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Introduzione

* Obiettivo principale: analizzare i progressi fatti dagli SM
nell’attuazione dei PV dei PSR nel 2017

* Fonte: Capitolo 2 di 115 RAA inviate nel 2018
 Metodo: analisi qualitative e quantitative
» Risultati: pubblicati alla fine del 2018

e Uso dell’assessment:

o Strategic report 2017 sull’attuazione dei Fondi SIE della
Commissione (si veda Capitolo 10 del Commission Staff \Working
Document)

o Summary report dell’Evaluation Helpdesk

o Collezione di BP e lezioni per un miglior reporting



http://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/docoffic/official/reports/strat_rep_2017/strat_rep_2017_swd_en.pdf
https://enrd.ec.europa.eu/evaluation/publications/summary-report-assessment-implementation-evaluation-plans-rdps-2014-2020_en
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Alcuni trends preliminari... e §

Figura 1. Comparazione delle informazioni riportate nel Capitolo 2 tra RAA 2017 e 2018

Number of reported

Reported information related to information in...

sub section:

a) modifications made to the evaluation plan, with their

Justification

b) evaluation activities undertaken
c) activities undertaken in relation to data

d) completed evaluations

e) AIRs containing summaries of completed evaluation,
with a focus on findings

65

f) commun/cat/on qchw?:eg undertaken in relation to 280 t 344
publicising evaluation findings
g) follow-up given to evaluation results 169 t 544

Fonte: European Evaluation Helpdesk for Rural Development (2018)
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Relatore
Note di presentazione
To understand the overall progress made by the Member States in implementing the RDP evaluation plan, Figure 1 shows some selected trends in the number of information reported in each sub-section of Chapter, by comparing the AIRs submitted in 2017 and 2018.

Apart from sub-section a), Figure 2 shows that the overall level of information reported in the AIRs submitted in 2018 has become more extensive and detailed for almost all the sub-sections of Chapter 2. This increase is particularly evident with a significant higher number of reported activities in sub-section f) Communication activities and g) Follow up given to evaluation results. 

This increase in number is mainly linked to the evaluation activities and findings obtained with the AIRs submitted in 2017.
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Valutazioni completate riportate nelle _, #ewesc
RAA 2018

Priorita e Focus Area del PSR

Aree tematiche specifiche (innovazione, ambiente, RRN,
sinergie tra PSR e altri Fondi SIE)
‘ Monitoraggio e valutazione del PSR
‘ Procedure di attuazione del PSR
Altro (es. Valutazioni ex post dei PSR 2007-2013 o ex ante dei
PSR 2014-2020)

Le valutazioni
completate
riportate nel 2018
erano relative a ...



Relatore
Note di presentazione
192 completed evaluations have been reported in sub-section d). This corresponds to an increase of 28% compared to the reporting period 2017. In this slide, the topics covered by the completed evaluations are displayed. 

More than half of the completed evaluations (67%) were directly linked to the RDP priorities and focus areas, especially with RDP Priority 4 Restoring, preserving and enhancing ecosystems. 

In addition, Member States reported completed evaluations on:
Specific thematic areas, such as innovation, environment, NRN, technical assistance, etc.
RDP monitoring and evaluation system, such as review of the methodologies and database; 
RDP delivery mechanism, such as cost-efficiency analysis of the administrative procedures or survey to beneficiaries to assess their level of satisfaction with the delivery mechanism.

To complete this picture, other types of completed evaluations were reported, which might not correspond to the calendar year 2017 or might not be relevant for evaluation purpose (e.g. a map showing information on the Local Action Groups and the objectives of CLLD strategy).


Esempi di valutazioni completate relative alle

Priorita e Focus Area del PSR
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FOR RURAL DEVELOPMENT

Priorita 2 e 3 relative all’'obiettivo 1

della PAC: Favorire la competitivita
in Agricoltura

Priorita 4 e 5 relative all’obiettivo 2
=l della PAC: Assicurare la gestione
sostenibile delle risorse naturali

Priorita 6 relativa all’obiettivo 3 della

PAC: Raggiungere uno sviluppo
territoriale equilibrato

Titolo: Summary of the evaluation of
RDP potential to support innovation

PSR: ES - La Rioja
Anno: 2018

Abstract: Il rapporto presenta
un’analisi concettuale del supporto
delle misure del PSR all'innovazione
nelle aree rurali

Lingua: Spagnolo

Link al rapporto:
http://www.larioja.org/larioja-
client/cm/agricultura/images?idMmedia=9
90222



Relatore
Note di presentazione
This short report present an conceptual analysis of how different RDP measures have been designed to contribute towards the RDP cross-cutting objective: innovation. This practice is also recommended in the Chapter 2.2: screening RDP innovation potential of the guidelines on “Evaluation of Innovation in RDPs 2014-2020” (translated in 23 languages). See hyperlink: https://enrd.ec.europa.eu/evaluation/publications/evaluation-innovation-rural-development-programmes-2014-2020_en 

http://www.larioja.org/larioja-client/cm/agricultura/images?idMmedia=990222
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Esempi di valutazioni completate relative alle

Priorita e Focus Area del PSR
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Priorita 2 e 3 relative all’obiettivo 1

della PAC: Favorire la competitivita
in Agricoltura

Priorita 4 e 5 relative all’obiettivo 2
=l della PAC: Assicurare la gestione
sostenibile delle risorse naturali

Priorita 6 relativa all’obiettivo 3 della

PAC: Raggiungere uno sviluppo
territoriale equilibrato
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Titolo: Calculation of RDP economic
impacts

PSR: BE - Flanders
Anno: 2017

Abstract: Lo studio applica un’analisi
econometrica sugli effetti economici
del PSR sulle aziende beneficiarie

Lingua: Fiammingo

Link al rapporto:
https://lv.vlaanderen.be/sites/default/files/a
ttachments/economische impact pdpo i

digi.pdf



Relatore
Note di presentazione
This evaluation shows the application of econometric analysis (regression) on a number of economic parameters, including also the complementary result indicator R2 (change in agricultural output on supported farm). The result indicators are assessed for each RDP focus area. 

For more information on how to assess RDP results and answer the Common Evaluation Questions related to the RDP Focus Areas, please have a look at the guidelines:  “Assessment of RDP results: how to prepare for reporting on evaluation in 2017. See hyperlink: https://enrd.ec.europa.eu/evaluation/thematic-working-groups/thematic-working-group-1-assessment-rdp-results-how-prepare_en 



https://lv.vlaanderen.be/sites/default/files/attachments/economische_impact_pdpo_iii_digi.pdf
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Priorita 2 e 3 relative all’'obiettivo 1

della PAC: Favorire la competitivita
in Agricoltura

Priorita 4 e 5 relative all’'obiettivo 2
=l della PAC: Assicurare la gestione
sostenibile delle risorse naturali

Priorita 6 relativa all’obiettivo 3 della

PAC: Raggiungere uno sviluppo
territoriale equilibrato
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Titolo: Assessment of Soil Quality
indicators in areas supported by RDP
2014-2020 measures

PSR: Lettonia

Anno: 2017

Abstract: Lo studio analizza |
cambiamenti nelle caratteristiche
agro-chimiche del suolo (2009 —
2016)

Lingua: Lettone

Link al rapporto:
http://www.arei.lv/sites/arei/files/files/lapas
/LAP pasakumu ietekme uz augsnes ra
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Relatore
Note di presentazione
Indicators: 
Soil organic matter
Reaction of the soil (phosphorus and potassium used for plants; degree of soil agrochemical cultivation) 

Time series of data collection: Data collected annually.
Data analysed during the period from 2009 to 2016. The data are divided into two periods: Period I - 2009-2013, Period II - 2014-2016.
The data of period I was used to judge the agrochemical characteristics of soils at the time when the implementation of the RDP 2014-2020 was started.
Period II data - to analyse the general trends of changes in agrochemical indicators in the first three years of the implementation of the RDP 2014-2020.

Data collected for beneficiaries and for control groups.

Unit of analysis: ha
Results are provided for NUTS 2 level and also for NUTS 3 level.

http://www.arei.lv/sites/arei/files/files/lapas/LAP_pasakumu_ietekme_uz_augsnes_raditajiem_2017.pdf
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Priorita 2 e 3 relative all’'obiettivo 1

della PAC: Favorire la competitivita
in Agricoltura

Priorita 4 e 5 relative all’obiettivo 2
=l della PAC: Assicurare la gestione
sostenibile delle risorse naturali

Priorita 6 relativa all’obiettivo 3 della

PAC: Raggiungere uno sviluppo
territoriale equilibrato
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Titolo: Evaluation of the monitoring
and evaluation systems in CLLD
Strategies approved for the Local
Action Groups under the RDP 2014-
2020

PSR: Polonia
Anno: 2017

Abstract: Lo studio contiene una
valutazione completa della strategia di
M&V del LEADER/CLLD

Lingua: Polacco

Link al rapporto:
http://archiwum.minrol.gov.pl/content/download/6
1514/337819/version/1/file/Raport%20koncowy
Ewaluacja LGD 7 04.pdf



Relatore
Note di presentazione
This report summarises a research that aimed at assessment of solutions proposed by the Local Action Groups (LAG) in regard to monitoring and evaluating of the Local Development Strategy (LDS) and indicating proposals to be used during implementation of useful LDS monitoring and evaluation system. The primary sources of knowledge, used in the research, were: CAWI survey with LAG representatives (215 surveys acquired), desk research analysis of LDS documentation, qualitative research with representatives of LAG, Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Development, and Marshall Offices. Additional methods used at the stage of analysis and recommendation forming were: foreign praxis case studies, educational simulation game “knowledge brokers”, and analysis of reports from LDS realisation. 

For more information on the evaluation of LEADER/CLLD, please have a look at the guidelines: Evaluation of LEADER/CLLD. See hyperlink: https://enrd.ec.europa.eu/evaluation/thematic-working-groups/thematic-working-group-3-evaluation-leaderclld_en 

http://archiwum.minrol.gov.pl/content/download/61514/337819/version/1/file/Raport%20koncowy_Ewaluacja_LGD_7_04.pdf
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Note sul reporting ot oo |

@ Alcune RAA includono buoni esempi su:
o Metodologie e collezione dei dati
o Manuali sulla valutazione del LEADER
o Coordinamento delle valutazioni

@ In alcuni casi, le informazioni sono descritte in
modo conciso e rilevante

Il livello di completezza del Capitolo 2 delle

RAA inviate nel 2018 é stato generalmente alto!



Relatore
Note di presentazione
The following positive observations can be identified from the screening of the AIRs submitted in 2018: 

1.	The AIRs were rich of interesting cases concerning different evaluation aspects: 
Methodologies and data collection (e.g. visualization tool to show CAP Indicators in Finland http://stat.luke.fi/en/indikaattorit or modelling nutrient leakages in Finland: http://aland.smhi.se/ ) 
Evaluation handbook and technical material developed by the Member States, such on LEADER (PL, UK Wales, BE Wallonia)
Coordination of evaluation (e.g. partnership with public institutes such as University of Louvain and Wallonia RDP Managing Authority, or establishment of evaluation steering group in IT NRN) 

In some cases, evaluation activities were described in a concise manner. For instance, in sub-section b), the information described straightforwardly what activities were undertaken, without giving a an extensive focus on how and why they were conducted. 
In more than 60% of the AIRs, from 5 to 7 sub-sections of chapter 2 were filled out! However, the level of completeness, as well as the quality of information reported, vary across the Member States. 
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Note sul reporting = w

Le informazioni riportate fanno a volte
riferimento ad anni diversi dal corretto
reporting year;

Ripetizioni di informazioni simili nelle diverse
sotto sezioni del Capitolo 2;

Hyperlinks mancanti alle valutazioni
pubblicate o alle attivita di comunicazione, o
website generici;

Sono state riportate conclusioni e
raccomandazioni al posto di chiare attivita di
follow-up nella sezione g)



Relatore
Note di presentazione
Despite the overall increase in the number of information reported in the AIRs submitted in 2018, specific areas of improvement can be observed with a view of better reporting on the progress in implementing the RDP evaluation plan.  Specifically, the analysis of the information reported in Chapter 2 was challenging in the following situations:
•	Reported information is sometimes referred to calendar years different from 2017 (e.g. ex post and ex ante evaluation carried out or published in 2016 have been reported in the AIR submitted in 2018=which should cover the  calendar year 2017). 
•	Repetitions of similar information across various sub-sections of Chapter 2, e.g. between the abstracts of completed evaluations in sub-section d) and the summary of completed evaluations, with a focus on findings, in sub-section e);
•	Missing hyperlinks to published evaluations or communication activities, or reported hyperlinks that lead to generic websites in which the right information is difficult to access; 
•	Conclusions and recommendations were reported instead of clear follow-up activities in section g).
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Raccomandazioni su come migliorare il .. |
reporting nel Capitolo 2 della RAA

v Riportare solo le informazioni corrispondenti allanno precedente;
v" Descrivere le attivita di valutazione in modo sintetico e diretto;
v’ Evitare ripetizioni delle stesse informazioni;

v Nella sotto-sezione e), il summary dovrebbe concentrarsi sui
principali risultati, possibilmente in modo conciso e sistematico;

v Rendere disponibili gli hyperlinks alle pubblicazioni e assicurare
che le informazioni siano facilmente accessibili;

v Nella sotto-sezione g), concentrarsi solo sulle attivita di follow-up
Intraprese, evitando di enumerare le conclusioni e
raccomandazioni delle valuazioni.



Relatore
Note di presentazione
Based on the specific areas observed above, the following recommendations for better reporting in the AIRs can be given to Member States: 

•	Report only the information corresponding to the previous calendar year (i.e. the progress made in 2018 should be reported in the AIRs to be submitted in 2019); 
•	Describe evaluation activities in a synthetic and straightforward manner (e.g. avoid describing the whole process behind a main activity);
•	Avoid repetitions among sub-sections. For instance, do not repeat the same information in the abstracts of completed evaluations to be reported in sub-section d) and in the summaries of completed evaluations to be reported in sub-section e). 
•	In sub-section e), the summary should focus mainly on findings, possibly described in a concise and systematic manner (e.g. provide numbers with a unit of measurement); 
•	Ensure that the reported hyperlinks work, and that the information can be easily accessed; 
•	In sub-section g), focus only on follow-up actions undertaken, without listing the conclusions and recommendations of evaluations.
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E per finire...

http://agridata.ec.europa.eu/extensions/DataPortal/cmef in
dicators.html



http://agridata.ec.europa.eu/extensions/DataPortal/cmef_indicators.html
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Grazie per 'attenzione!

European Evaluation Helpdesk for Rural Development
Boulevard Saint Michel 77-79
B-1040 Brussels
Tel. +32 2 7375130
E-mail info@ruralevaluation.eu
http://enrd.ec.europa.eu/evaluation



mailto:info@ruralevaluation.eu
http://enrd.ec.europa.eu/evaluation
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