


The Chairman recalled that the Academic Senate, in its meeting of 18/11/2013, had already examined the issue in question and, following some food for thought emerging during the discussion, had decided to give a mandate to the Research Commission to continue the investigation, in coordination with Prof. Lozza for issues related to teaching.

The Chairman therefore gave the floor to Prof.. Della Torre, Coordinator of the Research Commission, who informed that he had been in contact with Prof. Lozza and illustrated the outcome of the Research Commission meeting of 11.12.2013 in detail. (Att. no. 106/1‐2)

Dr. Dama pointed out that the text presented had been prepared subsequent to the above-mentioned meeting of the Research Commission in which, after extensive discussion, in his opinion there were still a number of points to be clarified, such as the need to specify that the procedures could be applied to all types of calls, including preselection of PRINs (Research Programmes of National Interest), and identification of a clear preliminary investigation procedure for each type of call. For this reason, he did not share the work methods of the Commission and the document submitted today.
He recalled that the need to specify the procedures for the calls in question arose from a request of the Transparency Authority.
Dr. Dama pointed out that he had not proposed amendments via email, since he considered that the text submitted ought to be resubmitted to the Research Commission and revised, taking into account both the above elements, as well as the fact that the preliminary investigation of the Commissions on calls was by default bypassed and delegated to the Coordinators of the Commissions themselves, with unclear procedures. There was also no mention of the possibility of resorting to an external review and of the need, that he considered appropriate, to involve the AS in the event of complex procedures, since the commissions are only preliminary investigations. He concluded by underlining that he did not share the selection criterion of the Evaluation Committee and considered it appropriate that the minutes of the Evaluation Committee should be made available in ways similar to those of other preliminary investigation commissions and that the results and justifications should be made known to all and not only to those concerned.

The President, before putting the text submitted to the vote, asked whether there were specific amendment proposals.

Dr. Dama, as first amendment, proposed to introduce the following "foreword":

“The selection of proposals has the objective of maximising the chances of success and to this end, where possible, for research projects, assessment by external reviewers should be used”.
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Present	19
Votes in favour	  1 (Dr. Dama) 
Votes against	15
Abstentions	3 (Dr. Ferragina, Messrs. Castelli Dezza, Favino)

The Academic Senate with a majority did not approve.

Dr. Dama, as second amendment, proposed that the justification of the Evaluation Committee be made public on the INTRANET site and, therefore, not only to the parties concerned.
Present	19
Votes in favour	  1 (Dr. Dama) 
Votes against	12
Abstentions	6 (Messrs. Giannico, Favino, Castelli Dezza, Dr. Ferragina, Rota, Pasqui, Grecchi)

The Academic Senate with a majority did not approve.

Dr. Dama, as third amendment, proposed that the minutes of Commission meetings be published on the INTRANET site.
Present	19
Votes in favour	11
Votes against	3 (Profs. Della Torre, Ciccacci, Pernici)
Abstentions	5 (Prof. Azzone, Rota, Grecchi, Messrs. Castelli Dezza, Giannico)

The Academic Senate approved with a majority.

The  put to the vote the document submitted with the approved amendment.

	Present
	19

	Votes in favour
	18

	Votes against
	0


Abstentions	1 (Dr. Dama)

The Academic Senate approved with a majority. The approved document is as per the attached documentation. (Att. no. 107/1‐2)

[bookmark: _GoBack]The Chairman then asked the Senators to submit proposals for the composition of the Evaluation Committee for the next meeting.
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