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1. Introduction
The evaluation of ARs is conducted by experts with knowledge and expertise from all areas of the DCF. To efficiently address the large amount of information to be evaluated, the work during assessment EWGs is carried out in sub-groups based on the expertise of the evaluators. 
In order to ensure that the results from different evaluators are comparable and transparent, there is a need to ensure a consistent approach for evaluation of ARs. 
This document provides a set of rules/assessment criteria to guide evaluators of ARs and to increase consistency in the responses from different evaluators. In addition to the existing guidance for evaluators, the aim of the set of criteria is to provide guidance to the pre-screeners and evaluators at future EWGs and should not have legal status. The document should be a living document and updated after each EWG evaluating ARs, if needed. 

2. General principles
For each AR section assess whether the MS executed the data collection in accordance with the NWP.

2.1. EWG evaluators should consider the following approach when evaluating the ARs in the provided evaluation grid provided in the Excel:

· In order for the Commission to be able to assess whether further clarification or action is required from MSs, all EWG comments need to be clear, self-explanatory and consistent. 

· At the start of the EWG, the results from the pre-screening will be included in the evaluation grid under the heading ´Manual pre-screening´. If the issue has been marked as N, the pre-screeners have identified whether the issues is considered minor or major. The proposed final comments from the pre-screeners are the issues that should have priority for evaluation during the EWG. 

· The EWG is requested to make a final judgement based on the pre-screeners' input and provide a comment and a potential action needed. 

· For issues that are identified as major by the EWG the MS can be requested to resubmit the relevant part of the AR. For issues that are identified as minor by the EWG the MS can be requested to provide an explanation in the ping-pong process. 

· The impacts of Covid-19 on 2020 data collection activities will be evident in the 2020 and 2021 ARs and differences in reporting compared to previous years are expected. Reported effects due to Covid-19 should be differentiated from other factors in the AR evaluation grid and in the overall presentation of the evaluation results in the EWG report by shading the cells. MS have been providing quarterly report on the implementation of the data collection to the RCGs. These reports can be used as reference for these cases. 


2.2 Evaluators should complete the assessment of the relevant sections of the AR in the assessment grid as follows: 

· The assessment results from the EWG should be filled in the below columns: 
	EWG comment
	EWG judgement

	EWG: Action needed?





· Assess issues flagged by the pre-screeners as minor and major. If pre-screeners have put Y (in the column “manual pre-screening) fill the below cells accordingly: 

	EWG comment
	EWG judgement

	EWG: Action needed?


	No comment

	Yes

	No action needed



 

· No cells should be left empty. If the section is not relevant for the MS fill the cells accordingly:
	EWG comment
	EWG judgement

	EWG: Action needed?


	NA
	NA
	NA




· Concerning the question: Are there any deviations? If the answer from MS is no. Fill the cells accordingly: 

	EWG comment
	EWG judgement

	EWG: Action needed?


	No deviations 
	Yes 
	No action needed



· Concerning the question: Are there any deviations? If the answer from the MS is yes. Fill the cells accordingly: 

	EWG comment
	EWG judgement

	EWG: Action needed?


	Deviations exist
	No, mostly, partly
	Action needed







