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DRAFT TABLE OF ASSESSMENT CRITERIA FOR CIRCULAR ECONOMY PROJECTS

Projects dealing with waste recycling or reduction should select one of the cases indicated in the rows from 1 to 4 and provide the requested data . Then data can be provided fo criteria 5, 6 nd 7. 

Indirect projects (such as supporting actions) should only provide data  for criteria 8, 9 and 10 Select only one among the four

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

N. Description Explanation Metrics Additional parameters Assessment indicator Weight Data that should be provided by the applicants

1

Mass of waste resources 

recovered and re-introduced in 

the own production cycle, or

Waste recovered is re-used in the same 

location as a secondary raw material
Kg/year 10

Description of the new process with a clear demonstration of  

quantity, quality and economic value of the waste re-used in the 

same location

2

Industrial symbiosys: Mass of 

waste resources recovered and re-

introduced in another production 

cycle , or

Waste recovered is re-used in another 

location as a secondary raw material
Kg/year 9

Description of the new process with a clear demonstration of   

quantity and quality of the waste recovered, AND statement of the 

owner of the other process that buys the secondary raw material at 

the described cost

3
 Increase in the recyclability of 

waste generated, or

Waste recovered is put on the market as a 

secondary raw material
Kg/year 8

Description of the new process with a clear demonstration of 

quantity, quality and economic value of the waste recovered

4 Avoidance of waste generated The new process generates less waste Kg/year Cost of disposal (€/Kg) 7

Description of the new process with a clear demonstration of  

quantity,  quality and economic value of the waste re-used in the 

same location

5

“Net Energy balance respect to 

the previous system” or “Amount 

of energy recovered” 

The new process consumes less energy or 

same energy of th new process is recovered 
Kwh/year Cost of Energy (€/KWh)

Metrics x additional 

parameter (€/year)
6

Description of the new process with a clear demonstration of the 

quantity of energy saved or recovered

6 Reduction of emissions 
The new process has less emissions respect 

to the old one
CO2 Kg/year (*) Metrics (CO2 Kg/year) 6

Comparative description of the old and new processes, with a clear 

justification of CO2 remission reduction(*)

So
ci

al
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ri
te
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7 Net balance of jobs

Number of new jobs created by the circular 

economy project, minus the number of jobs 

lost in the previous linear process

Number of full 

time working 

units

Metrics (number of full 

time working units: in 

case ofpart time units  

decimals should be used)

6

Comparative description of the old and new processes, with a clear 

justification for new jobs created and old job lost. In case of no jobs 

lost a description of the new tasks for workers previously working at 

the old process should be provided

Ec
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m
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8
 Increase of economic value (lyfe 

cycle)

Ratio of economic value of the new process 

respect to the previous one
% Metrics (%) 6

Comparative description of the old and new processes, with a clear 

justification  of the increased economic value, if any

9
Project promoting  waste 

recycling  

From 1 to 

5

10
Implementation of "green 

procurement" in the project

From 1 to 

5

11
Inclusion of relevant stakeholders 

education on circular economy

From 1 to 

5

(*) In case of other pollutans, a table of equivalence should be used to convert them into CO2 equivalent emissions - https://climatechangeconnection.org/emissions/co2-equivalents/  

Score assigned by the evaluators on the basis of the information 

contained in the project proposal : 0 = not complying with the 

criterion; 1 = poor; 2 = fair; 3 = good; 4 = very good; 5 =excellent
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A questionnaire is hosted in ECESP and publicized during their event on 21 February 

Results will be discussed in a Policy Lab hosted by EESC on 30 May 2018 in Brussels 



QUESTIONNAIRE TO BE 
PUBLICIZED !!! 



EXPLOITATION 
DG REGIO is ready to support the Pilot Action (experts sent to 
the Regions) – discussion on “how to…” 

Policy Lab maintained also after the end of the SCREEN project: 
discussion on “how to…”. 

 Coordination of the experts’ support and sharing problems and 
solutions 

 Continuing the discussion on the practical application of the 
assessment criteria after the questionnaire results 

Definition of a figure “Circular Economy facilitator” (focal point 
inside regional offices): functions and training needs 

TUSCIA University has initiated the procedures for a master 
degree (2 years) in “Circular Economy” , to be held in English. 



SCREEN 

Thank you for your Attention! 

                        Our work is still in progress……. 


