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According to the rules of the TAP programme all deliverables shall be subject to a peer review organised by the consortium. The peer review process is one whereby a deliverable is tested for quality prior to its submission to the Commission. The purpose of the review is to ensure that the project deliverables are of high quality, state-of-the-art and meeting user requirements in this field.


The ‘depth’ of the review should reflect the importance and value of the deliverable. Some deliverables may merit a short review process (and a very brief review report), others may need a more substantial report but this should not exceed five pages.


Different procedures might be adopted for different deliverables. For the deliverables currently under review (D2.1 Contact Plan, D3.1 User Requirements Study, D4.1 EuroView Schema) following procedure is proposed:


The review procedure is based on email. A mailing list is established for the purpose of the review. The deliverables under review and  short description of the peer review, its purpose and procedure (this paper) is distributed on this mailing list.


The peer reviewers send their remarks and comments to the mailing list. The mailing list can also be used to ask any question for clarification, and they will be answered by EuroView on that mailing list. The remarks and comments of the peer reviewers are assembled in one consolidated peer review report by the project manager three weeks after the dissemination of the documentation package. This report accompanies the deliverable submitted to the Commission.


The remarks and comments of the peer reviewers should address, amongst others, the following questions:


Is the deliverable relevant, does it contribute to research in this field, is it ‘state-of-the-art’?


Does it meets the objectives of the work package and the project?


Is the deliverable well presented, clear and coherent?


Does the deliverable address a real need (either in the research or the user context)?


The peer reviewers should provide a short (2/3 lines) CV for the peer review report.
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(footnote continued)
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