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Contact us https://enrd.ec.europa.eu/contact/evaluation-helpdesk_en



Arbeitsschwerpunkte
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Q1Q1 Q2Q2 Q3Q3 Q4Q4 Q1Q1 Q2Q2 Q3Q3 Q4Q4

Guidance Evaluation Plan

Guidance on assessment of AKIS (TWG)

Guidance on LEADER added value

(New Deliv. Model) Simplification/admin. costs

Mapping of CAP implementation

Synthesis of ex-ante evaluations of CSP 

Catalogue of CAP interventions &  in-depth appraisals of completed evaluations

Animal welfare indicator (TWG)

Closing data and attribution gaps of CAP impacts / Meta eval for CAP interim impacts 

Data-collection requ. from diff. regulations

Result based interventions
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Capacity building on Evaluation Plan & other topics 

Support to EP design and monitoring

GPW
P1

GPW
?

GPW
?

GPW
?

C
a
p

a
c
it

ie
s

C
a
p

a
c
it

ie
s

A
n

a
ly

s
is

2022 2023 (indicative)



Bewertung von Evaluierungen

• Lernprozesse anstoßen

• Solider und transparenter Bewertungsansatz

(30 Bewertungen / Jahr)

• Erkennen von guten Evaluierungspraktiken

• Feedback an EvaluatorInnen und Verwaltungsbehörden
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Bewertungskriterien
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Assessment 

area

Examples of criteria

Context and 
objectives

Clear evaluation context, objectives

Evaluation 
framework

Consistent set of evaluation elements, 
Appropriate indicators (PMEF and other)
Clear intervention logic as basis

Data sources Evidence clear, complete, up to date, sound
Quantitative and qualitative data 
Limitations of data sources reflected

Methodological 
approach

Logic for chosen methodological approach plausible
Appropriate and advanced approach (isolates programme
effects, causality, triangulation)
Practicable approach, technically well executed

Evaluation analysis 
and findings

Validity of findings (logically linked)
Reliability of findings
Usefulness of findings for policy design and steering

Conclusions and 
recommendations

Conclusions and relations are rooted in analysis 
Logic link
Usefulness for policy design and steering

Welche
Kriterien
fehlen?

Was ist ein
nützliches
Feedback?



Zur Diskussion: 
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1. Kennen Sie Beispiele von nützlichen Bewertungen der 
1. Säule für zukünftige Appraisals?  

2. Was wären nützliche Themen für zukünftige Helpdesk 
Unterstützung?  

3. Wie kann das Networking zwischen EvaluatorInnen auf 
EU Ebene gestärkt werden?  
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Thank you for your attention!

European Evaluation Helpdesk for the CAP
Rue Belliard 12 
1040 Brussels

Tel. +32 2 808 10 24
E-mail info@ruralevaluation.eu

http://enrd.ec.europa.eu/evaluation


