating the criterion "Module
indicators". It is advisable to specify the requirements regarding the methodology
for determining indicators other than the FENG program indicators (indicators
regarding the features/functionality of product innovation/business process
innovation) and the method of vefying this criterion. The scope of detail of the
required description of the methodology and the determination of the basis for
estimating the target value shold take into account the available character limit in
the relevant field of the application for funding. It is worth preparing and publishing
examples in this area.

It is desirable to specify the requirements regarding the method of assessment

of the "Research method" area within the "Essence of the module" criterion. Itis
necessary to specify the definition of the research method and to specify the scope
of the description required to obtain a positive assessment (adapted to the
character limit in the LSI).

An additional way to shorten the selection process could be to divide the
recruitment into rounds (whichis more difficult as it requires a change to the
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implementation act) or to organise shorter recruitment rounds (although they
should be announced well in advance, allowing applicants to prepareAfter closing
a given round or &13-month recruitment, experts would start assessing
applications. Shorter recruitments have already been planned for 2025. The wait for
the start and completion of the assessment should therefore be shortened.

A solution that should be discussed is to allow for the possibility of applying for
support only within optional modules. This would only apply to entities that have
successfully implemented a project within a mandatory module (or have reached an
appropriate level of advancement in its implementation). It would also be possible
only in relation to projects declaring a set, mimum value of eligible costs.
Implementation by NCBR of activities improving the image of this IBamong
expert evaluators. It is necessary to establish realistic requirements regarding the
scope and detail of describing the justifications for the evaluation of applications,
presenting experts with detailed settlements for the evaluation of projects (the rules
in force at PARRnay serve as a model), shortening the time in which experts are
called by NCBR to make corrections in the evaluation card (descriptions of
justifications).

Work should be continued to improve LSI in NCBR. This system has been
operating in NCBR for a relatively short time and although its biggest imperfections
have been removed, it requires improvement, among others, in terms of efficiency,
intuitiveness of use, quality of generating the application printoufit is postulated to
increase the font).

The time for additional correction of application should be extended to 5
business days. This time will allow for effective correction, even if the request is
received on Friday, for example.

Introducing important changes in the implementation of activities and

introducing new activities (such as the SMART Path but also within other
instruments and programmes to be implemented in future ) should be done in
away that allows drawing the necessary conclusions (including identifying
possible inefficiencies) from the first recruitment (preferably with limited allocation)
before planning subsequent recruitments (and thus maintaining a significant gap
between the first and second recruitment). The Inno LAB projecbuld be a platform
for piloting these solutions.

Further measures should be taken to build awareness of enterprises in the long
term regarding the implementation of horizontal principles. In particular, the
recently developed guides (environmental and equality) commissionely MAFENG
and the elearning materials planned to be made available in the first half of 2025,
which present selected examples of good practices in this aspect, should be
promoted.

The selected concepts and wording of the selected criteria should be clarified.

In particular, the name of the criterion "Project includes a mandatory module"
should be logically consistent with the subject of verification (in practice, almost
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every project, even one that was assessed negatively, included a mandatory
project). The concept of market transformation should be clarified and the
description of the criterion of the social significance of innovation should be
reformulated (this will not be necessary if the postulate to abandon the ranking
criteria is taken into account).

Other FENG- PARP activities

Measure 2.25 FENGrt Promotion of the brand of innovative SMEs

T

Reducing requirements for the export potential of supported SMEs.Reducing
requirements, in particular in terms of the share of revenues from foreign sales in net
revenues from the sale of goods and services, will allow for the expansion of the
target group and an increase in the scope of the intervention's impact onveider

group of SMEs.

Raising unit rates. According to the opinions of the companies participating in the
survey, increasing the financial attractiveness of supporting participation in trade
fairs and economic missions by raising unit rates would encourage greater interest
in the 2.25 FENG measw&*.

Measure 2.28 FENGT Startup Booster Poland

T

Introduction of a two -stage project selection process. In order to reduce the time
consuming process of recruitment and project evaluation, it is worth considering the
use of a twostage verification of meeting the requirements specified in the
recruitment. Such a solution could consist in introducing a preselection stage, at
which key (critical) requirements would be verified from the point of view of the
assumptions of FENG measure 2.28, e.g. project and applicant eligibility and the
applicant's experience in implementing acceleration programs. Only those projects
that meet the basic requirements from the preselection stage would then be
subject to full evaluation according to all criteria. This is additionally justified by the
results of this study, whtch indicate that meeting the criterion regarding previous
experience in implementing acceleration programs strongly determines the degree
of meeting the remaining selection criteria, including the key criterion verifying the
guality of the proposed acceleation concept.

Other FENG activities TNCBR

T

The remaining(besides SMART Path) instruments implemented by NCBR
(measures: 2.9 Seal of Excellence, 2.10 IPCEI, 3.3 IPCEI hydrogen,

2.23 Co-financing of TEF Al measures) were aimed at projects already positively
verified by the European Commission and of particularly high economic importance

4 The changes proposed above, resulting from the study, have already been included in the second
general call for proposals for FENG measure 2.25. The level of unit rates for participation in trade fairs and
economic missions has been raised, while the requied threshold of export share in total sales revenue

has been lowered from 30% to 20%.
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(primarily in measures 2.10, 3.3 and 2.23)//e recommend preparing information
materials for applicants that will help them understand the differences in the rules
for preparing applications to the EC and to FENG and facilitate the preparation of
correct applications to FENG

FNP
Measure 2.01 FENGT International Research Agendas (FNP)

1 Building a relatively stable pool of evaluators . Given the difficulties in securing
adequately qualified experts, it is necessary to promote cooperation in fulfilling
evaluation-related tasks. Introducing solutions that motivate collaboration during
the evaluation process is recommended (e.g., normaterial recognition for
evaluators, increasing remuneration rates for lead and branch expertspnother
issue that needs to be resolved is the possibility of introducing "bilingual”
applications (PL and EN versins), while respecting the applicable legal regulations.

1 Maintaining a complex selection and evaluation system . Considering the
intervention's objectives (supporting excellence, globatompetitiveness, and
implementation capabilities at the highest global level), maintaining the existing,
intricate evaluation system is essential to reflect the complexity of the submitted
projects.

1 Promoting horizontal principles as essential to R&D projects . Actions should
focus on disseminating effective solutions ensuring compliance with horizontal
principles, such as developing and presenting practical examples tailored to R&D
project practices, online training, and broader communication efforts.

Measure 2.02 FENGT First Team (FNP)

i Strengthening preliminary project selection . Enhancing selectivity at the initial
evaluation stage is recommended. Introducing criteria enabling the easy elimination
of projects that fail to meet basic requirements stemming from the intervention logic
(e.qg., criteria of substantive nature such as avelty/originality/innovation of planned
outcomes or implementation potential) is crucial. This direction is reflected in the
selection criteria of subsequent calls (FT 1/2024), which were not part of this
evaluation. Future evaluations should assess the effectiveness of these changes in
eliminating low/moderate-quality projects and determine the need for further
adjustments to initial evaluation criteria.

f 72 RGT RUNDWCE W WG¢cqR2I0! W q¢ HT IJLWSHMa: WY n WG YTIIF
challenges apply as in Measure 2.01 FENG. Measures to promote collaboration and
provide motivation for evaluators remain relevant.

1 Promoting horizontal principles as essential to R&D projects . Similar to Measure
2.01 FENG, focused efforts on raising awareness and practical implementation of
horizontal principles are recommended.
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Measure 2.07 FENGr Proof of Concept (FNP)

i Strengthening preliminary project selection . Similar recommendations apply as
for Measure 2.02 FENG, with emphasis on improving selectivity during initial project
evaluations.

f 7eRGT RUNDWe W WaecqR21IJG! W q¢ HO D WGYeYsaniBY n WG| YT IJF
actions as proposed for Measures 2.01 and 2.02 FENG should be implemented.

1 Promoting horizontal principles as essential to R&D projects . Similar
recommendations apply as in Measures 2.01 and 2.02 FENG.

BGK
Measure 2.32 FENGr Technology credit

1 Consideration should be given to dividing the substantive criteria into two parts.
First, criterion no. 1 should be assessed, concerning the compliance of the
technology planned for implementation in the project and the compliance of the
project subject with the requirements of the Measure. As mentioned earlier, over
60% of projects did not meet this criterion, which also resulted in problems in
assessing the subsequent, to some extent related, criteria. As before, due to its
complexity, this criterion should be assessed by substantive experts. Only then
should the subsequent substantive criteria be assessed.

Measure 3.01 FENGT Ecological credit

i Educational and informational activities concerning horizontal policies should be
strengthened, explaining the role of the relevant assessment criteria in the context of
the specificity of the projects being implemented. Some applicants have problems
understanding the criteria concerning horizontal policies and meeting them,
therefore appropriate activities should be carried out to explain their meaning and
the method of meeting them in relation to the types of projects financed under
Measure 3.01.

Measure 2.32 and 3.01 FENG

1 Inthe future, it is necessary to avoid situations in which the evaluation of
applications in competitions organized by a relatively small IP (such as BGK)
overlaps intime.
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5. Wprowadzenie T zakres badania

Al AT GRYqYs! W YAT ARcOWGI ATt q¢sRelWs! Al ¢ UWE 5 134
Gl Ys¢T AYU! A6 WUCHY! Zs WYl ¢cAWYHWDUGWG! YTWUt qZs HOLW

5.1. Dotychczasowa realizacja

5.1.1. Zrealizowane nabory

P W cherSWF W 20T ! WHET ¢s HADTWIs clie ¢cHTGWYHATY q! H#6 L
tqZl DWYAWRTGa TUWAECUVDWAET ¢ URVDWOWuU I ! qlI Rz Wl YAY!I 2 U
UCHYI 2 Wbis Wa! GWGI AUDGI Ys¢T ADURVDWGI YHIt e wyYHRVO! b AU
int ql 20 00q! W WecaRA2TGWNWGYT GRYq! Ws! t qt Ga TGHIIWs LI
AYattcew NUURTCWAYAs YTe WAl AUDT+ Rt HRYI HAYAHR WA A
1) 2AR¢ Uc¢ URNW[ E ] IOMNIOMNWEHRWIY t ¢ WE~ AR
2) 2AR¢U¢ URINDWI E IOMZIONTWAYAs ZTWY NIl q! Wt dct ql Zs
3) 2AR¢ U¢ URINDWI E IOMZIO=Z Wi + GZUnRU¢ Ut Ys ¢ URIDWI AR¢
4 2 ARc 0U¢ URWWI[ E IOMZIOZPWAI YGYHTcWace!l t RWRUUYs ¢+
5 2 AR¢ U¢ URIND W[ E IOMZIO=TWx ¢ AYl ¢qY!l Red Wf U0OYs¢qVl
6) 2AR¢ Uc¢ URNWI[ E IOMZIOZ YWE q¢ | qa GW7 YYt qll WAYae Ul

— e et e e

Cl YT Ys WUl e W7¢l ¢GWRWAYAs YTellsl 97Aba
1) 2AR¢Uc¢ URNWI[ E ] IOMNIOMNWEHRWY t ¢ WE~ AR
2) 2AR¢U¢ URNVW] E ] IOMZIOMOWE N ¢ G WY NWE+HDG G WURW
3) 2AR¢ U¢ URWLWI[ E Irhpdidi Fddjadiltf CArantobh Elieopean Interest
4 2 AR¢U¢ URVW[ E ] OM=t0=oWi t GZUnRU¢c Ut Ysec URWWI AR
5 2AR¢ U¢ URINWI[ E ] IOMOOMOWf A9 Ef Ws YT YI Ys!
Fundacja na Rzecz Nauki Polskiej (FNP):
6) 2AR¢ Uc¢ URINWI[ E ] IOMZIOMNW~Rt T AT U¢l YT Ysw nuul 1L
7) 2AR¢ Uc¢ URIJW[ ETeamtOM= IOM= W[ RI t q LU
8) 2AR¢U¢ URNW[ E ] IOMZIOMT WAl YYnWYnw9o YURIWGq
Bank Gospodarstwa Krajowego (BGK):
9) 2AR¢U¢ URINW] E ] OMZOOZWul WT! quRUASUYOGYNRAAU!
100? AR¢ U¢ URNWI[ E ] IOMOIOMNLWu | BT ! qWEt YOG YNRHAU!
i W cher6oWst Al t qt RASGWe UctaRAYs ¢ Ul roWT ARecU¢ GLWGI AL
SNWUcHY!I ! AWAWRADNDY WIEAR IR tHAITENs WA MR WE FIARE RUNLHONRL)
realizowane przez NCBR oraz trzprzez PARP.

5\ WaVYteWdscliecATRWGYT T qYWI YT ¢qt Ys YW UH! ATH WY Ws OGHAWDU
A AAAWt qZ!l INYWs! URt RWYNOYt AYUUWAYt qe 0! Ws WWs 1 AJAURez W= N
s URYt t Zstow? ¢ UNDWGYUGRURY qYWUOe Wt YGWTUWTWRUNYNI ¢nRAJIO
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AYTteaaVscURNDWI e RACHTRIWGY AHAUINZGU! #6 W AR¢ Uc¢
sURYt t ZsAW t eqUARAUYARRIWs URYH t YT ¢s5 HAZs5 Ws WE GURE Ys
przyznanego dofinansowania, przedstawiono na kolejnej infografice.

Infografika TAYT + e Ys ¢ URIDWI Yq! #6HActH WAI WetdRAYsc¢U! #6WU¢ H

Liczba Liczba - Wartosc przyznanego
. s Wskaznik ) )
Dziatanie FENG Instytucja ztozonych wybranych dofinansowania
P L sukcesu
projektow projektow (w min PLN)
01.01 NCBR 486 111 23%\ 1296
Sciezka SMART
01.01 PARP 1643 211 13; 1875
Sciezka SMART
02.01 Miedzynarodowe j
Agondy Badaweze FNP 19 ‘ 7 37% [ ] 216
N
0_2'02 FNP 201 I 27 13% ® 101
FirstTeam
02.07 FNP 234 28 12; ° 19
Proof od Concept
02.09
L J
Seal of Excellence NCBR 10 4 40@ 38
02.10 \
ot NCBR 4 1 25% @ «
02.17 \
Rozwéj oferty PARP 15 4 27% L] 18
klastréow dla firm
02.22
Wspétfinansowanie PARP 11 11 100%, [ ] 93
dziatan EDIH
02.23
Wspétfinansowanie NCBR 1 1 100% . 12
dziatan TEF Al
02.25
Promocja marki PARP 218 126 I 58% ® 45
innowacyjnych MSP
02.27 »
Laboratorium PARP 36 5 14% ® 32
Innowatora
02.28 )
Startup BoosterPoland PARP 32 | 17 S3% . 290
02.32 \
Kredyt BGK 286 87 29% . 757
Technologiczny
03.01 ‘
Kredyt Ekologiczny BGK 344 I 112 I 33% . 309
03.03 ( >
100%
IPCEIl wodorowy NCBR 1 1 y o 105

y1 ZT OY%IOYGI ¢HYs ¢cURINIs Uct OWOUCOGYT t+ qqe s RIJIOI ¢ U! H#6 109 E Ne tOf

38



} GRAUcCWs ¢l qYAhLWeOYt ¢cHATRWs DWst Al + qt RHGWUCHY!I ¢ HG
Dsctec¢HTRWs! URYt UcWGYUeT WN=ZWaGT WAUAWSs Wa! G WAT UF
EARIDY t+ WE~ ANOW WWst At qt RAGWec Uec i RAYs ¢ U! A6 WUC F
AOYT YU MAYGEHAURUDWAGRYE t YW AZWa! + OWs URYY t Z35 ALWWC
T Wt YGUTU! #H6 WHAY AR RS WUORURNDTY AUNYWGYT | YAT AR¢ Ue
Hécl ¢t ql It q! t RWGI YTWUt qZs WYl ¢Awt t O¢T ¢ TGH! RS WT K

514.2. Et U¢T ¢ UNWRWs ! ARWDI ¢ UWWGI YTVt q!

~URVUTWs Rt HUTWHYWGRGq! WGI YTVt qWAY T ARVDWI D¢t RAYs ¢
HAL L qYWG!I YTWUt q! WHH T GWGI Ys¢ T AYOUW Zs URIJT Ws Ws YT
s RUGE YGYOt t ROWBINZESL IOWI Wa! WYt q¢ qURG WG Al Ge T t 2 Ul
ske q UHAUYARRWG! YTUt qZs WAWqUINYW WNRYUzWi ttc¢caURTt
.Yt YOYWT WGOGHKOWs Rt HUTWURY WGYAYt q¢ U! A6 W WNRYU¢E AE
w wojewddztwie lubuskim (1%), opolskim (2%), zachodniopomorskim (2%), podlaskim

BIZEb Als ¢l COARGINTEYR O WLIOEbL WY ¢ AWAS R qYt 1 Al t RGLWLIOE
pozaw T35 ZT Aqs WO WYGYdt t RiAWs! URt ¢ WagYWA¢ ! Zs UY WA WG
o5t G¢ | HRIUDAWT ¢t WRWNY!I + ADTWYT WGYAYt qeU! #6WI WNRYU
Mapal~ RITt AHUW VD¢ RACHTRW t UcT ¢U! HE6WRIWs ! ARWI ¢ U! A#E LW

gO0vY7T YOUWGI YT Wybrane projekty

3% 4 % 2oy P
(o)

6%

6%

1%

b 7%

2% % =, 3%

6% 7%

vyl ZT OYxOYGlI ¢HYs ¢ URINDIOs Ucet UIOUE tOGYT + qe s RIJKOT ¢ U! H#6 K09 ENe tOs
it GYGURcUUDWs YTWUsZT Aqs YWYGY Gt t RIWHGET ¢t qldl ! Ae TN
T Yt UeT URDWHYWHAs ¢! ! WAOYY YO! AWA¢ Gae UYs ¢ U Wi vy wl
TYNnRU¢CUt Ys¢cURNUWBIGH A WAT BT URVDTWUCECWGYARYGRIWDWNPAT
charaktid| ! AYs ¢ Uc Wl Zs URNDY WG YTWUt q! WAWs YTWUsZT Aqgs ¢ Ws |
BIZMEb AWGY A VYI + t RUNDYWLINYEbL WRWEC¢AYs RUAt RUNDYWLINTEb
HURS6Ys ¢ U! Wt Rt WUecqVYORet qWGH YTWUt q! WAe¢GaeUYs ¢ UwWi
bl ®PE b ALWHE Y RO YWINGIE b -Hazarsdkitn RLG%) tz&chodniopomorskim (12%),

eHet t ROWBINZEb WYl ¢AWAS Rt qYt |l Al t ROWBINOES O
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Infografika 2Et e q W HAUYAhWE GO Rt Ysec URec WY Wst Gl ARWJW[ E ] Alls
EteqUARAUYARLWEGOGR 81T HG6! GIDURIJWYT WA 1T

bist t ¢caURt Wt a2t HI (punkty procentowe)
\ opoLsKIE NG 0.9
18% i wiELKOPOLSKIE NG +7.1
(o}

PODKARPACKIE I +4.4
POMORSKIE [l +2,2
MAZOWIECKIE [l +1,7
KUJAWSKO-POMORSKIE [ +0,8
+ODZKIE |§ +0,7
-0,1 | MALOPOLSKIE
-1,1 [l SLASKIE
-1,5 [l LUBELSKIE
-2,7 I SWIETOKRZYSKIE
-3,5 I LUBUSKIE
-3,8 I ZACHODNIOPOMORSKIE
-4,1 I WARMINSKO-MAZURSKIE
-4,9 I DOLNOSLASKIE
-6,0 I PODLASKIE

vyl ZT UYXIOYGlI ¢HYs ¢ URNDIOs Uct UWOUE OGYT + qe¢s RIJKOI ¢ U! H#6 K09 ENe tOs

5.1.3. Wnioskodawcy i wspierani beneficjenci

Wsparcie trafi przede wszystkim do podmiotow IJG| DA Uqe TGH! HE W It qVY I W~
s Al ¢U! HOWGI YTWt qZs b AWHS Yh WRASWaT ARcUWIs ALl ZT Ws
bIOMEb IOWG s RE t+ A Ut RY WGI Al Wa! G WeT ARGdApET R & WT 27 !
zZOEWI YWNPEWOW 7+ AcWt teqUAHAUYAR WS We GG Rt Ys¢ URe WY
q! GYs! 0 AWGYs RGA¢U! C WAWRHS WGYqUWUHRTc UG WRWAEY YH¢
| Zs URWY WG VY7 UcWAcescecT ! hWlAl ZT URHYs ¢ U! WIGYARY G W t 2
dofinansowaU R ¢ Wn R1 & W& Rt | Y WA & UR IRTHWS UGLIHH s 100G YRE TWLITY LEY
sURYt t YT ¢sHZs WeiqTOW Gel Ut WALWOOE W Y WN@EL OWG! + t ¢
ql ADAHRc Wst Gel q¢c¢WnRI Ge Wl WG WADUqe TUWAYs RIJG Wat Wt
GYGelic¢cHTRWs URYt t YT ¢sHZs WNI 2 Gt GlRYG gt LGSY TIXARNamid 5 ¢ C
EteqWBHAUYARhWs We HRUIN¢URe Wt Rt WYWst Gél HRIJWs Wl 27 ! G
T YAsRel ARAUURc WUC Wa! GWGYheatOWs ¢t W RY WYt ¢cAa TUIWET U
UCTOGURDTWTUT OUNYWG! YNNI ¢chGeWYGWI ¢H! TOUUNY-AWsST 1 ¢V ¢
2020.8§t YOYWPYEW t 2 qWHAU! A6 Ws URYt t YT ¢sHZs W DedRAY
poprzednikiem FENG, tj. w POIR 2012020f0WI[ Rl G ! WURWt t e qUARAURIWE GO Rt
GcTGWUC Wq! GWGYHe WAUCHA G RlvEpartlawpdprzéddigill YA s R¢ T #AC
GUIl t GUf q! s REME RVE AT At BR&UWTWUORY WHYWI | eNé¢WnRI Ge¢U
wAsf AWYql At ¢ UWaURNDTWs R HUTWHY Wql AUHRWGYT GRYql
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Wykres 11 RIJGt YARWRW YAsRe¢T AANURIUWSs URYY t YT ¢s5HZs Ws W 13«
AIJWAL YT t Zs WOE

i RUJGOGt YAh ?YAsR¢T ARADURU WS WG
m Mikro m Mate m Srednie
Midcaps ~ mDuze Nie dotyczy* m Doswiadczenie 2 2014-2020
= W tym w ramach POIR 2014-2020

49%
Ogétem
38%

Wybrane

70%

45%

Niewybrane
34%

vyl ZT UYXIOYGlI ¢HYs ¢ URNDIOs Uct UOUE OGYT + qes RIJKOI ¢ U! H#6 K09 E Ne OE
nAYT GRYq! ORUUNIKURY IOnRI ! g

it Gel ARUWq! ¢ nRWHAY ARRUTWI YWnRI GWI YTI AcU! #6AWT A
YT GYsRUT AR¢cOUNWAe W DeGRACHTHWYNZUPWAGWEINEWSs ! Al ¢ C
GURNDTH AW Ac Ut wl0cewYql At ¢ URINDWst Gé | ARmkUd R¢ U! Wn
f H6 We T ARcUWs WNI 2 GRUWs+t Gel q! ASWGYT GRYqZs Wt q¢ UYs
sURYt t YT ¢s5HZs b IOWAYT YAURIDWI A¢T ARUTWst Gel HRUWql ¢
t qZl DWAI WDectaRA2TGWs Wt e RIWYt YOYWNOEWGI YTWUt qZ 5 W
wszyst RAS Ws URYt t YT ¢sAZs b OW[ RI ! W AR¢U¢ TGHIWUG W !
s Rt HUTWHYWGRGq! WGI YTUt qAWHRYWGYt I ! s ¢ Wt Rt W Zs URL
tqZ! JWAOYY ! U! Ws URYt Ut WYWi YnRUc Ut Yse URWOW

Ogdtem Wybrane Niewybrane

Wykres 2 Wiek wspieranych podmiotéw
9A¢ct WGI Yse¢T ADURe WT ARcUcaUYA

P I 12% 11% 50% m Krécej niz rok

® Od co najmniej roku, krécej niz 3 lata

Wybrane 6%

D/D 7 64% B Od co najmniej 3 lat, krécej niz 5 lat
0 (

Od co najmniej 5 lat, krécej niz 10 lat

Niewybrane [sEA}< L/ Ebly 47% M 10 lat lub dtuzej

vyl ZT UYxIOYGlI ¢HYs ¢ URNDIOs Uct UWOUE OGYT + qes RIJKOI ¢ U! H#6 109 E N e OA
70Rt t YWGYUYscWGI YTWt qZs Wl WeadRAYs¢Uc WAL T ARJWGT A
NI 2GEWGYT GRYqZs WHY T ARVDWGI &%icd RWdJic Ws UG IRID A 19 Rdy A HE
et UenNdWs Wa! WG AJT UWst A+ qt RaWs WYHY Aecl AWl AR¢ C
i technicznej (Sekcja M: 15%), informacji i komunikacji (sekcja J: 14%) oraz handlu
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el qYs UNYWRWI WDagecd RAAUNUNY Wbt It #T ¢ W] allYEb OWOT ARG
podmiotdéw nie przekracza 4%.

Wykres 30T AR¢ UWIGI YTWUt qZs Alls DWWt Wt ATRWAu?Ws ! Al ¢ UINY W

T CTAl AUDgqs2ZI1t qs YUWGI

T MT?2ARc¢U¢cidUYARLWGI Y
naukowa i techniczna

1 JtInformacja i komunikacja

1 Gt Handel hurtowy i detaliczny;
naprawa pojazdéw samo
HO YT Ys! A6 Als UGHA

9 UT8l1 NcURACHTIJWR WA
eksterytorialne
F 1 Budownictwo

C. 49% ET Dostawa wody; gqspodarowanie

AHRIUDt CORWRWYT Ge

TARcU¢cuOUYARIWAS RG
T STAYAYt q¢Uc¢ Wl AR¢ C

NT? ARc UcaUYAh Ws W/

¢T GRURY ql Yse¢ UR¢ W

5 1% 5t GRIWI ¢ TGHC

J, 14%
y1 ZT UY%IOYGI ¢HYs ¢cURINIs Uct UWIOUCOGYT + qqes RIJIOT ¢ U! #6109 E Ne tOA
OT AR¢UWNRI GWAWE Wt qVYl ¢ WGl Ada!+ Uews Al Zz+ Ows Wws! URY
projektowTs Ws ! TAHRYs UTWGYGe G ¢ HTRWNRI O! WAWqUTWNI 2 G! L
ql ADRRGWs URYt t YT ¢s HZs5 WLIOPEL OWI WGYAYt qe¢ U! HE W It
zmanTRAG We T ARc OWT Ut qWAAGRY YU! WT YWGYGedicoHTRIWs URY:
URYT + Al lOWEzGc¢l ! #HAURNDWe T AR UWIG!I AUTt q¢ s RERIDGRWE It
TYNnRU¢Ut Ys¢UREWT Wt qWURY + Al wWywyYt YOYWN=Z WGGHOWURY U
7RY! GHWGYT Wes¢nNt W gq¢ UWA¢ ¢®Gd BHIB = d @ R @Gl IR# @ U YL YDA
TARcU¢OUYAhWs GRt e TUW R Ws WAet 1 It Wet UeNWRUqUL !
el ARCUWAGedceUWs Ws! URt 2 WAct qYt YsecUWNYWGI YHIt 2 Ws
tteqUARAUYARWEGORE Ys¢cURc MV HIEt MHE| ERUEEYRU BRY X b LR
is! OURYt Uc¢ WUN = E3CLA R ¢ AZUH IR A YLI-apdkis teckiniki{ZR1¥% do 20%),
cowynikaAWGY U¢T Gl ADHRY qUUTW t e qUHAUYAHRRWs URYY t Y5 ¢
CoRt qYqUUWs! I ¢caURWDWs ! T+ AGU t e qUHAUYAHRGIWSs ! t ¢ A¢
Al WIsURYYE GUWaqUHARSGURE t WeiZZEb WYI ¢cAlls !+ YT GWaqUHEURT ¢
naAs Rt t + ADURINDWRHAS We T AR¢UaWs Al ZT Ws! Al ¢ 0! H#6 WIT Y Ws
doGYARY UGz WUINNEWY! ¢ AWNEOW RWs RUGt RWeT ARcUWGYT GRY «
tos ! URt WORWs RUGt RUNYWeTl ARc U2 WGYT GRYqZs WAWqITWNI

= =

6 Klasyfikacja NACE
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Wykres 4 Sektor wg zaawansowania technologicznego

OT ARcUWs NWNI 2GWs Ul Et eqJHAUYARLWE GO F

44% Srednio-niska technika
34%

25%

Ustugi intensywnie

wykorzystujgce wiedze 45%

Ustugi mniej Srednio-wysoka technika _ 22%
intensywnie
wykorzystujace wiedze
) Wysoka technika - 19%
Srednio-niska technika
5 i i 0,
Srednio-wysoka Niska technika - 18%
technika
Srednia skut ¢
re r_uas u eczvosc - 15%
wnioskodawcow

Niska technika

Ust. mniej intensywnie

N wykorzystujace wiedze - L
Poza klasyfikacjg
Poza klasyfikacja - 12%
Wysoka technika
Ust. int i
st.in e‘nsywn‘le - 12%
wykorzystujace wiedze

mOgdtem mWWybrane m Niewybrane

y1 ZT UY xOY Gl ¢ rpydstawieRiahios CSTHREE@ONU ¢ O

52. 1] YqVYs YARLWt !+ qUGe Wl YW AR¢cUc¢cURE

521. f Ut q! qe HTUWAccUNeY YseUWWs WO¢cHZI awyHUIUL Wy
i WGl YEHY WsT 1 ¢V ¢URecWeUeEdRAYscU! #H6W ARcUcGW] E ] U
6RUt q! qe HTRAWgqTOWf GWYI ¢ AWUGRY hWIf AdWs! G RJURYU! #6
Acscl q! H6Ws Wt Gl ¢35 YAT ¢cURCHGSWG!I AUDT+ q¢ s Re TGH! #6 WA
AcceUNeT YseU! #6Ws WWsT 1 ¢7 ¢URNDW[E ] AWsnNWt q¢Ue wOe¢ U
YHOGH AZI WGI YTUt qZs AWA¢ ¢ UNeY Ys¢eU! #EWA! UY Ws JLWs t
Dagcq! b PWEqc¢UYs ROYWqYWEURVDT Ws Rt HUTWOMEWYNZUe WG
[E oW Rttt AYOhBIGEMENZAWAccUNET Ys¢UcWA! O¢ WTea7 Ws
AcGUsUWNWs Rttt AYAhWs WGI YRIY Wt YUql ¢t q¢ BTRb Alls I !
t YUq! YOUWWRWRUUWWG! YRt ! WAs RGAcUNWAWsT I ¢Y ¢URIDGU
poszczegéinychd Z HWT YWA¢T ¢d WG e WHSEe! ¢t qll WaAEBYDYIsAWs Rt H
SMZOW YtewOcealWlT ! Wal ¢t qYsechWTet YWGs Gk Y WI YT Ac T
511 ¢V ¢cUOURcWUecqel ¢dURNWTEY qWG!I At es ¢ URVDWGI ¢ AYs URY
zY AL OGINYGT Ut qZs OWi WHRGNza2 W Yt elWs! t qft GeTGWI Zs URWIT |
zrozpatrywaniem protestowts WY ql A! G ¢ U! #6 W Gl ¢5 YAT ¢ UR¢e¢ H#HS WURWU
AcceUnNeT YsecURc WGl ¢rAYs URt Zs Ws WaqlWYt q¢ qURIVDWAET ¢ UF
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Tel Ws HAUDAURNDTWI2 AWl YGRWI YWs !t qGGRGHOWNIWUWYHI ¢ Al
cUNeT Ys¢UcWTWUt qs WGYH AHAUNZGUINWACGCT ¢RARR, WG T W6 Y HK
NTARVUWSs WYHORAAz WHG!I TAYWI 27 DTWiRAHAA! Ws URYt t Z5 WA
AT UH!I T YsceUOYUW Rt WAc¢eUNeET YsehWl YWG! ¢ H#! WGI Al WG YF
TWGe!l q¢ G WUqe WHWBAGYAI DT URYWA¢e¢UNeT Yse¢UWUNY Ws Wq YU
tymczasos ! WRIWURWWT It qWT YWt YarRcWT et UNWs WT¢et RAaW qVYGlL
wGl Al sYO¢cU! #6WI ¢U! #HEW Gl ¢5 YAT ¢ s HA! H6 IOWAI AUDGI Ys
informacji’s t t ¢ A2 TGAWT WWGI AUDT + q¢es RYUUDWs ! ¥ DTWIRAHAHA! WG
azGWs UYAHRGWURWWGI WAWDUqae TGWHR¢ Ut Ys RaqUWTUWI RHAA! WY

W ramach niniejszej ewaluacji przeprowadzono badanie pracownikéw, ktérzy

AccecUNeY Ys ¢ URWHA! 0 RWs WUROHZ IRIWY IREUA WRIWNZ Ic AGH WEIDAGZT 3
Uec WaqUaG¢cqs! Al ¢U! A WYHAHY A¢l Zs Wl ARcU¢URec Wt 't qGe L
| Zs URIJY WYWYGRURY Ws WTet RGW qYGURez WiRHAHAHC WGI ¢ HY s
przeprowadzenia naboréw i oceny wnioskow o ddfl ¢ Ut Y5 ¢ URIWJWs Wl ¢ G ¢ A#S W[ E ]
Yi ZAAWt qZ!1 YWs ARt U! Wel ARcUWs WAH¢T ¢ URe WYP WbiqTHWT M
G! q¢ URIAWs Wq! G WNTWelOPEL AlWs! | ¢ AROYWqUUWGYNGGT Ws
dRHAAC WG ¢H#Ys URt Z5 Ws WaGHtAKE Y AY iRdpeuBiip 0E BIRIF ¢ Tq& U
wa! GWs ARt T ARJWYGRURRIO

§GRURNVNWU¢ WaqWUWaqWaeaqWwA! O! Wt GZT U UPBIWEIGYAHAIINZ [ 0!
badani pracownicy zasadniczo nie wskazywali brakow kadrowych. W przypadku

GYAYt qe U! #6 Wf AAWU¢ WHI ¢t RWst t ¢A!l s¢ Gl RIWWSYB WAL
511 ¢ ARIDTYW SALUINOWA WNP WG ¢ A#Ys URt Zs AWAWqUNY WNMWG

AT DRI T Ys ¢cURVDWURWs !+ q¢ | RHEOH T ERKe 400s87na BIR IJ LWHAL + q Y U
HeT ¢U! H6b WAs | ¢cHCORWes ¢Nt WUO¢WORWPDT YAYI ! Wt el | WGI ¢
IZFENG

1
A

”Np. przekazana lista kontaktéw do badania pracownikéw.

SEGI ¢t W YT ¢cqt Ys YWt YAGUGRt e TWUWnet qAWRY W ¢U0W Gl ¢35 YAT ¢35
f AAWAYt qec U! Ws WnY!l GRUWAcUYURGRAYs ¢ UOUTOW RIWT W qWdVYY 0 Rs
%l WA¢T ¢ URe Ws ARt UYWeT ARCUWNZ=ZWGI ¢HYs URt Zs WAW=S YWYt ZAWA
grupy stanowili pracownicy PARP, 12% pracownicy NCBR, 8% pracownicy FNP, 6% pracownicy I1Z FENG,

4% pracownicy BGK, 3% pracownicy OFRIB.
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Wykres 58 #1IJU¢ WGl A! DY qVYs ¢ UR¢ Whtpbziom ehffenighiy W ARc Uec UR¢ W
9A! WiRAAHCWGI ¢AYs URt Zs WAc¢c Gt qs ¢ WRUt q! qe
do sprawnego przeprowadzenia naboréw i oceny wnioskow
o dofinansowanie w ramach FENG?

2% 22%

m Zdecydowanie wystarczajgca  m Raczejwystarczajaca
m Raczej niewystarczajgca B Zdecydowanie niewystarczajaca

m Nie wiem/ nie mam zdania

vyl ZT OYxOYGlI ¢HYs ¢ URNIOs Uct UIOUE OGYT + qes RIJIOAET ¢ URE 09 1 f K
AYs!I T +HA! W qel0Wl ADHA! WGYqs RUJI T A¢TGW Zs URWIYT WGI AL
zGl AUDT t q¢ s RERNDGCOGRWGYH ARAUNZGU! A6 WRUt q! qe AT ROW
YRAUWDURcUCWT et YWUORWs !+ q¢| ARACTGHce Ws W qVYt 2 Ut 2 W Y WG
Pl qUlGe WYl cAWARWs ARGt T aeWU¢cWs !+ Y RWGYARY G W t YOC
Al Al Rl T@ Ut YWRT GRUJ W2 GI Yt ADUR¢ AlWls! URt ¢ TGHIJWA W5 :
GYYT Uc WYt A¢ ARY s cetarAGT ¢IOUDGES WYTSIETOI QU WG YR wWwysW0! WGl
Al DT URY WYjekiowauN @ W@N ¥ W VY We AU¢ h WA ¢ WE RAAAY W 27 GAl
pracownikéw poszczegOlnych instytucji, za uzasadnione.

RIJA¢CONT URIDWYT Wi RAAH! WA¢cUNeEY YseU! HG Ws WG YHIIE U
| Zs URIY WYWYHWUL Ws! Al ¢0! A6 Wect GUt qZs WAs RGA¢ U! H#6 U
WtymAc¢t | Ut RUWG!I AUs ¢7 erYQHEWARUE (IcwA WG! AURMe OY AWy L
YT GYs RUT URYWGI Al DYqVYscURWI YWl WEOGRACHTRWACET ¢ G WA
bt O0cTeU! #6Ws WI ¢cOG¢eHSW[ E ] AWAWqUNYWONEWYY ZAWS ! | ¢
Przeciwnego zd&J R¢ WA! WG URWVTWs Rt AT WHY W ARt RGq! WHAHET ¢ (

97AAWA AAWYI ¢cAW[ AW ¢dl7 ! WTWT Uet WYHRWURA ALWT U
HEeT ¢cUNb AWORVDWT WY qs !+ Yt ¢HOWI Al ZT Wa! ASWYH ZHWGY 5 q
wTet ROWGI ADARNNe OWGI YHIUt WGI At nYqYs ¢ URe W YWG! AL
YNZaUYAHRRWz2A!t t Rs¢U! ARG WRUNYI G¢HTRWYI ¢ AWRHG WURL
Gl YAGNWGZs WAWTet RARW GYq! t ¢U! W Rt WqUWYt YA! WGYT F
i WG! q¢ URa2 WYT UYH AGH! G W Rt WAWAGYAL BT URYWI YWYHVO!
s WGI ADT GRYqVYs! GWAet | 3t RIAWe T ARecOWYHWIUOWOWNE q! 5 C
TYOGRUeTGWYHRVU! WGYA! ! s UNWLITPEALWSs Wa! G W=NEWAT 1#!
AO AcO! Ws Wq! GWAet 1 Dt RDWAet ql ADYT WURE Wt OUGHAUR I LW

Vet UeT ¢TGHAW WWIRAAACWIqeqZsWst t ¢cAcU¢ Ws Wt Gl ¢és5 YAT ¢ UR¢
Al DT URYI YHAUUTWIRAAARDWNgE qZs AWGYs RGA¢ U! #6 WAWYHIIUGWs U
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AA! quWl 27 GWYNZaUYARLW At YOUGWY!I ¢AWAI ¢t Ws! TEAURIC
GYt ARANUNDZaUOWWE I ! qU ReWRW GYt ZAWRHAHS WY HIU! AWAct ¢
iGYt ARAIUNZaU! ASGWE ¢qPNYlI RRWs ! T e¢aqt Zs WHA! W7 W Yaq
E~ ANOWo W I 2NPREITW ql YO! WGl ¢HYs URA! WAs | ¢HECORWI Z
RUnYI G¢HTRAWq! 2T U! Wl YWG! At s YTUUR¢c Ws Wt qYt 20t Ys
ADAGY AVIWEI Rt WY HIU! oW | 3t ARRI Wl A WY+ YH! WGI Al
b qGT WRHGSILYHINE s I W Zs URWIYT WHA! U¢ Ws Wt GYt ZHWAI YA
Wykres 68 HIJU¢ WGI A! DY qVYs ¢ UR ¢ Lt przygatdivanie pracovidiikdvR ¢ U¢ UR ¢ W

9A! Ws WAKWYGRURRWAYt 9A! Wt !t quUG Wt At YOG

Gl At RDYqYscecUloecWl YW H! UWYT GYs RUIT URLWIT Y WC

As RGAc¢U! #6 WA LWGpProfeRtéit | zY At U2 NGWGI YHIIt e WY
bt 0ceT ¢U! #6 Ws WI ¢ 8¢ w ramach FENG?

“ \

m Tak m Tak
= Nie m Nie
m Nie wiem/ nie mam zdania m Nie wiem/ nie mam zdania

vyl ZT OYxOYGlI ¢HYs ¢ URINIOs Ucet UIDOUCE OGYT + qes RIJDIOAET ¢ URE 09 1 f K
iREtHAYARWHET ¢U! AGWes ¢t ¢Wl Zs URWY AWT WWAe¢ GUs URY L
qUH6 URBAUINDAWURWVDAAL T UDWT YW WEGRAECHTRIWACT ¢ G WAs RC
Act |l Ut RUWARDUYH ROYWYt YUYWPEWAeT ¢U! #6AWGI Al WHA! G
51 GYs R¢ pracGwRityiNRBRI Wact RGO WqYURWWs ! GYs RUT ARc UY W R
IP (tj. 40%), jednak bez precyzowania o jakie konkretnie zasoby chodzi.
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Wykres 78§ #IJU¢ WGI A! DY qVYs ¢ URC L zasbby tachrckie ¥ WT AR¢ U¢ URC LW
9A! Ws T Ue NWA¢URoA¢UCWAEGUs URYUWWAYY gc¢
(np.t GI At q LWt YaGeqll Ys! AWYGI YRI ¢GYs ¢ URWb
As RGAc UHRHWOBAIs URYt t Zs WY Wst G¢ | HRIJWs

W Zdecydowanie nie m Raczejnie
Hm Raczejtak Zdecydowanie tak
B Trudno powiedzie¢

vyl ZT UYxIOYGlI ¢HYs ¢ URINIOs Uct UWOUEOGYT + qe¢s RIJIOAET ¢ URE 09 1 f K
i ¢T UGWE 5 0t qRGUWAWGHUI + GUt q! 5! WGYt AHAUNZOU! A6 Wf A
YI cAWHAGCt eWTet RWAREU! WqUWRUt q! qe®#TUWUE WGl ADGI Y
HeT ¢U! H6WGI ¢ AYs URt Zs AWRAct WqUWUWA! OWURWs !t q¢l| HA
zdaURC FOWA YT YAUC WGYT Ws Andt+ T oW RAAIAU! GWNI 2 Gée WA R
YRAUURKRIWOW GqGiRs YAHRRLUWSs Wq! GWA¢t | It RIJWAH! h WG YT I Ws !
HAt AHRWUCAY! Zs WA! OWRt qYqURWWs ! T Ue¥ ¢U! Ws ARat T G
P REGQUDYGE WGT Ys¢T AYOUTWYRPDUO! owaT WA T YseUeWs REE T A
RWYHNDU! Ws URYt t Zs WTet YWRAcCH YR6OYUU! oW A1 ZT WGI Al
GRUI 51 Al GWAGRVTt A2 WURWs !t q¢ | ARACTGHGWI RAAHAL WGI ¢ F
odpowiedzi), AY WGYA Yt q¢ TUW GZTUWWAWs #AJAURIUTY Al GRWe s ¢
GYUYsclWst t ¢cAcGWuNTEL W Yq! AAI O¢clWs! t qt GYs ¢ UR¢ WAF
rownieHAL M@V YWGYs ZT Wl 27 DTWHA¢cH YRGUYUUYAHRRWs ! GRIJUF
Tel GWAUYN qVlDIYRAIUEYHIIO! oW RUAYW Ac¢lT ARUTWGI ¢HYs UR
HA¢ct YREUYUUYAHRRW GWAA! qWt t YA GO Rt Ys¢ UNWGI YRT 2|
5! G¢NcURCWIT Yq! RAGHIUWI Yt e WUq¢cHTRWZYEbOW ¢TI Ac¢
upatrywali w problemach z komunikat T GlWs s Ut ql AUGWLITEL IOWAYAC¢ Waq! a U
BINZEb W Yaq! #A! UcwWwl Zs URWJY WRUU! #6 WGI At #A! UtoWi + At i
AccUney YscecU! A6 Ws WG YR WYHWJDU! WERRWT t RWE~ AN OW
naYNI YOUGWIRAAAL WAUOYYT YU! #H6Ws URYY t Zs Allls WT 27 T WG F
Al ¢rYs URH! Wf AWANRO¢t A¢dRWI Zs URNY Ws Wa! GWAet | 13t RL
TYt qt GUYARRWIt Y GUI qZs WAWDs Ut ql AU! #6HOWI | 13t ARRIJLWCG
WNCBRT ¢t WRWs WA AAsAWUOcWs !t qt Ge TGHIJWG!I YAGIJG ! WA LWx
GYs RGA¢UUWWAWRASWURWGUUUGWNYqYs YARRGWIT YWl AR¢ U¢ C
YT ¢qt Ys YWYt YA! AWt qZ! JWGRe U! W YAsRel #HANDUORUWs W
nRUOc Ut Ys UTWGYG! Yt AYOWWAYt qe 0! wWYWGY! Zs U¢ URIWA wC
sARGt T WaWRAct YRGUYUUYAHRIOWAYU¢ET WT s RIWq!l AUHEHRII Wb
AccUnet Ys3TURILMUIGIsYORRIY WY HIIO! Ws W ¢acHSWAST Al qqs R1J
[E ] W GWAe¢! TARDTWHA¢t YR6UYUUDOWN! 0t YWNEWAeT ¢ U!
wl ¢GeHS6W[ E ] W GWGURWTWHRA¢t YH6OYUUWOWs ¢t YWGY! Zs
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YHUOURUYWNYEWAET ¢ U! H6WGI ¢ AYs URt Zs IOWAYAYt q¢ OIWNT
e AWORVWGReOYWs Wa! aWs ARGt T ARUDWs ! | YARYUNUTWYGRUR
Wykres 88§ HIJU¢ WGI A! DY qVYs ¢ URC WHAA ca IXoFeIN YYOUIT YA FacLicE OYREIDE 7 5
9A! Ws T UeNWA¢URoAcUcWAe¢GNs URYUY WG ¢
st qcl BACTGHY W 27 YWHAC¢Et 2 WU¢ WY HL

5%

W Zdecydowanie nie m Raczej nie
MW Raczejtak 1 Zdecydowanie tak
M Trudno powiedzie¢

OVYWs WT U NDWA¢ Gt gqs ¢ WIT WH! T2TWWYWs !t Yt RIT WF
wnioskéw o dofinansowanie?

Niewystarczajaca liczba pracownikéw do obstugi
procesow

69%

Zbyt wiele procedur i regulaciji 47%

Zbyt duza liczba lub zbyt duza ztozonos¢ kryteridow oceny 45%

Zbyt skomplikowane procedury i regulacje 36%

Wysokie wymagania dotyczace dokumentacji (np. liczba
wymaganych dokumentéw, ich szczegotowosc)

28%

Inne

16%

Problemy z komunikacja wewnetrzna - 7%

sct WYHWURec WA¢ UoRWHACYH YHOUYUUYARLWGI YE
o dofinansowanie w ramach FENG w poréwnaniu do analogicznych proceséw
w POIR?

m Procesy wramach FENG sa bardziej
czasochtonne

m Procesy wramach FENG sg mnigj
czasochtonne

m Czasochtonnosc¢ procesow w
ramach FENG jest zblizona do POIR

= Nie wiem/ nie mam zdania

y1 ZT UY%IOYGlI ¢HYs ¢cURINIOs Oct UWIOUCIOGYT t+ qqe s RIJIOAECT ¢ URC 09 1 f K
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52.2. Et +t GUI #RWAWUs Ut ql AUR

UnNYT URIVDWAWT ¢U! GRWeT Yt qt GURYU! G RWU¢ WGYql AUJH! WIS
A OYWYt YOYW=ZATWaq! + OWIt+ GUI gqZs oW WGl At ¢A¢cU! A6 U
Dttt GUIl qZs W YWGYt ARAUINZGU! #6 WRUY q! qe #HTRWbIG YT G Rs
UecTs Rttt ACWIRAAACAWS! UYt AGHC WAHGRY t YWUNAP Wa! t HOWL
ponad 1 tys. do NCBR, 564 do PARP i relatywnie najmrje$2-68 do BGR!A WA Wl YAl Z7 URIU
ADAGYAI DT URYWUe Wt GUIl qZs WRWeel! qYl Zs

§T W ¢cAawU0¢calT ! WACAUecHA! AaWy Wl ¢UNWqUWIRWIWYT As R
HYWG YT GRs WWAH! OYWT YWAs U1 ! nRt Ys ¢cUR¢WUE WGYT t qés R
GRAAAC WUt Y GUI qZs AWt qZ1 A Wa¢ TGWGI Al UetTYWRW T WT 13T
STEWWt Y GUI qZs WAWGRY q! b Alls WGI A Ge¢T telWl7] ulllet q! 5 C
iZNWeel ! qYl Zs WelOPEb OWs T UYHRAIUAURIUWa! AJHE WG RIJA L,
wt Tt qUWGRUDWe dWNeWGU! OU WAGReUYGAWGYT YAURWDWT et U
wY H#H1.Ut

Wykres9? Yt qt GUYAR WUt GUI qZ5

Al Al HORY YU! WA¢t ZHWWt Y GUI qZs U

2725
1477
1050
564
. 62 68
Ogdtem FNP NCBR PARP BGK BGK

eksperci  audytorzy

y1 ZT OY%OYGl ¢AYs ¢ URINIs Uct UWOUCEOGYT + q¢es RN ¢ U! #HEIOGI At ¢

RIJGcOWst At H! WItt Gl HRWA AAWAWe U¢ 0 REBRGID It RaAUUT
E~ ANOW WYHWUOL W ARCUC¢URECW=O=PWA¢c¢c¢UNET YseU! #6 WF
YAUOe HAGCALWT DWs Rt t+t AYAhRWAWURAGSGWAI ¢UVcWel ARe OWs WY F
w module dot. internacjonalizacji).

W tym przypadku dysponujemy tylko danymi o liczbie ekspertéw aktywnyctw kredycie
qWEHSEUYIGYNRHAU! GWei? ARC U URNVW=100=Zb Ws URYY t RWYHIWURe OY WNNLU
Dt YOYNDRHAU! GWAcCAW=Z=Wecal ! qY! Zs WRWAMWWYJt+ GUI qZs WHI ¢ U7 Ys!
wGl Al GeTtelWYHaW ARcUcC GO
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Wykres 100 ¢ ¢ UNR¢T Ys ¢ URNDWIt+ GUI qZs Ws WA AA
x REAAC WUt GUI qZs Ws DWWl ARec U¢

387 371
61
7 - 10 11

Ogotem  FENG 1.1 FENG 2.17 FENG2.25 FENG 2.27 FENG 2.28

vyl ZT UYxIOYGlI ¢HYs ¢ URINIOs Uct UWOUE OGYT + qes RIJKOI ¢ U! H#G HOGI At ¢
i WGYAYt qeU! #H6 W ARcUcURecHS6 WA AAWIRABAAcWAcecUNET Y
nieliczna, co wynika z charakteru tych instrumentow oraz ograniczonej liczby wnioskéw

GYT GUNecTGH! AGWYHWVURVIOWZ RYI GRWGYT Wes¢Nt WAL 3T URC
eksperta, toGYUYs URIUWs ¢ | qYAhWage WTWt quwiUcece Ts Rt t1 A¢ Ws WG
Gl YTWt qZs tOWi WGYAYt qecU! #6WT ARc¢UcURcHS WO RAAHACG Wqc
s T UYHRAWAURIUWSs RT Y #H A UitkhiEwdibskpldd fakiedeehilRpbsYczegdhR 1J Ws LW

Jt+ GUI #ROW] WOWI ¢ URWVWUE Ts R HUTWYH ZAWLNOEWs t+ Al 4
wYHRUDURUVDWIORVWSs R AWTWURY W=MWs URYt t Zs IOW=PEWYHIWURU
s¢cl qYWAces¢eT ' haAW DWUes DaqWHRY W ARIY RGq! Wt GUI qlU
ctq!sU! A6WYH ZAWYHWDURUYWGYs ! T DTWNMMWG! YTWt qZs 1O

Wykres 118 #1IJU¢ WG A! NY q VY s ¢ UR ¢ L przygatdivanie pracoviiikévR ¢ U¢ UR ¢ W
EI 3T UR¢ W R#H Apirlc Sl & AaGH Liczba ocenianych projektow

eksperta
1200cen [ EEGG3
21-40 ocen - 25%
41-60 ocen - 14%
61-80 ocen . 8%

. . 81-100 ocen . 7%
- - 101 oceniwiecej I 4%
Ogotem 1. 217 225 227 228

y1 ZT OY%OYGl ¢AYs ¢ URINIs Uct UWOUCEOGYT + q¢es RN ¢ U! HGEIOGI At ¢
AYs! Tt ADQWst tcAeTRAW PDWAT DT URVDWYAHHRGT WORWDWTWIT UL
GYT WeseNt Wnet qAaWy YW ¢ UWXWqUWYHAWTGa TGWYE 1 13t WORWFE
SMZNb OWs T UYHAUDAURVDWUCGUY ! WARWDAWASRET YOGYARSGALWY L
¢cUnNsecYRWI Zs URDY Ws WYHWUL WRUOU! #é Wl ARcU¢cdW[ E ] AlWs
Gl ADAW 97AdWweauwl Zs URWVY WRUOU! #HEWGI YNI ¢GZs5 Alls Waq!
sttt ¢cA!lscORWI Zs URDY WU¢ Wt s YTIUOWAec¢eUNEY Ys ¢ URWWs WY F
GRET AN Uc IHOWAWSAIGHIER ! & Wt + Gl HRWAI ¢ i RWeT AR¢ Ulls WGI °
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H! O¢ WAUcHAURUDWAURWDTY AcWwYT Wi RHAA! WAUYY YU! #6 Ws UR
Hel TARNUDTWHAet YH6UYUUC tOLW
Aldtcecq! sURVDWHAL Y ! GWATEsRETRIDGWs AL ZT WAt GUI qZs U
Gl YTWUt qe Wl YWYysWU! OWi wWeU¢aRAYscUO! awyt ! 3t RUAWs W
HORt t YWWOAZ Waq! + OWI ¢ Al WRWI Yaq! AA! U¢ WWAGRY 6 MIIWNAT Wq!
As RGAcU! H6WAWIL YYI T! UcHTGWqUNY WG YHIIt 2 WAWT ¢t GLG
Gl AURNOGT el WAHRWYT GZsWs! ORt ¢ AWY WWaRe U wWwyowuwl z
T Yt gt GUYAHRWAACGCH Ys UT Ws WUl a RURWWGe UGeAWs! URT ¢
sURYt t Zs AWAHI ¢t RJGWI YGet Ys¢cURGcWqUGeq! £t RWGI YTt a
WAs RGAt 2 WAWGY qUWUHTcOU! awt YUOnORt qUGWRUqI 13t 2 tOW
] DO ¢ URDWIT Yt qt GUYAR WYt GUI qZs WUe¢ WIgqe GRIWY HIIC
Ucadl7 ! WeAUchWAcWURWDs !t q¢l RACTGHRHGAWRY Ws ! URt ¢ 0V U
TetewsacU! Ot Uewl YWA AAOWRNet RINYWAT ¢ URe WHA! UY WS NE
HAY ARRUDTWUOCWHI ¢t Wttt GUIl qZsWst t ¢cAl'scORW 97AaW
is Rt #FUTb oW WA AAWlget GWYGRURY Ws! | ¢cARUYWPYEWHET ¢ |
Wykres 12?2 Yt qt GUY A h Unpérsp&kiywadFiz LU

9A! WORHAHC WUt Y GUI qZs WAWs Ut gl AU! #6 WIT 134

przeprowadzenia sprawnej oceny wnioskow o dofinansowanie w ramach FENG?

W Zdecydowanie niewystarczajgca m Raczej niewystarczajaca
W Raczejwystarczajgca Zdecydowanie wystarczajaca
H Nie wiem/ nie mam zdania

vyl ZT UYXIOYGlI ¢HYs ¢ URNDIOs Uct UWIOUEIOGYT + q¢s RIDIOAET ¢ URE 09 1 f K
§WYHIWUL WGI ¢H! Wt GUI qZs WAecG! q¢ URWAYY q¢ i RWs URY'Y
o5t G¢ | HRIUWOW WYT URWY RVDURe WI YWt 5 0t qRRWYHARDt q! 50V
NIPOWI ¢ d URWWUR I WAz bakidaniicR 1jedd & €6 RIAWAMHBREIRIII T AJURL
Tt + GUI ARWA! GRWHIAY gl YOURWWAI ADARRs UDNYWAT ¢ UR¢ L
AYAYt q¢ UDWNZEWURVWOReUYWUe WaqRUWaqae qWAT ¢ URe tOW
wYT URIJY RUURe WT YWYHPDUO! Wt qYGUR¢ Ws WT¢t RAWWIt T GUI HR
iHIG WG YTUt qqZs OW9 YWGI ¢ 51 ¢ WT OE Uiddugiéj étrary #686LLUG Y a5 R 1J |
sURYt t YT ¢sAZs AWt qZl ! A6 Ws URYt t RWYql At ¢ 0! Wst Gel
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Wykres 13 Ocena wybranych aspektoéw pracy ekspertow T perspektywa wnioskodawcow

§HIWUc WAYt q¢ U¢ WGI A Ett GUI HRRWYHIURe TC
w spos6b obiektywny st Al qt RUWA¢UOYT I
-0ttt GUI BRWYHWDURCETGE naszego projektu

e o

m Zdecydowanie sie zgadzam = Raczej sie zgadzam
® Raczej sie nie zgadzam = Zdecydowanie sie nie zgadzam
= Nie wiem/ nie mam zdania

y1 ZT UY%IOYGI ¢ HYs ¢cURINIs Uct UWIOUCOGYT t+ qq¢ s RIJIOA¢GT ¢ URE 109
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6. Ocena systemu wyboru projektow FENG T
wnioski na poziomie instrumentow wsparcia

6.1. EHRIY t ¢ ikoempdhd&htINCBR

2AR¢ U URIVWNIONIWERRIY t ¢ WWE~ ANWTWt qwUe Ts REtT A OLWF
Al YTt Zs WOE We H G Rt L aYYUIIES MIIPGPIET LlidlTieY tYe R T RWHec O NY W[ E
| YAsRTCURINDWRWs AGecHURCURIDWAT YGUYARRIWACT ¢s HA! HG6 U
| JCEOGRACHT!! WGl cArW7eAAaWsT 1 YT DURVDWRUUYs ¢ HTRAWGI AL
infrastruktury badawczej, RUq 131 U¢ HTYUC G RAcHTGWI ARcU¢c¢aUYAHRALWC
t ¢T | WRWT Yt qYt Ys¢cURWDAGWI AR¢UcGUYARRWGI ADT+ Rt ARY
URIDGYU! aW} ¢T ARVJIOWI + Gel HRUWY Waget Wt AIJI Yt RGWA¢Ct | L
YAUTGaeTGWAYT 20! a

f ~VYT 2 Utli7AeATUL 2 TGH! WI Wec G RACHT!! WGI ¢ W7 €Alls WHIJG 2
RUUYs ¢cHTRWGI YT et qYs WTWie AWRUUYs ¢ HTRWs WGI YHL
TARcCUCOUYAHRWGI AUDT t+ Rt ARYI YHZs W& &lAHIE] Ue RELWG

O ~YTa20Wi T1 Y7 VOROUWRIUIUWTs 18 R IRW WT ARc Ucd UYARRLWGH
wynikow prac B+R w formie innowacyjnych produktow lub procesow biznesowych;

9 ~YT 20Wf Unl ¢rigfreR@ebics7cerE WRUs Ut q! BTRWs WRUN
URIJAAL T UGWIT YW NEOGRACHTRWENWUT ! WAHeT ¢s HAWDTWUC
produktow lub procesow biznesowych;

T ~YT 20W9!mslt!GAd HHRAIJUWR Us It q! ATRWAs RGA¢ U! H6 WA WA
HInl Ys! #6 Ws WGI ADT + Rt ARY I + qs RJDAWAGRII Ac TGH! ¢
wGl ADTt+ Rt HRYI t qs RUAWT et WRWH! nl ! AcHTRWGI YT et
A¢GUs URINDURc WH! HUI HIVAGRIJRAWDGY qs5¢ 6

9 ~YT aO0Wie¢c ARG WU R IORIIIRI cAl3T ¥ sRet ARREYW U caidajll ¢ Ut n Y
Gl ADTt+ Rt ARYIl t qs ¢ Ws Wt RUJI 2 Ut 2 WAl ZsUY¥s¢i YUWNYL
Acit URt q! G AWs Wa! dWwl YAs ZTWUOYs ! #6WAGYT W0 RWHARAL

YT aOWf OqUl GYADYOe TRAE HIGE MIGYRTH WAenl ¢ URAAUC

GeHWet UeNbWGYT Wa¢l t GWGI YT et qYs GWGI AT + Rt ARY

s0c¢t UYARRGWG!I AUDT+ R AHRYI HA! Wi AWGHa¢UYs ¢ U! #6 WI

wspieranego we wniosku projekj 2 Wi e HWe A! + t ¢ URIJWYHG! YU! WGI ¢35

Gl AG! + OYs UTWde AWRHAHGS WYHAI YU Ws WGI A! GeT t 2 WRHE

T ~YT 2 UlWu Y & cHdfinddddwmanieldiskonalenia kompetenciji pracownikow
iYt ZHWAcI AGI A¢ TGH! A6 Ws WAct | It RUWI WeidRAYs ¢ U
UYs! #6We G RUTH qUYAHRWY!I ¢ Alls RUT Al dlW¢c Waet T WU

=
l

2] WaqUWTWts YRARRUWMATWEGT WEOCAW q¢c¢UYs RWtE s Yagqe WJIdcet q! #HAUYA HR
Gl ADURIDt RYUcWAWt YGWTUGWHAY AHRRGWAL YT t Zs W YWUOYs UNYWAI RY
Technologii Strategicznych dla Europy (STEPY GRAUR U WMA G WG G T WE OAO
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UNWst Gel ARecWaYNGWt YI At q¢chall

T
T

GRt 1 YAWSG ¢ UNDWRWAI BT OURVDWGI AT+ Rt ARY I t g5 ¢ AWt q2
Te7 WGl AT+ Rt HRYI t gqs ¢ WYl ¢ AWt YUt YI BT¢ Waq! HE L
Gl ADT+ Rt HRYI t qs ¢ G RWYI ¢ AWAWY!I Nc¢URACHTCECOGRWHACET
CGURt e TGWI YW 97AWAYT Wt YOURWHW=M=NW towWyYnovYt 7
| Zs URWIT Wt Y Utsy AGFRANAR N jESLEMEHALK przedmiotem analiz

w pierwszej rundzie badania.

i ORYt t RWYWT YnRU¢ Ut YscURDW t UcT e UWWI YW 97AWYAYs

TIWA
5 L

GRWs URYH t YT ¢s HGWT Wt qWI 27 WWGI AJT + Rt HRY I + g5 YU
tUcT Wt qZ!l INYWs HEYT AGWaet RUWGYT GRYq! b AWU0E qY

fakud q¢ q! s Ul toll U¢dRAcWst tcaURt Zs Wl WAzdqcecaqe WiYT 2 U

(NN

= =4 =4 =4 4 2

GRACHTCWG! YTWUt qZs WAL T ARVDWGYA! q! s URJWs GU! 5 ¢ h
tworzenie miejsc pracy (w tym dla naukowcéw) we wspieranych jednostkach,

bt 0¢T ¢cURNWs URYH t Zs WGe qUqVYs! AEWYI ¢ Allls WAEt | I
RAHAHI WsT 1 YTV YOU! A6 Ws ! URt Zs WGI ¢ HW7 €A 4

RHAHt Ws Gl Ys¢l AYU! #6WRUUYs cHTRWGI YT et qYs ! HEe
Gl Al #HEYT ! WAL W GI AT ¢7 ! WUYs! A6 WGe AWl Yt t YU¢E O
dRHAHAHAt WGI ADT+ Rt s AR hIUGI YWt YGYNRHAU! #E 1O

[t S

6.1.1.
ARIJ

Dotychczasowa realizacja

| st AGWI 20T GWA¢T ¢ URc WAYt qe¢U! WYATH quwunuwiUe AY
FENG.01.02IP.0O-MMNoO ZOWul ¢t WTaWUEcHZI WNb WAWH2T T Dqldal
WZMZOWI oWs WYt 1 It RJWYT W=NWizqWNYW YWoWie¢Te Al
sURYH t Zs WY W YnRU¢C Ut Ys¢cURIDAW GYAL ZT Wt qZl ! #E L
AYt qeOYws! Al ¢ 0! #6WT YW YnRUcUt Ys ¢ UR¢E WbRHEGS Ws ¢
nabdr),
FENG.01.0tIP.0:MMZ o0 ZOWwbl ¢ 0 WNTaWUCHZI W=b WAWHAH2TT Wqllal
W=ZMZOLWI OWs WYt 3t RIJWYT WNMWGE TE W YWNPLWGIRY qYGe
OOTWs URYt t ZsWYW YnRU¢ Ut Ys ¢ URINDAW GYAI ZT Wt qZ |
AUb WAYt qeOYWs! Al ¢U! g6 WT YW YnRU¢ Ut Ys ¢ URG WuIRF
nabor),
FENG.01.02IP.0:-MMOo0 ZOlWuil ¢t WTaWUcHZI WOb WAWH2T T Dqldal
W=ZMZOLWI OWs WYt ¥t RIJWYT WX Wi RGHE WT YWNP WG RY qYG¢
25 URYt t RWYWT YNnRUcUt Ys ¢ URIWDAW GYAI ZT Wt qZl1 ! A6 UL
s HI ¢U! WT YW YnRUec Ut YsecURcecWwis! t YI Al q¢ URIWE T
FENG.01.02IP.0:-MMMo ZOWwil ¢t WTaWUcHZI WNb WAWH2T T WqllalL
WZMZOWI oWs WYt 1 It RIJWYT WNYWGe Al ARIJI URYt ¢ WIT YWNT
i GO Ut OYWN=ZWs URYH t ZsWYWI YnRU¢cUt Yse¢c URIDAW GY A
NNYAMNWGadUOWAO, WAYY qeOYWs! Al ¢U! g6 WT YW YnRU¢ Ut
w 37%)
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WHAqUI DA6We Uc i RAYs ¢ U R6WUEAHY!I ¢H6Ws GO Ut 0! wynze
1116l OEb WAYt q¢ OYWYHIWURYU! H6WGYA! q! s URIJIOWAYs ! T T

355 URYt t ZsWc Uzl Ysc¢cU! AGWbis ! #HYNnc U! #EWAWYHIDU! b WG /
CAY!I ! WOl WNWRW=ZWA! 0! wt t R Yse¢UWWI YWwWYnzUea Wi el ! F

Gl ADAUerAYU! Wi GewWGI YTWt qZs wOe wl ADHAWT Yt qt GUYAF

nmcAYsc¢cU! H6AWE Ws Rt Hllgéect RAS AW qZ1 WWAYt q¢ U! Ws! HI ¢
201422020 (w ramach POIR, poddzianie 1.1.1 i dziddnie 1.2), ale kbrych pelda realizacja

rzeczowa i finansowa nie zakéczyU &it do 31 grudnia 2023 roku. Po spdieniu szeregu

warunkéw zakdiczenie tych projekbw mogld nastGpih w ramach FENG.

UWGa Ut qe Ws RT ADUR¢c WYHWVU! WGI WAUDUqVYsc¢U! A6 WGYURT UT
AblRUC HANTWURY WGYAYt qe O WUeAY! ! b WORVWAet 0OeT ¢ 0wl
sUT Uz NDWUORWGRHAU! H6 Wt-OWa WE RRA IS WM WHW R WLs BY Uk MmN
¢ Ws WGl YR RIWYHRWVU! WGe UG WA! Ulle G Rppauiemiay s RY U! WGY U
wniosku.

612 Et U¢T ¢ UVWWRWs ! ARWVI ¢ UNWGI YTWt q! LW

ZGYT 0Rs YARRWSs ! AYIl 2 Wa YT 2 U0Z s LkBEskoezystaro oy 469o0 ! H 6 Weis WO
s URYt t Zs IOWAI YTWt q! WO¢e THAY ABRUDTWYANTGYs ¢ U! Wavl e
UCARNVDGIUVURVDURIWDWALI AUJT+ Rt ARY I t g5 WeINZEb HOWuSe6T T ! WA WG
projektow.

Wykres 148 T+ Daq Ut Ws URYt t Zs WA¢s RIJI ¢ TGRIWAARGYHOAHADIZZ 0 U1

60%
50%
40%
30%

i I I |
10%

bl 2> @ Ao
X N N (‘ \§
& & & & & &
N & & & & & &
G S o9 & & 3 S
S & X s @ >
> & < < o
& & & & &
N & \x&b & ‘Q)\'b
N
N
4-52;

M nabdrl nabér2 M nabory 1-3
y1 ZT OY %108 Gl ¢ AYs ¢ URNIs Uct UWOUCEOGYT + qes RN ¢ U! #6610 97 Atoe

[¢t qut t U¢T ¢cURcWs URYY t ZslWes ARttt T URCTGH! R6WG YT 2 C
rzadko we wnioskach ocenionych pozytywnie co negatywnie.
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Wykres 158 T+ UaqJt Ws URYt t Zs WA¢Es RIJI ¢ TGRIWAARLEGYH A # AIDEtAdY I3
aplikowania o wsparcie

60%

50%

A0%

30%

il | |

™ allm w_= EEN EEE in
,fb& - & .

2 o & 3 Ny
'bc"\ @Q’x g é\g\ & c}t} ;SP}
& < N 58 S \ «
) > & & & oy ~
SF N 2 & 3¥©
8 & «© & R N
"b‘s & ;\’Qa Q\“V o
& & S © €
N \$ -\Q;Q ‘0\‘3
N
¥
A
/\/"b
M ocena negatywna ocena pozytywna M suma

y1 ZT UY%I08 Gl ¢ HYs ¢cURNIs Uct UWIOUCIOGYT + qes RIIKOT ¢ U! #6610 97 AtOé
i URYt t YT esH! W teqWHAURWG! q¢ URWYWGYs ZT WORWE t Vel
sttt cAls¢cGRWOcWI ZY UNWGYs YT ! AWTWT Uet WET WTNEWAET K
URVDWERVIRWGYql ADA! W WedRACHTRIWRUU! H6 WG YT 2UZs We
badanyzadd G ¢ | Ys ¢ UAW DWGYAYt qe0uwayYTl e 0! WORWWA! U Wi
2AUcUOWI WEOGRACHTY WGI YTWt qZs Wt YGGUWt Tt Ys! #6 WelAlWs R
SZEWA¢T ¢U A6Wst t ¢cAcUYWUeWGYql AUDAY Ws Gl Ys¢T ADURE

YT 20VYs INEAME ARNANLFA WGz Ut qqe Ws RT ADUR¢E WGY ql AIDAWs
AHOOUnNnRHATUUqZs WG A! WqUTWYt CATRUW 2Nt qRIJWI Yaq! HA!
HODAGYAIl DT URYWet GUt qqa WG YT 2 0Ys YARRAWRWA! U! WqY WG K
scl qYAHERIWM $ICARNRE Ys¢U! REWAaYT 2U0Zs WRUs It q! A TO! ¢
5Gl Ys¢T ADUORIUWI YsYGUYARRWs! AYI ceWwWa VYTl e0Zs Weiet 2 URY
GYVT GRsYAhWel ed6¢caR¢URcWUOYs! HEWAYT 2U0Zs Ws | ¢ AWA LG

} Rt WGYTE¢ s RhdUGH ayllAdIAAEAT YO R AR WA YT 2 UZs b AWGYs | Zq
bl YAT ARDGUYARWGI YTWUt qZs WRUs 3t q! #! TU! ASWYT WGI YT
q! #6 WUc¢c THAt AHRUTWs ! HRWI ¢ U! HEGIOW ¢ THAt AHRUDTWs 4t t ¢
czasu oceny wnioskowsi g ¢ t 7 IJWe A! We ql A G ¢ hWRUOUYs ¢ H! TUYA R WI Y
wl ¢OCHSWGI YTUt qeb AWUGHWG!I ADAWGYT AR¢UWUEHAHY!I 2WwUe¢
UCHYI Zs WqWac¢aq! ARAU! #H6 W t R Ys¢U! A6 WI 0¢ WGYt ARAIIN
nRUC Ut YsUNYAWAs Rt t 1 ADURVDWIRGRqZs WAU¢t Zs Ws WGe U
doprecyzowania A HAWNNZUZs WetUGHOWT YWYGRYt 2 Wt ¢ t RVDURWAG RO Y s !
t YOt ql et B#TecWs URYY t e WITWUH qWAHeT TAYWs! GeNeTGHE WR LW
Hel ¢cs #HADG 2 AWGYURWs ¢7 WTe7 WU¢ WJaqée GRUIWE G Rt YsecURE
t OZHRWAWRT WGW7 €Ato

i URYt t YT ¢s ! WAOYY ! GRWOTWG! Yaqllt qZ sdifihafisgwartéd GH! H6 U
T Yq! #A! U wyOwuwe!l AT YWst Al t gt RWmh@R4yrh stopriuld DY WO ¢ A
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UCHY! Zs WZWRWOWLIYT GYs RUT URYalWdWRWNWGI Yaqllt qZs b HOU
wnioskoW) TR Wa Y Ws Wa! a WOe¢ AYT AWYT OYqYsc¢OYwrTwur ! 0! wGel vy
i Al ZT WeUectRAYs¢cU! AGWG!I Yaqt qqZs Ws WG YaWURRIIWI ¢ TF
SRt Ws Wal ¢t ARIJWI YAGe ql ADUR¢ 1O

Wykres16. 1! URt WAOYY YU! A6 WGI Yqlt qZs W Yaq! #HAGH! HE WY H1J
protest bez
uwzgledniony rozpatrzenia

1
3%

1
3%

w trakcie
rozpatrzenia
9
24%

|

protest
nieuwzgledniony
26
70%

y1 ZT UYx08GI ¢HYs ¢cURWIOs Uct UNOUCOGYT + q¢s RO ¢ U! #HE1O 97 Atoe

W naborachnritOlWs WA UYT YU! A6 Ws URYt t ¢ RS WY W YnRU¢ Ut Ys¢ U
T Yq! #AT UWGI AUDT UWst At qt RGWul ¢TYs! ASWF UqUaRNIIUG
informacyjnych i komunikacyjnych) oraz nr 11 (obszar automatyzacji i robotykiké ¥ T 13T LU

za! H6WI s ZHG6 Wt GUARTCOGRACHTRWI Yq! #A! OYWNZEWAUOYY YU
GYt ARAINNZaU! H6Wuf EWTIt qWeaY W YWAet ¢T ! WHeI T AYWAI
FERIDIYscODWT YWD 27 ! #6 WGI ADT + RY ARY I t g5 Ws WERARRIIT HL
zs! HI ¢U! #6 WT ARNVT ARUWbis Wal ADESWuf EWYT UYqVYsc¢cUYLWH
tteqUARAUYARWEGORE YscURECWT G¢WGI YTUE qZs WAWGYT 2 0L
TUt qWHe I TAYWAI ZY URHYs¢cUcaWUeTs! T+ Ac¢clWs Wuf EWY WelA
Ac A WUAGWRIYf EWUNWLIGT | Y3 JW GYUURAWDGH s