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Dear Prof. Sierra, 

Thank you for submitting your short proposal entitled: "Using pragmatics for finding relevant and 

reliable online information" to the ICT FET-Open Call (FP7-ICT-2011-C). 

The Commission services, with the help of independent experts, have evaluated your short 

proposal, in accordance with the terms of the FP7 Rules for submission of proposals, and the 

related evaluation, selection and award procedures. You will find attached a copy of the evaluation 

summary report (ESR) for your proposal. 

I am sorry to inform you that your short proposal did not pass the evaluation threshold. You are 

therefore not eligible to proceed to the next step and cannot submit a full proposal. 

Please note that this letter only provides the outcome of the evaluation process. The Commission 

will at a later date issue formal rejection decisions. 

Please inform the other participants in this short proposal of the content of this letter. Should you 

require any further information on this matter, please do not hesitate to contact Pascal Drabik 

(Tel: +32 2-295-48-24, Email: Pascal.Drabik@ec.europa.eu). 

Finally, let me take this opportunity to thank you and your fellow consortium members for the 

interest shown in FET Open. Please be aware that the call FP7-ICT-201 l-С continues to be open 

for the submission of short proposals until 11 September 2012. 

Head of Unit 

Enclosure: Evaluation Summary Report 
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Comments on Scientific & Technological strengths and weaknesses of this proposal: 

The proposal suggests a new paradigm for searching and navigating through online 
information, building upon natural language processing, argumentation theory, and trust 
and reputation mechanisms, and accessed through advanced user interfaces. 

The proposal does not critique existing search techniques nor motivates why this new 
type of search would be needed. Why, for instance, should the logic-based approach be 
superior to more linguistically oriented approaches? More fundamentally, the concept 
suffers from a number of unresolved tensions whose inadequate resolution rather limit 
the standpoint of the proposal to a reductionist one - presenting simplified processes 
rather than foundational solutions. For example, the aim to give the audience access to 
both pro and con information, while at the same time limiting the information sources to 
what one's own community trusts and considers acceptable, risks to create a kind of 
tunnel vision, hiding important facts from the user. In addition, infinite nuances exist 
between attacking or supporting a point of view. Moreover, no information is ever 
"impartial"- the people or institutions who produced it having their own values and 
motives. Also, the focus on "online knowledge" appears to underestimate that the 
passage from information to knowledge involves intemalisation and sense-making. 
Similarly, what people consider to be the truth is influenced by a multitude of social 
political, economical and cultural factors. The necessity to deal with a multitude of 
languages, as well as the level of information (conceptual) literacy that is required for 
navigating argumentation graph are not adequately addressed either. 

The proposal's effective reliance on existing technologies and methods limits its 
breakthrough nature. Adding argument structures to text for IR purposes is not new, and 
neither is adding reputation mechanisms - depending on how this is done. It is not clear 
from the proposal whether it will be integrated with argumentation information or as an 
add-on. Similarly, the proposal mentions non-text/video material, but does not clarify 
how argumentation theory will be applied to or elaborated for this media. 

The S/T work plan is carefully designed, well presented and plausible. However, some 
open questions remain: how will argumentation research develop from sentence to text 
to multiple texts level (to potentially non-text level)? What about sentiment analysis? 
Why is argument evaluation done mainly on DeLP? 

S&Tscore: 
(Threshold: 4/5) 

2.5 

Any other remarks: 

0: The proposal fails to address the criterion under examination or cannot be judged due to missing or incomplete information. 
1: Poor The criterion is addressed in an inadequate manner, or there are serious inherent -weaknesses. 
2: Fair While the proposal broadly addresses the criterion, there are significant weaknesses. 
3: Good The proposal addresses the criterion well, although improvements would be necessary. 
4: Very good The proposal addresses the criterion very well, although certain improvements are still possible. 
5: Excellent The proposal successfully addresses all relevant aspects of the criterion in question. Any shortcomings are minor. 


