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How do MS follow up findings and recommendations

Most Member 
States use 
monitoring 
committees, 
stakeholder 
discussions, and 
internal 
coordination

Coordination body for EU funds and an inter-sectoral 

evaluation group in HR

Extensive coordination mechanisms in DE (evaluators, 

authorities, ministries, relevant multi-level stakeholders) 

and expert groups → iterative and participatory system

Regular meetings with Minister in LU

Key findings in concise factsheets in DE

Tracking/monitoring tables (reviewed regularly) in 

LT/FI/HR 

Dedicated management platform in SE

3-step process in RO: action plan, progress monitoring, 

reporting
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How are findings & recommendations used

Early, targeted evaluations provide 
empirical insight that can be used to 
improve current implementation (e.g. 
eco-schemes in DE)

Indicating and communicating 
improvement actions (SE, LT, HR)

Readjust needs, targeting, 
reallocation of funds, simplify 
procedures, calibration of eco-
schemes in RO

Mostly used for supporting the 
preparation of the future CAP 
in DE, EE, FI, HR

FI, HR, SE use 
recommendations both for 
adjustments and future 
planning

To improve the current CAP To prepare the future
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Legal obligation to conduct impact assessments

• Lithuania, Luxembourg, Sweden, 
Romania

Yes

• Croatia, Germany, Estonia, Finland, 
Malta

No

• SlovakiaNot know
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Challenges for using evaluations to prepare the 
future CAP

For example:

DE: Evaluation results only 
available in 2026

LU: Evaluations need to 
be made useful for 
politicians, lack of 
evaluation culture

SE/MT: Future context 
different from present and 
past

Timing of evaluation results  most common challengeData limitations and methodological constraints frequently mentionedUncertainty about future CAP requirements affects usefulnessDifficulties translating findings into concrete programme measuresNo legal obligations, lack of political interestEvaluations are not necessarily forward lookingLack of control over the recommendations

• Timing of evaluation results → most common 

challenge

• Data limitations and methodological 

constraints frequently mentioned

• Uncertainty about future CAP requirements 

affects usefulness

• Difficulties translating findings into concrete 

programme measures

• No legal obligations, lack of political interest

• Evaluations are not necessarily forward 

looking

• Lack of control over the recommendations


	Slide 1: Sharing Member States input on the state of play of follow-up (10 MS)
	Slide 2: How do MS follow up findings and recommendations
	Slide 3: How are findings & recommendations used
	Slide 4: Legal obligation to conduct impact assessments
	Slide 5: Challenges for using evaluations to prepare the future CAP

