	Number and Title of Operational Programme:
	3
	INFRASTRUCTURE AND SERVICES

	Number and Title of Priority:
	3.2
	PROMOTION OF TERRITORIAL ACCESSIBILITY AND ATTAINABILITY

	Number and Title of Measure: 
	3.2.2
	ICT INFRASTRUCTURE AND SERVICES

	Number and Title of Activity:
	3.2.2.3
	PROVISION OF EQUAL ACCESS OPPORTUNITIES TO ELECTRONIC COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES IN THE WHOLE TERRITORY OF THE COUNTRY (DEVELOPMENT OF BROADBAND NETWORK) 

	Project Selection Procedure:
	
	LIMITED SELECTION OF PROJECT APPLICATIONS

	Competent Institution:
	
	MINISTRY OF TRANSPORT


	1. QUALITY CRITERIA
	Evaluation System


	
	Points

	1. 
	Minimum number of optical strands to be laid up to connection points according to project application
	The project application should yields at least a 3 points for criteria

	1.1. 
	Minimum number of optical strands in an optical cable above 98
	14

	1.2. 
	Minimum number of optical strands in an optical cable from 73 to 98 inclusive
	10

	1.3. 
	Minimum number of optical strands in an optical cable from 14 to 72 inclusive
	3

	1.4. 
	Minimum number of optical strands in an optical cable from 0 to 13 inclusive
	0

	2. 
	Evaluation of planned connection point numbers according to project application
	The project application should yields at least a 5 points for criteria

	2.1. 
	Above 400 connection points
	12

	2.2. 
	250 to 400 connection points
	10

	2.3. 
	150 to 249 connection points
	5

	2.4. 
	0 to 149 connection points
	0

	3. 
	Project implementation deadline evaluation
	

	3.1. 
	Less than 2 years
	5

	3.2. 
	From 2 years and less than 4
	3

	3.3. 
	From 4 years
	0

	4. 
	Evaluation of planned support from the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) according to project application
	

	4.1. 
	ERDF co-financing ratio in total referable costs of the project is below 70 %
	7

	4.2. 
	ERDF co-financing ratio in total referable costs of the project is from 70 to 75 % 
	5

	4.3. 
	ERDF co-financing ratio in total referable costs of the project is from 75.01 to 80 % 
	3

	4.4. 
	ERDF co-financing ratio in total referable costs of the project is from 80.01 to 87.18 % 
	1

	4.5. 
	ERDF co-financing ratio in total referable costs of the project is over 87.18 % 
	0

	2. ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA
	
	

	2.1. PROJECT APPLICANT ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA
	Evaluation System
	

	
	Yes / No
	

	5. 4.
	The project applicant is the project applicant that is definite in the Cabinet of Ministers’ regulations on the implementation of the activity 
	
	N

	6. 
	The project applicant has received the competent institution’s invitation to submit the project application
	
	N

	7. 5.
	The amount of the ERDF financing requested by the project applicant does not exceed the amount determined in the Cabinet of Ministers’ regulation on the availability of ERDF financing for activity implementation
	
	N

	8. 6.
	The project applicant has not been declared insolvent, is not undergoing recovery or legal protection, is not in the phase of liquidation and its commercial activity is not suspended or terminated
	
	N

	9. 8.
	The project applicant does not have outstanding payments of taxes and overdue state social security obligatory payments
	
	N

	10. 9.
	The person in interest of the project applicant has not committed a criminal offence, which affected Latvian Republic or the European Union's financial interests, and there are not applied compulsory measures to the project applicant in accordance with the Criminal Law
	
	N

	11. 
	The project applicant has not been penalized for infringement of Article 189.2  (3) of Latvian Administrative Violations Code or it does not have compulsory measures for criminal offence regarding to Article 280 (2) of The Criminal Law applied on
	
	N

	12. 10.
	The project application contains a description of project management, implementation and monitoring system
	
	N

	13. 11.
	The project application specifies the resources necessary for the implementation of the project (human resources, personnel qualifications and responsibilities, technical facilities, available technologies)
	
	N

	14. 12.
	The project applicant possesses sufficient and steady financial resources to ensure project implementation from those resources (using own revenue or loans)
	
	N

	15. 14.
	The project applicant has sufficient human resources with necessary qualifications, including the following:

- Project manager with higher education in telecommunications, computer science or management science and at least 3 years of experience in telecommunications network implementation projects;

- Two electronic communications network experts with higher education in telecommunications or computer sciences;

- Security expert/system auditor with higher education in telecommunications or computer sciences;

- One accountant/finance officer with at least 3 years of experience in financial accounting
	
	P

	16. 16.
	The project applicant agrees to provide funding from own resources in case of project cost increase
	
	N

	2.2. PROJECT ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA
	Evaluation System
	

	
	Yes / No
	

	17. 17.
	The project application foresees the creation of optical electronic communications network, that ensure possibility for at least five electronic communications service provider get connection at each connection point, taking into account their planed capacity demand
	
	P

	18. 15.
	The project application provides for creating electronic communications network up to connection points where, according to the Ministry of Transport's information, no optical technology-based connections are established and no such connections are planned for implementation in the next three years
	
	N

	19. 
	The project application provides for maintaining the technologic neutrality principle in connection points 
	
	N

	20. 
	Subsequent to project implementation revenues from the infrastructure envisaged in the project application cover maintenance costs 
	
	N

	21. 19.
	Cost-benefit analysis carried out for the project
	
	N

	22. 20.
	Real financial discount rate of 10 % is applied in the cost-benefit analysis
	
	N

	23. 21.
	Social discount rate of 5.5 % is applied in the cost-benefit analysis
	
	N

	24. 22.
	The Financial Net Present Value of investment in the project is below zero (FNPV/C<0)
	
	N

	25. 23.
	The Financial Rate of Return on investment in the project is below 10 % (FRR/C<10%)
	
	N

	26. 24.
	The difference between project benefits (B) and costs (C) is higher than one (B/C >1) (considering investment under the framework of the project)
	
	N

	27. 25.
	The intensity of deployment of the required ERDF financing is justified by the results of the project’s financial analysis
	
	N

	28. 26.
	Sensitivity and risk analysis has been conducted for the project
	
	N

	29. 27.
	The due monitoring indicators are clearly specified in the project application, these indicators are measurable and compliant with the monitoring indicators as in the Cabinet of Ministers’ regulation on activity implementation
	
	P

	30. 28.
	Project result sustainability will be ensured for at least a period of 7 years after the project is implemented
	
	N

	31. 29.
	The publicity and visual identity measures under the project framework are compliant with the normative acts concerning the fulfilment of the European Union’s fund publicity and visual identity requirements
	
	N

	32. 30.
	The referable costs of the project have not been and are not being financed or co-financed by any other financial source of the European Union, state or local government budget funds
	
	N

	33. 31.
	The project implementation will be completed till August 13, 2015
	
	N

	34. 
	In relation to the activity objectives, the implementation plan of the project is well-grounded, understandable and convincing in terms of meeting the objectives / deliverables and providing problem solutions as defined
	
	N

	35. 
	The project foresees establishment of connection points in the regional centers, which corresponds to the "white area" criteria
	
	P

	36. 
	Connection points in regional territorial units are defined in order of priority, taking into account the population and the number of electronic merchants who provide electronic communications services in the relevant territorial unit.
	
	P

	37. 32.
	The project will promote balanced territorial development, providing creation of access points in a percentage of the total eligible project costs:
In planning region of Latgale at least 20%;
In planning region of Riga at least 5%;

In planning region of Kurzeme at least 15%;

In planning region of Vidzeme at least 15%;

In planning region of Zemgale at least 15%.
	
	P

	3. ADMINISTRATIVE CRITERIA
	Evaluation System
	

	
	Yes / No 
	

	38. 33.
	The project application has been submitted in due time
	
	N

	39. 34.
	The project application is prepared in printed form (not applicable to project applications submitted in the form of electronic document)
	
	N

	40. 35.
	The project application is in the Latvian language
	
	N

	41. 36.
	The project application meets the requirements regarding the preparation and layout specifications in the relevant normative acts
	
	P

	42. 37.
	A master copy of the project application is submitted
	
	P

	43. 38.
	An electronic version of the project application is attached

(appendices are not required)
	
	P

	44. 39.
	The project application is prepared in accordance with the application form for the respective activity
	
	N

	45. 40.
	The project application is completely filled out, including appendices as specified in the Cabinet of Ministers’ regulation regarding the activity implementation 
	
	P

	46. 41.
	If the applicant plans to co-finance the project from a loan, attached is the loan giver’s written confirmation of the loan amount sufficient for the implementation of the project
	
	N

	47. 42.
	The project application is signed the applicant organisation’s representative of signatory power or a person authorised by that representative
	
	N

	48. 43.
	The financial calculations in the project application are expressed in lats (LVL)
	
	N

	49. 44.
	Cost positions and amounts in the project application comply with the specifications of cost positions and amounts defined in the Cabinet of Ministers’ regulation regarding the activity implementation
	
	P

	50. 45.
	The funding plan and budget summary in the project application contain no arithmetic errors and are filled out appropriately. The project costs (total referable costs, total non-referable costs and overall costs) in the project estimate (this includes all key positions) are arithmetically correct and compliant with the cost limits defined in the Cabinet of Ministers’ regulation regarding the activity implementation
	
	P

	4. FUNDING ALLOCATION CRITERIA
	Evaluation System
	

	
	Yes / No 
	

	51. 46.
	The project application will be forwarded for approval if it complies with evaluation criteria Nos. 5, 6, 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, 38, 39, 40, 44,  46, 47, 48. and yields at least a total of  9 points for criteria Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4.
	
	N


N – Project application rejected in case of negative evaluation 

P – In case of negative evaluation, the project is approved conditionally (the applicant has to ensure criteria compliance within the defined timeframe)
3223_SM_EN_29062011; Project application evaluation criteria for 3.2.2.3 activity „Provision of equal access opportunities to electronic communications services in the whole territory of the country (development of broadband network)”


