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The making of the CMES 5 V%
2014-2020

for Rural Development
= Based on a careful assessment of the CMEF

= Aimto develop an improved system adapted to
the needs of the new period

= Intensive exchange and discussions between
ExCo, RD stakeholders, EU-Networks from
March 2010 to Spring 2014
— ExCo Meetings,
— Stakeholder conference,
— focus groups, etc.

- ExCo, March 2010: It started with a mind-map...
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devépd In a collaborative way

v Introducing more practical elements (evaluation plan, operations
database
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v' Reduced common
elements (EQs,
Indicators)

v' Enhanced flexibility to
Introduce programme-
specific elements

v’ Stronger use of EU
data sources

Simplified aggregation
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Timing... I

v Evaluation timing is better adapted to the needs of
programme management and steering (2 AIRs instead
of one MTE)




Evaluation durlng the ;EuropeanEvaIuationNetwork
programming period...

for Rural Development

v Enforced through own
Instrument (evaluation
plan)

v' M&E built into RDPs
\ right from the
beginning

Flexibility to fine-tune
evaluation activities




FOCUS On a-n aIySiS &- ;EuropeanEvaIuationNetwork
judgement...

v A solid basis for
evaluation has been
established (by clear
Intervention logic)

v EQs, JC, indicators
have been clearly
linked to lead to more
solid judgements and
conclusions
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Networking & capacity sv
building, support...

for Rural Development

v' Continue to be
supported through
relevant instruments
(e.g. European

| networks, NRN...)

\v' Guidance on new
CMES available right
from the programme
start and to be further
developed
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Proportionality... § L

v Less compulsory and
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v' Better use of Eurostat
data

v' Legal backing for
Information from
beneficiaries
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(Interactive session) i

1. Usefulness & simplification

2. Timing & evaluation during the programming
period

3. Focus on analysis/judgements &
results/impacts

4. Networking & proportionality
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Thank you for your attention!




