
 
 
 
 

                                                     

Regulation appeals procedure1 
 
Article 1 
This regulation concerns decisions taken by FOM regarding applications for: 
● the awarding of one or more personnel positions and/or material credit and/or investment 

grant for a project, workgroup or programme, and/or 
● the inclusion of a programme or part of a programme that could lead to such an award. 
Also amendments to or the withdrawal of such decisions fall - mutatis mutandis - under the 
scope of this regulation. 
 
Article 2 
An applicant can lodge an appeal with FOM concerning a decision taken about his application 
as meant under Article 1 within 6 weeks of the decision being published. 
 
Article 3 
The appeal must state reasons for the objection. 
 
Article 4 
The appeal will first be discussed by the complainant and the Head of Research Policy. During 
this meeting, the procedure with respect to the awarding policy of FOM will receive particular 
attention. The complainant will also be given a copy of this regulation. 
 
Article 5 
The complainant then states whether or not he wishes his appeal to be considered in 
accordance with this regulation. If not, then his appeal is only noted. 
 
Article 6 
If the complainant wishes his appeal to be considered in accordance with this regulation then 
the Executive Board appoints an ad hoc committee, which comprises the following persons: 
● 1 member, also chair, from the Executive Board; 
● 1 member as an expert appointed by the Executive Board; 
● 1 member nominated by the complainant. 
The secretariat of this ad hoc committee is provided by the Head of Research Policy or 
somebody on his behalf. 
 
Article 7 
The ad hoc committee will be supplied with all the relevant documents. These should at least 
include: the proposal or the application form of the complainant, the letter of appeal and the 
decision that the appeal is directed against. 
 
Article 8 
The ad hoc committee’s task is: 
8.1 - to determine whether the procedure for reaching a decision has been carefully 

completed; 
8.2 - to ascertain if there are arguments that have not received sufficient weighting and could 

therefore have led to the proposal submitted having received a higher prioritisation with 
the outcome that the proposal should therefore now still be honoured either in full or in 
part; 

8.3 - to issue an advice to the Executive Board based on these findings and to send the 
complainant a copy of this. 

 
1 In cases of doubt the Dutch version of the text takes precedence.   
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Article 9 
Prior to issuing the advice meant under Article 8.3 the ad hoc committee shall in any case hear 
the complainant and the Head of Research Policy. The Head of Research Policy will defend the 
policy adopted by FOM and the complainant will be given the opportunity to challenge this. 
In particular, the complainant can indicate whether, and if so where, in his opinion the 
procedure has not been carried out carefully, or whether incorrect or incomplete advices have 
been used, his rebuttals have not been properly passed on, and which arguments supporting 
his proposal have not received full and proper attention. 
 
Article 10 
If they so wish, the ad hoc committee can hear one or two external experts. 
 
Article 11 
The Executive Board takes a decision based on the advice of the ad hoc committee. It can also 
obtain other advices for this purpose, for example from an existing FOM committee and/or 
one or more external experts. 
 
Article 12 
The Executive Board will issue a reasoned decision and the complainant will be informed of 
this in writing within 6 months of FOM receiving his appeal. The members of the ad hoc 
committee will also receive a copy of the decision. 

- 2 - 


