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THE ANALYTICAL WORK OF THE ENRD  

Aims to 
 

• increase understanding of how the policy works 

in practice 

 

• assess works well and what can be improved 

 

• provide insights to inform decision making in 

Member States and at the European level.  
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RDP 

monitoring 

Thematic 
Working 
Groups 

Leader 
Focus 

Groups 

Other 
thematic 
activities 
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Mountain 

farming 

Agriculture and 

the wider rural 

economy 

Public goods and 

public intervention 

Implementation of 

the bottom-up 

approach 

Implementation of 

the cooperation 

measure 

Preserving the 

innovative 

character of Leader RDP 

Monitoring 

activities 

Targeting territorial 

specificities and 

needs 

Thematic Working Group 4 

Delivery mechanisms of the EU 

Rural Development Policy 

Thematic 

Working 

Groups 

Leader  

Focus 

Groups 
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Beneficiary 

EU 

Regional 

National 

Strategic approach 

Programming 

Implementation 
procedures 

Partnership principle 

Leader 

Coordination of policies 

Monitoring and 
evaluation 

Control systems 

Obligations of 
beneficiaries 

Delivery mechanisms of  

EU Rural Development 

policy 
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TWG4 FINDINGS 
SIX COMMON AREAS FOR IMPROVEMENT 

1. Sharpening the Focus on Policy Goals and strengthening 

coherence through the delivery chain 

2. Offering fewer, simpler measures and more flexibility in their use 

3. Defining and implementing specific conditions for Leader 

4. Implementation rules (including applications and controls) 

5. Further enhance M&E as a support tool for policy implementation 

and making 

6. Improving coordination and exchange of information 
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Limited read-through 

between objectives at 

NSP-RDP-Axis levels 

(TWG2) 

Need to explicitly 

recognise public 

goods objectives  

(TWG3) 

Disconnection between 

rural areas 

definition/typology and 

Targeting at measure 

level  

(TWG1) 

Sharpening the Focus on Policy Goals 

and strengthening coherence through 

the delivery chain (TWG4) 
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Some specific improvements suggested: 

Improve linkages between the CAP 2nd Pillar and the EU strategic priorities 
(EU 2020 Strategy), including through well-defined qualitative and 
quantitative targets. 

Strengthened coherence between targeting interventions and RD priorities – 
more use of rural typologies 

Ensure coherence between strategic goals and eligibility / selection criteria 

Clarify the role of the NSP in decentralised MS 

Adequate timing and better sequencing of programme preparation 

Sharpening the Focus on Policy Goals and strengthening 
coherence through the delivery chain 
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Improving coordination and exchange 

of information (TWG4) 

Insufficient coordination 

constrains synergies 

(TWG2) 

Emphasis on 

complementarity is needed 

down to local level 

(TWG1) 
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Some specific improvements suggested: 

Improve strategic planning and synergies between policies addressing 

similar fields of intervention 

Introduce a common strategic framework 

Increase focus on cooperation and coordination between authorities 
involved in implementation 

Ensure participation of stakeholders and exchanges with public 
authorities through the NRN 

Improving coordination and exchange of information 
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 Unclear division of 

implementation 

responsibilities. Tension 

between mainstreaming 

and the Leader principles  

(FG1) 

Administrative rules for 

cooperation not 

harmonised (FG3) 

MAs and PAs risk 

averse towards 

innovation  (FG2) 

Defining and implementing specific 

conditions for Leader (TWG4) 
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Some specific improvements suggested: 

Clarify division of responsibilities between the various implementing 

authorities and LAGs 

Improved information flow between MAs, PAs and LAGs 

Improved guidelines for the Leader approach 

Provide capacity building at different administrative levels 
implementing RDPs to improve understanding of Leader‟s distinctive 
features 

Defining and implementing specific conditions for Leader 

12 
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Future perspectives 

• Strategic focus, clarity of objectives => Europe 2020 

• Enhanced coordination at EU and at MS level => Common Strategic 
Framework and Partnership Contracts 

• Target setting against EU RD priorities 

• Flexible toolkit, simplified and streamlined measures 

• New tools for knowledge transfer and innovation => EIP for 
agricultural productivity and sustainability 

• More potential for local development, harmonised approach CSF 
Funds 

• Reinforced networking approach => ensuring involvement of all 
stakeholders 
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Rural development in a new framework 

Common Strategic Framework (CSF)  
– covering the EAFRD, ERDF, ESF, Cohesion Fund and EMFF, and reflecting EU2020 through common 

 thematic objectives to be addressed by key actions for each of the funds 

Partnership Contract  
– national document outlining the intended use of the funds in the pursuit of EU2020 objectives 

Rural development  

policy: EAFRD 

Other CSF funds 

(ERDF, ESF, CF, EMFF) 

Rural Development Programme(s) 

Europe 2020 strategy 

Promoting social  

inclusion,  

poverty reduction  

and economic  

development  

in rural areas  

Enhancing 

competitiveness 

of all types of  

agriculture  

and farm viability 

Promoting 

food chain  

organisation  

and risk 

 management  

in agriculture 

Restoring,  

preserving and  

enhancing  

ecosystems 

dependent on  

agriculture and 

 forestry 

Promoting resource 

 efficiency and  

supporting the shift 

 towards a low carbon 

 and climate resilient  

economy in  

agriculture, food 

 and forestry sectors 

Fostering 

knowledge  

transfer and  

Innovation in  

agriculture, 

forestry and 

  rural areas 
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Innovation, Environment and Climate Change as cross-cutting objectives 
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• Continuity with respect to the present programming period, but: 

– Reduced number of measures (grouping based on typology of 

interventions) to simplify financial management 

– Fine-tuning (eligibility conditions, scope, etc.) to address bottlenecks in 

implementation 

– New measures to cover emerging needs (e.g. risk-management tool to 

address economic and environmental production risks, cooperation and 

start-up toolkit for LEADER) 

• Flexibility in the choice of measures within any priority to fully 

exploit their possible synergetic effects towards the established 

targets 

Streamlined set of measures  
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EIP on Agricultural Productivity and 
Sustainability  

• Aimed at promoting resource efficiency, building bridges between 
research and practice and generally encouraging innovation  

 

• Acts through operational groups responsible for innovative projects 
and is supported by a network 

– Operational groups: bringing together farmers, researchers, advisors, 
businesses and other actors concerned by innovation in the agricultural sector  

 

• The EAFRD contributes through:  

– Support for the EIP operational groups and the EIP Network  

– Other rural development measures, e.g. Co-operation, Investment in physical 
assets, Business development, Knowledge transfer and Farm Advisory Services 
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• Leader:  making it fit to better serve innovation and local 
governance  

– Leader approach strengthened across EU funds 

• Common provisions on community led local development  

– Considerable scope for ensuring that local partnerships are free to use 

these EU funds in a coordinated way 

• Selection committee for a „multi-fund‟ local development strategy to 
decide whether to designate a "lead fund"  

– Preparatory support  

• “LEADER start-up kit” and support for small pilot projects 

• Capacity building, training and networking with a view to preparing 
and implementing a local development strategy 

 

Local development 



GLOBAL NETWORK STRUCTURE FOR RURAL DEVELOPMENT 

Evaluators / 

experts 

Farmers 
Scientists 

Enterprises 
Advisers 

OG 

Farm Advisory  

systems (FAS) 

Farmers 

organisations 

Evaluation expert 

network 

Scope: evaluation of RD policy 

EIP 
Scope: Innovation for 

agricultural productivity and 

sustainability 

ENRD 
Scope: all general aspects of 

rural policy 

NATIONAL RURAL 

NETWORKS 

Research 

Organisations / civil society 

Administrations / 

Managing Authorities 

Paying 

agencies 

LEADER 

groups 

EU 

organisations 

RURAL SOCIETY 

Advisory group 

Other SF 

Monitoring 

committees 

(SCAR) 

EU agri-

chambers 


