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“Come preparare il RAE 2017” 
 



• Summary of the evaluation through the quantification and assessment of programme 
achievements denoted by all result indicators (primary and secondary contributions). 
• Validation of values of target indicators 
• Answering relevant evaluation questions based on the assessment of the above indicators 
 
Recommended practices:  effects of various financial instruments;  delivery mechanisms 

In the AIR 2017, EQs 
related to the RDP FA 
and other aspects 
(synergies, TA, NRNs) 
shall be answered by 
means of common, 
additional and specific 
result indicators  
 
Years 2014-2016 



AIR 2017 SFC template – point 7 

• Common evaluation question (number and title) 
 

1. Intervention logic of the related FA List of measures contributing to 
the Focus Area (FA) primary and secondary contributions)  

2. Links between judgment criteria and indicators used to answer the 
evaluation question  

3. Description of the quantitative and qualitative methods 
4. Quantitative values of indicators and data sources 
5. Problems encountered influencing the validity and reliability of 

evaluation findings (rec) 
6. Answer to evaluation question 
7. Conclusions and recommendations 

 

4 



Common CMES indicators : common result/target indicators and complementary result 
indicators (CRIs). Also common context indicators can be used. 
Additional indicators (MS) : in case the common indicators are not sufficient. 
 
Programme-specific indicators (MS) :  programme-specific evaluation questions, in the cases 
were common and additional indicators cannot be used for this purpose. 



The evaluation to be reported in 2017 will rely on  
a variety of information 
 
 
• Monitoring data on beneficiaries. 
 
• Additional data collected by evaluators from a sample of beneficiaries. 
 
• Data on non-beneficiaries from national/regional statistics, FADN, annual 
accounts, etc. 
 
• Qualitative information complementing insufficient quantitative data (TA, 
NRNs, delivery mechanisms, etc., or  to answer evaluation questions in case 
of low or no uptake) 



If programme approval is delayed severely.  
low uptake : any information available on potential beneficiaries (applications, 
existing/ongoing contracts) and explain why result indicators could not be calculated.  
no uptake:  the indicators do not have to be calculated and the CEQ does not need 
have to be answered.  
 
Small Programme:  difficult to quantify result indicators and answer the CEQ using 
quantitative methods, due to a lack of data. However, the CMES requirements are 
minimalistic and must be applied in the evaluation (all beneficiaries?) 

However, when there are no completed operations, methods 
based on the theory of change or qualitative assessments can 
be used to get evidence on potential RDP achievements.  
 
The legal acts also require reporting in the AIR on the 
evaluations that have been done in the programme area during 
the previous years.  





Values are based on the quantitative methods decsribed above (CRI or add. indicators), or 
via operations database (target , output) or from statistics databases for CCI or add. 
indicators, if they are used to answer the common evaluation questions . 
 
Gross value is the value of indicator observed within the group of RDP beneficiaries.  
Net value is the value of indicator attributed to the RDP intervention.  





Evaluation methods and 
data needs  
The evaluation approach 
and methods chosen 
have consequences on 
data needs, as the data 
availability has 
implications on the 
selection of methods. 
 
To collect additional 
data is costly  
 
Several stakeholders 
should be involved in 
ensuring the availability 
of data  



ODB 
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WD MONITORING (2014-2020) 



WD MONITORING (2014-2020)  

 

 

IMPLEMENTATION REPORT TABLES 

 

• Table A: Committed expenditure by measure and FA 

• Table B: Realised output indic. by measure and FA  

• Table C: Breakdown type of area, gender, age, FT, … 

• Table D: Progress towards targets  

• Table E: Monitoring of transitional measures  

• Table F: Achievement of the performance framework 



Data collected for 
the evaluation or 
accessed from 
existing databases, 
together with the 
baseline database, 
form a dynamic 
database which will 
feed the evaluation 
process with 
appropriate data.  



 
Transition arrangements ("new budget/old rules").  
For the 2017 AIR, it is necessary to show separately the results achieved with the 
portion of the 2014-2020 budget implemented according to 2007-2013 rules from 
the results achieved with the new 2014-2020 budget implemented with the 2014-
2020 programmes/policy, in both cases evaluating the results using the 2014-2020 
conceptual approach.  

On-going commitments from the previous period 
In the AIR, ongoing commitments made during the 2007-13  
programming period and supported through 2014-20 EAFRD and 
commitments made in 2014  based on the 2007-13 rules and paid through 
2014-2020 EAFRD are monitored in the Tables A, B, C and D. No specific 
distinction is foreseen. 
The additional Table E allows the monitoring of realized EAFRD and total 
public expenditure by measure. This table is based on the model of the 
indicative carry-over table (section 19 of the RDP). 



Specificities of the NRN 
 
There is only one CEQ for NRNs: “To what extent has the national rural network 
contributed to achieving the objectives laid down in Regulation (EU) No 1305/2013, 
Article 54 (2)?” This EQ is supported by three common output indicators.  
 
Due to the limited set of common evaluation elements, Member States are advised 
to define additional indicators which will allow one to answer this NRN-related CEQ. 
 
If desired, Member States may also develop further NRN-related PSEQs and 
programme-specific indicators to answer them.  
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