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1. Introduction

1.1. Terms of reference & objectives of the technical assistance
mission

By contract signed on August 20th, 2015, the Directorate for Managing EU Fund for Rural Development, EU
and International Cooperation/ Sector for Managing EU Fund for Rural Development of Ministry of
Agriculture of Croatia has entrusted CORNUEJOLS Consultants s.a.r.l. to provide it with technical assistance
in order to appraise and improve the preparation status of the M&E system for the on-going 2014-2020
National Rural Development Programme.

Obijectives of the mission were defined as follows in the Terms of Reference:

1. Identification of reporting needs of the Managing Authority and set up of procedures for the collection
of data and reports from PAAFRD and other relevant stakeholders ;

2. ldentification of sources for each information to be incorporated in data item list for
operations/projects database for the purpose of monitoring and evaluation of the Programme — output
indicators, but also result and target indicators (especially if relevant information is to be stored by the
Paying Agency) (subsequent adjustment of the software referred in point d));

3. ldentification of the needs for further improvement of established monitoring system set in the
PAAFRD and Managing Authority;

4. Recommendations for upgrading of the software for monitoring data collection within the PAAFRD —
development of the specifications for the software adjustment to the needs of data storage and
reporting;

5. Recommendation on use of other data sources and how to link this information with the PAAFRD
software;

6. Recommendation on how to facilitate data flow between PAAFRD and Managing Authority.
Obijective of the mission was thus to review Monitoring data requirements and to formulate proposals in order

to streamline data transmission between PA and MA for the monitoring of the on-going national 2014-2020
RDP. It has been achieved during the mission.

1.2. Unfolding of the technical assistance mission

Technical assistance mission was initially planned to be implemented from September to December 2015,
although the contract initially signed with Ministry of Agriculture planned for a termination at the latest by end
of January 2016.

Following the delays encountered in October — November 2015 for mobilizing APPRRR staff to implement a
first batch of test extraction of Monitoring data, it was first decided to extend the mission till its contractual
deadline of end January 2016.

Test extraction process still moving at a slow pace in beginning of 2016, an Annexe to the TA contract was
signed extending its duration till end of March 2015.
The mission was implemented through 5 successive stays® in Zagreb:

e Stay 1 - from 14" September to 8" October 2015

e Stay 2 — from 2™ to 6™ November 2015

e Stay 3— from 6™ to 11" December 2015

e Stay 4 — from 8" to 12" February 2016

e Stay 5-— from 7" to 15" March 2016

! Four were initially planned, but the extended duration of the mission made it necessary to add another trip
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Schedule of delivery of contractual deliverables was as follows:

Phase 1 - Inception report: by 20" September, 2015

Phase 2 — Preliminary report: by 30" October, 2015

Phase 3 — Final report by 24" March, 2016

Phase 4 — National presentation of the TA mission findings and conclusions, on 11" March, 20162

Some milestones of the work conducted are recalled below:

1.3.

Inception report set up the basis for the organisation of the work by 20/09/2015

The first specifications for a pilot test data extraction by APPRRR were formulated on 30/09/2015.
However, first data extractions done proved to be very uncomplete

Following the delivery of the Consultant's preliminary report, with its more advanced specifications
for pilot test data extraction, an important coordination meeting was held with MA and PA staff on

6/11/2015. Following the meeting, Mr Mario Arnaut — Assistant Director of APPRRR — decided to

create an internal PA "Task force" in order to deal with the requirements of establishing and testing
Monitoring data extraction at PA level.

On 4/12/2015, Mr Mario Arnaut informed MA that, due to an internal redistribution of tasks within the
Paying Agency, Mr Marko Jelkovi¢ was designated as the new project manager in charge of steering
the work of the PA Task force to implement the pilot test data extraction. This assignment marked a
new impulsion given to the test data extraction phase, which later on started to show concrete results

Fruitful technical meeting was held on 7/12, confirmed by a formal MA + PA coordination
meeting10/12. The team of technical PA database managers who would be in charge of subsequent
data extraction was formed at that time

A first real (although still partial) data extraction was sent by PA on 24/12/2014, putting the project
really on track

Further progress was done in early February, and a full set of application data + payments data was
transmitted on 25/02/2016

Application status were further updated on 1/03/2016, enabling MA to start testing the real data
analysis tools prepared, based on real data related to calls "04.1.1 - 001", "04.1.2 - 001" and "0521 -
001"

National Presentation held on 11/03/2016 marked the end of the design mission on the field, with PA
staff now clearly informed of MA monitoring requirements and its full specifications for RDP
Monitoring data extraction and transmission

Furthermore, MA staff was trained in the use of EXCEL analysis tables in the last days of presence of
the Consultant in Zagreb.

Expression of gratitude

The work presented here is really the product of an intense group work — without which it could not have been
successfully achieved.

All the staff from MA and PA who were at one stage or another associated to this work must be thanked here
very sincerely, notably:

Ms Jelena Kraljevi¢, directly in charge of the management of the project and of the TA mission at MA
level, as well as MM. Ranko Glumac and Robertina Vuckovi¢ who were also heavily involved

Mr Marin Kuko¢ and Ms Nada Trgovcevi¢ Letica, who supervised our working at MA level

Mr Mario Arnaut, who brought the support of PA to the project, and initiated the creation of the PA
task force which would eventually see it through

2 At the request of the Client, the Consultant gave his presentation — including all findings and conclusions of the mission
on 11/03/2015, before completing the final edition of the final report.
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e  Mr Marko Jelkovi¢ and Ms Monika Jakus, who were both strongly involved in the working of the PA
task force

e The PA database managers and staff from PA computing department who was directly involved in the
implementation of the data extraction, in particular MM. Zeljko Divkovi¢ and Damir Samardzija

o All other staff from Ministry of Agriculture who participated in multiple discussions with MA
Monitors in order to fine-tune the content of the RDP Monitoring system

o All other staff from APPRRR who also participated in several meetings and discussions with MA and
the Consultant

Let all of them be thanked again here for their precious contributions.
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2. References for the design of the RDP Monitoring
system

2.1. The official basis

a) The legal EU texts
Analysis to create the present Monitoring system was done by taking into consideration all monitoring
indicators defined in:

¢ REGULATION (EU) No 1305/2013 OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE
COUNCIL of 17 December 2013 on support for rural development by the European Agricultural
Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD) and repealing Council Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005

¢ COMMISSION IMPLEMENTING REGULATION (EU) No 808/2014 of 17 July 2014, laying
down rules for the application of Regulation (EU) No 1305/2013 of the European Parliament and of
the Council on support for rural development by the European Agricultural Fund for Rural
Development (EAFRD)

Furthermore, analysis also took into consideration:

b) The Croatian RDP

e The Croatian National RD Programme, as accepted by EU Commission on 26th May, 2015,
including its Indicator Plan.

The EwopeanAgr akuralFun dfor Rursl Development
Europe Investing In rura sreas

Rural Development Programme of the Republic of
Croatia for the Period 2014-2020

ccI 2014HRO6RDNP001
Programme type Rural Development Programme
Country Republic of Croatia
Region HR - National
Programming period 2014 -2020
Managing authority Ministry of Agniculture, Directorate for

Management of EU Funds for Rural Development,
EU and Intemational Co-operation

Version 14
Version status Decision OK
Last modification date 26052015

As well as:
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c) The work conducted by the EU Rural Development Committee to define the future content of RDP

2014-2020 RDP

Final report

Including in particular the templates for Monitoring Tables prepared and circulated in the Working
document for the EU Rural Development Committee from August 2015, which will be one of our main
references below to design our analysis tools.
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2.2. General organisation of the Monitoring of RDP 2014-2020

The Working document for the EU Rural Development Committee from August 2015, defining AIR
Monitoring Tables templates, states in its introduction that: "The general approach proposed is that the
monitoring data (output indicators and target indicators) are compiled from data items recorded at
operation (project) level by the Managing Authority (MA)/ Paying Agency (PA) in the operations database"

Accordingly, our basic guideline will be that all RDP projects will be monitored at the level of individual
applications: MA will ask PA to provide it with detailed information about each single application received
and it later outcome.

The exceptions to this general guideline will be:
e Activities related to measures 01 — training and 02 — advisory services,

— Inthese two cases, PA will probably manage these contracts "globally", without a sufficient level
of detail on activities conducted

— Therefore, the primary source of information for Monitoring will be the contractor(s)' reports to be
sent to Ministry of Agriculture

e Complementary national Direct Payments under measurel8

— The data related to this very "specific' measure will be analysed globally but not in detail and not
directly combined with the other data related to RDP — as it is more directly related to DP under
Pillar 1, and also of a limited duration during the first 3 years of the Programme

¢ local projects financed under the LEADER Local Development Strategies designed
(TOP 19.2.1)

— PA will directly manage and monitor the payments to these local Projects. However, the more
detailed monitoring of the results and impact of these local projects at the local level will be the
responsibility of each LAG, and will be included in its annual activity report...

— MA will then collect these data and agglomerate them nationally.

e Various supports procured through the measure 20 — Technical Assistance
— These activities will be directly monitored by the Ministry services

Presentation of the organisation of RDP Monitoring will be detailed below measure per measure.

2.3. General structure and budget of RDP 2014-2020

Monitoring of the RDP programme will be conducted by reference to the set of targets defined in the Croatian
National RD Programme, as accepted by EU Commission on 26th May, 2015.

This official document defines the complete set of measures, sub-measures, and types of operations included in
the Croatian programme, as well as their links with the priorities and focus areas of the RDP.

Planning of the targets for the programme (including main quantitative output targets and corresponding
budgets) has been done up to the level of the various Types of Operations (TOP), which represent the
minimum granularity of information defined.

Furthermore, Croatia MA has chosen to link each TOP to one/and only one main Focus area , making it easy to
breakdown the global RDP budget by measures and sub-measures on the one hand, by priority and FA on the
other hand.

The RDP structure is shown below:
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Measures Sub measures Focus areas Priorities
# ID_Measure B '# ID_SubMeasure 2 # ID_Focus 7 ID_Priority
Measure SubMeasure Focus Area Pricrity
Measure_short Ref_Measure

Ref_Priority
Sub-Measure sh

TOP
¥ ID_TOP a
Ref ID Plan
TOP
Annual support

Area-based support

Beneficiaries
Ref_SubMeasure

Focus

Prigrity Applications

TO ¥ 1D_Appli

Sl Ref_Benef

EAFRD allocation (EUR) Ref TOP

FAFRM allnration (nct) Requested amount

Measures are broken down in Sub-measures, again broken down into various Types of Operations (TOP).

These TOP also relate to different Priorities of the European Union regarding its support to Rural
Development in its Member States, themselves broken down into several Focus Areas.

Applications are made by the various stakeholders of the RDP (farmers, agro-processing firms, forest holders,
associations, local government entities, etc...) for support under these different TOPs.

The corresponding budget of the Croatian national RDP is shown below per priority and focus area:

Iﬂ Priority ﬂ I[ﬂ Focus Area ﬂ Total
2 Enhancing farm viability and competitive ness of all types of
agriculture in all regions and promoting innovative farm

technologies and sustainable management of forest 2A  Farm modernisation 5592 135 000 €
2B New farmers, generational renewal 54 335 865 €
2C Competitive forest entreprises and sustainable forest management 64528 336 €
711 003 205€
3 Promoting food chain organisation, including pr ing and
marketing of agricultural products, animal welfare and risk
management in agriculture 3A Food chain, added value, organisation 104 165 355 €

3B Risk prevention and managt 174 791 021 €
278 956 380 €
4 Restoring, preserving and enhancing ecosystems related to
agriculture and forestry P4 Restoring, preserving and enhancing ecosystems 659 748 724 €
659 748 724 €
5 Promoting resource efficiency and supporting the shift towards a
low carbon and climate resilient economy in agriculture, food and

forestry sectors 5C  Renewable sources of energy, wastes 94055 254 €
50 Reducing GHG emissions 85310 000 €
5E Carbon conservation and sequestration 17 232 600 £

200 597 894 €
6 Promoting social inclusion poverty reduction and economic

development in rural areas 6A Diversification, enterprise/ jobs creation 134 818 674 €

68 Local development/ LEADER 333423 078€

468 241 752 €

T Technical Assistance TA Technical Assistance 64746 544 €
64746 544 €

Total RDP budget 2383294 500€

And per measure/ sub-measure:
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M Measure B 10 B subMeasure B4 Total
1 Knowledge transfer and information actions 1.1 support for vocational training and skills acguisition actions 12 000 000 €
1.2 support for demonstration activities and information actions 1333333¢€
13333333 €
2 Advisory services, farm management and farm relief services 2.1 support to help benefiting from the use of advisory services 20117 647 £
2.3 support for training of advisors 1058824 €
21176471 €
3 Quality schemes for agricultural products and foodstuffs 3.1 support for new participation in quality schemes 4941176 €
3.2 support for information and promotion activities implemented by groups of prod 2117 647 £
7058824 €
4  Investments in physical assets 41 support forinvestments in agricultural holdings 353 207647 €

4.2 support for investments in processing/marketing and/or development of agricult 133 745 294 €
4.3 support forinvestments in infrastructure related to development, modernisation 153423529 €
4.4 support for non-productive investments linked to the achievement of agri-enviror 26682 353 €
667 058 824 £
5 Restoring agricultural production potential damaged by
natural disasters and introduction of appropriate prevention 5.2  support for investments for the restoration of agricultural land and production pc 118 117 647 €

118 117 647 €

6 Farm and business development 6.1 business start up aid for young farmers 50222222¢€
6.2 business start up aid for non-agricultural activities in rural areas 66 470 588 €

6.3 business start up aid for the development of small farms 79 764 706 £

6.4 support for investments in creation and development of non-agricultural activitie 66 470588 €

262928105 €

7 Basicservices and village renewal in rural areas 7.1 support for drawing up and updating of plans for the development of municpaliti 13294118 €

7.2 support forinvestments in the creation, improvement or expansion of all types ot 145 235294 €
7.4 support for investments in the setting-up, improvement or expansion of local bas 106 352 941 €

265 882 353 €

& Investments in forest area development and improvement of
the viability of forests 8.5 support for investments improving the resilience and environmental value of fore 47 881225 €
8.6 support forinvestments in forestry technologies and in processing, mobilising ani 45059 952 £
92941176 €
9 Setting up of producer groups and organisations 9 setting up of producer groups and organisations in the agriculture and forestry se 8888889 €
BBEEBRO £
10 Agri-environment- climate 10.1 payment for agri-environment-climate commitments 126 830 280 €
10.2 support for conservation and sustainable use and development of genetic resourc 12 000 000 €
138830280 €
11 Organic farming 111 payment to convert to organic farming practices and methods 40913117 €
11.2 payment to maintain organic farming practices and methods 87 396 507 £
128309624 €
13 Payments to areas facing natural or other specific constraints 131 compensation payment in mountain areas 46 200 000 £
13.2 compensation payment for other areas facing significant natural constraints 261 000 000 €
13.3 compensation payment to other areas affected by specific constraints 14 400 000 €
321 600 000 €
16 Cooperation 16.1 support for the establishment and operation of operational groups of the EIP (Eur 3333333¢
16.2 support for pilot projects and for the development of new products, practices, pro 4 166 667 £
16.4 support for horizontal and vertical cooperation among supply chain actors for the 833333 ¢
8333333 €
17 Risk management 17.1 crop, animal and plant insurance premium 56673374 €
56673374 €

18 Financing of complementary national direct payments for

Croatia 18 finandng of complementary national direct payments for Croatia 139375000 €
139 875 000 €
19 Support for LEADER local development (CLLD) 19.1 preparatory support 4052 444 €
19.2 support forimplementation of operations under the CLLD strategy 43226064 £
19.3 preparation and implementation of cooperation activities of the local action grou 4052 444 €
19.4 support for running costs and animation 16209774 €
67 540 725 €
20 Technical assistance 20 support for technical assistance 64 746 544 €
64 746 544 €
Total RDP budget 2 383 294500 €

2.4. RDP Indicators to be monitored by TOP

The following list describes the various indicators which are to be monitored under Croatian RDP — according
to the sources specified above:
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IC.1/ID_{IT/ID_T(~ TOP */ID~|ID 1.1/ I0~ ID v |Indicator ~ | Comment -
01 01.1 01.1.1 Vocational training for cross-compliance, agr P4 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.11 Nbr of training days given
0.12 Nbr of participants in training
TRO1 T1 % expenditure under Articles 14, 15 and 35
TR.O3 T3 Total nbr participants trained
01.1.2 Vocational training for farmers 2A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.11 Nbr of training days given
0.12 Nbr of participants in training
TR.O1 T1 % expenditure under Articles 14, 15 and 35
TR.O3 T3 Total nbr participants trained
01.1.3 Vocational training for young farmers 2B 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.11 Nbr of training days given
0.12 Nbr of participants in training
TR.O1 T1 % expenditure under Articles 14, 15 and 35
TR.O3 T3 Total nbr participants trained
01.1.4 Workshops for supply chain organisation anc3A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.11 Nbr of training days given
0.12 Nbr of participants in training
TR.O1 T1 % expenditure under Articles 14, 15 and 35
TR.03 T3 Total nbr participants trained
IC-1/ID_{T ID_T(~ TOP = IC~ IDI-T IC~ ID ~ Indicator - Comment -
01 01.2 01.2.1 Demonstration activities 2A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
TR.O1 T1 % expenditure under Articles 14, 15 and 35
IC-1/ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP = 1D~ ID1-1/IL~ ID = Indicator - Comment -
02 02.1 02.1.1 Advice on cross-compliance, agri-environme P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.13 Nbr of beneficiaries advised
TR.O1 T1 % expenditure under Articles 14, 15 and 35
02.1.2 Advice on modernizing and increasing the cc2A  0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.13 Nbr of beneficiaries advised
TRO1 T1 % expenditure under Articles 14, 15 and 35
02.1.3 Advice on the forestry holdings P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.13 Nbr of beneficiaries advised
TR.O1 T1 % expenditure under Articles 14, 15 and 35
02.1.4 Advice to young farmers 2B 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.13 Nbr of beneficiaries advised
TR.O1 T1 % expenditure under Articles 14, 15 and 35
IC.1/ID_{IT/ID_T(~ | TOP *|IC = |IDI-1/IC ~ 1D ~  Indicator ~ | Comment A
02 02.3 02.3.1 Support for training of advisors P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.14 Nbr of advisors trained
TR.O1 T1 % expenditure under Articles 14, 15 and 35
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IC-1/ID_{iT ID_T(~| TOP
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= ID~ ID1-1/IL~ ID = Indicator
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~ | Comment A

03 03.1 03.1.1 Support for the participation of farmers in qi3A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries suppc (vide)
0.41 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of quality scheme: local (cou
0.43 specific/breakdown of outputs Name of protected product(s)/ org
TR.07 T6 R4 % farms in quality schemes, local markets, producer org.
IC-1/ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP =/ ID~|ID 1.1/ IC ~ | ID ~ | Indicator ~ | Comment -
03 03.2 03.2.1 Support for information and promotion activ3A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.09 Nbr of holdings participating in sup (vide)
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Number of members of benefittin,
0.41 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of quality scheme: local (cou
0.42 specific/breakdown of outputs Multi-products
0.43 specific/breakdown of outputs Name of protected product(s)/ org
TR.07 T6 R4 % farms in quality schemes, local markets, producer org.
IC-1/ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP =/ 10~ ID1-1IL~ ID - Indicator -~ Comment -
04 04.1 04.1.1 Restructuring, modernisation and increasing 2A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.05 Total area (ha) Irrigated area supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs NCA classification of farm in NCA j
0.41 specific/breakdown of outputs Nature classsification farm in Natt
0.42 specific/breakdown of outputs Nbre new jobs created from appli/
0.43 specific/breakdown of outputs Sector for investment
TR.O4 T4 Rl % investments in restructuring or modernisation
TR.05 R2 Change in Agricultural output/AWU on supported farms

TR.26 T20 R21

Jobs created in supported projects

04.1.2 Reducing the negative impact on the enviroi50 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.08 Nbr of Livestock Units supported (LU)
0.41 specific/breakdown of outputs Nature classsification farm in Natt
0.42 specific/breakdown of outputs Nbre new jobs created from appli
0.43 specific/breakdown of outputs Sector for investment
TR.21 T17 R16 % LU reducing GHG emissions
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects

04.1.3 Use of renewable sources of energy 5C 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
TR.19 T16 Total investment in renewable energy
TR.20 R15 Renewable energy produced
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects

IC-1/ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP */ID~|ID 1. IC ~ | ID - |Indicator ~ | Comment -
04 04.2 04.2.1 Increasing the added value of agricultural pr 34 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs site of firm in NCA (list of towns)
0.42 specific/breakdown of outputs Nbre new jobs created from appli
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects from BP application

04.2.2 Use of renewable sources of energy 5C 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
TR.19 T16 Total investment in renewable energy
TR.20 R15 Renewable energy produced
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects from BP application
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IC-1ID_iT ID_T(~ TOP = /ID~ ID1-i/If = |ID ~ | Indicator ~ | Comment A
04 04.3 04.3.1 Water management (public irrigation backbc2A  0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.05 Total area (ha)
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects (vide)
04.3.2 Land consolidation 2A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects (vide)
04.3.3 Improvement of forest infrastructure 2C 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.27 Length of forestry infrastructure (re)constructed
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects (vide)
IC-1/ID_{IT|ID_T(~ TOP ~ ID~[ID 1,110~ ID ~ | Indicator ~ Comment -
04 04.4 04.4.1 Non-productive investments related to envi P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Land impacted by the project
0.41 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of project (with or without ir
TR.09 T8 R6 % wooded areas to support biodiversity
TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects (vide)
IC-1/ID_{IT|ID_T(~ TOP ~ ID~ID 1,110~ ID ~ |Indicator ~ Comment -
05 05.2 05.2.1 Restoration of agricultural land and producti 38 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
05.2.2 De-mining of agricultural land 38 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supporte (vide)
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.28 De-mined agricultural land (ha)
IC-1/ID_{IT|ID_T(~ TOP */ ID~ID 1110~ ID ~ | Indicator - Comment -
06 06.1 06.1.1 Support for young farmers 2B 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
TR.O6 T5 R3 % young farmers development
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects (vide)
IC.1/ID_{IT/ID_T(~ TOP */ID~|ID 1.1 10~ ID v |Indicator ~ | Comment A
06 06.2 06.2.1 Support for investments in establishing non-6A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects
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IC.1/ID_{IT|ID_T(~ | TOP *|/IC~ |ID -1 IC * ID = Indicator ~ | Comment A
06 06.3 06.3.1 Start-up aid for the development of small fa2A 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.02 Total investment

0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported

0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported

TR.04 T4 R1 % investments in restructuring or modernisation

TR.05 R2 Change in Agricultural output/AWU on supported farms

TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects (vide)

IC-1/ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP = ID~ ID1-1/IL~ ID = Indicator ~ Comment -
06 06.4 06.4.1 Development of existing non-agricultural act6A 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.02 Total investment

0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported

0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported

TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects

IC-1/ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP *|/IC ~|ID I~ IC ~ 1D ~ | Indicator = Comment -
07 07.1 07.1.1 Drawing up and updating plans for the deve/ 68 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported

0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries suppc (vide)

0.15 Population benefiting from improved services/infrastructures
IC-1/ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP = ID~ ID1-1/IC = ID ~ Indicator ~ Comment -
07 07.2 07.2.1 Construction and/or reconstruction of the w68 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.02 Total investment

0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported

0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries suppc (vide)

0.15 Population benefiting from improved services/infrastructures

TR.28 T22 R23 % rural population benefiting improved services/infrastructures

07.2.2 Investment in construction and / or reconsti 68 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries suppc (vide)
0.15 Population benefiting from improved services/infrastructures

TR.28 T22 R23 % rural population benefiting improved services/infrastructures

IC.1 ID_{iT ID_T(~ TOP =/ ID~ ID1-1/If * | ID ~ | Indicator - Comment -
07 07.4 07.4.1 Investments in establishing, improvingorex68 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.02 Total investment

0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported

0.15 Population benefiting from improved services/infrastructures

TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects
TR.28 T22 R23 % rural population benefiting improved services/infrastructures

IC-1/ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP = ID~ ID1-.1/IC = ID ~ Indicator ~ Comment -
08 08.5 08.5.1 Conversion of degraded forest stands and fo P4 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.02 Total investment

0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported

0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported

0.05 Total area (ha)

TR.09 T8 R6 % wooded areas to support biodiversity
TR.12 T11 R9 % forestry land to improve water n (vide)
TR.14 T13 R11 % forestry land to improve soil erosion

08.5.2 Establishment and improvement of walking P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported

0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
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IC.1/ID_{IT/ID_T(~ TOP * | ID~|ID 1.1/ 10~ ID v |Indicator ~ | Comment A
08 08.6 08.6.1 Modernisation of technologies, machines, tc2C 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects (vide)
08.6.2 Modernisation of technologies, machines, tc2C 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects (vide)
08.6.3 Marketing of timber and non-timber forest | 6A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.02 Total investment
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects (vide)
IC.1 ID_{TT/ID_T(~ | TOP *|/IC~ |ID I~ IC ~ | ID ~  Indicator ~ | Comment A
09 09 09.1.1 Setting - up of producer groups and organisa3A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.09 Nbr of holdings participating in supported schemes
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Sector of agri production
0.41 specific/breakdown of outputs Volume of production managed (C
0.42 specific/breakdown of outputs Functions of the P.O.: planning pr¢
TR.O7 T6 R4 % farms in quality schemes, local markets, producer org.
IC-1ID_iT ID_T(~ TOP = /ID~ ID1-i/IL = |ID ~ | Indicator ~ | Comment A
10 10.1 10.1.1 Tilling and sowing on the terrain with slope ‘P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.05 Total area (ha)
0.06 Physical area supported (ha)
0.07 Nbr of contracts supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of AECM for reporting
TR.11 T10 R8 % agricultural land to improve water management
TR.13 T12 R10 % agricultural land improve soil erosion
10.1.2 Grassing of permanent crops 5D 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.05 Total area (ha)
0.06 Physical area supported (ha)
0.07 Nbr of contracts supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of AECM for reporting
TR.11 T10 R8 % agricultural land to improve water management
TR.13 T12 R10 % agricultural land improve soil erosion
TR.22 T18 R17 % agricultural land reducing GHG emissions
TR.25 T19 R20 % land contributing to carbon sequestration
10.1.3 Preservation of high nature value grasslands P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.05 Total area (ha)
0.06 Physical area supported (ha)
0.07 Nbr of contracts supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of AECM for reporting
TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes
TR.25 T19 R20 % land contributing to carbon sequestration
10.1.4 Pilot measure for the protection of corncrak P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.05 Total area (ha)
0.06 Physical area supported (ha)
0.07 Nbr of contracts supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of AECM for reporting
TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes
TR.25 T19 R20 % land contributing to carbon sequestration
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IC.1/ID_{IT|ID_T(-T TOP */ID~ |ID 1.1 I0~ ID ~ |Indicator ~ | Comment A
10 10.1 10.1.5 Pilot measure for the protection of butterfli P4 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.05 Total area (ha)

0.06 Physical area supported (ha)

0.07 Nbr of contracts supported

0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of AECM for reporting

TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes
TR.25 T19 R20 % land contributing to carbon sequestration

10.1.6 Establishment of field strips P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.05 Total area (ha)
0.06 Physical area supported (ha)
0.07 Nbr of contracts supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of AECM for reporting

TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes
TR.22 T18 R17 % agricultural land reducing GHG emissions
TR.25 T19 R20 % land contributing to carbon sequestration

10.1.7 Maintaining extensive orchards 5 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.05 Total area (ha)
0.06 Physical area supported (ha)
0.07 Nbr of contracts supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of AECM for reporting

TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes
TR.22 T18 R17 % agricultural land reducing GHG emissions
TR.25 T19 R20 % land contributing to carbon sequestration

10.1.8 Maintaining extensive olive groves P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.05 Total area (ha)
0.06 Physical area supported (ha)
0.07 Nbr of contracts supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of AECM for reporting

TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes
TR.22 T18 R17 % agricultural land reducing GHG emissions
TR.25 T19 R20 % land contributing to carbon sequestration

10.1.9 Preservation of endangered autochthonous P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.07 Nbr of contracts supported
0.08 Nbr of Livestock Units supported (LU)
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of AECM for reporting

TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes

IC-1/ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP = I0D~ ID1-1/IL = ID = Indicator ~ Comment -
10 10.2 10.2.1 Preservation, sustainable use and developm P4 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.06 Physical area supported (ha)

0.07 Nbr of contracts supported

0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of AECM for reporting

TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes

IC-1/ID_{iT ID_T(~ TOP =/IC~ | ID1-/IC = |ID = Indicator - Comment -
11 11.1 11.1.1 Payment to convert to organic farming pract P4 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported

0.05 Total area (ha)

0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of quality scheme: national/t

TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes
TR.11 T10 R8 % agricultural land to improve water management
TR.13 T12 R10 % agricultural land improve soil erosion

IC.1/ID_{IT|ID_T(~ | TOP *|IC~ |ID -1 IC * ID =  Indicator ~ | Comment A
11 11.2 11.2.1 Payment to maintain organic agricultural pre P4 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported

0.05 Total area (ha)

0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type of quality scheme: national/t

TR.10 T9 R7 % agricultural land to support biodiversity/ landscapes
TR.11 T10 R8 % agricultural land to improve water management
TR.13 T12 R10 % agricultural land improve soil erosion
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ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP = ID~ ID1-1/IL~ ID = Indicator ~ Comment -
13.1 13.1.1 Compensation payment in mountain areas (P4 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.05 Total area (ha)
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Is organic farm (Y/N)
13.2 13.2.1 Compensation payment for other areas facir P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.05 Total area (ha)
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Is organic farm (Y/N)
13.3 13.3.1 Compensation payment to other areas affec P4 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.05 Total area (ha)
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Is organic farm (Y/N)
ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP = I0D~ ID1-1IL~ ID = Indicator - Comment -
16.1 16.1.1 Setting up of OG 2A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.16 Nbr EIP groups, Nbr EIP operations, Nbr/type of partners in groups
TR.02 T2 Total nbr cooperation operations supported
16.1.2 Operation of OG 2A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.16 Nbr EIP groups, Nbr EIP operations, Nbr/type of partners in groups
TR.02 T2 Total nbr cooperation operations supported
Total 16.1.2
16.1.3 Pilot projects and the development of new | 2A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.16 Nbr EIP groups, Nbr EIP operations, Nbr/type of partners in groups
TR.02 T2 Total nbr cooperation operations supported
16.2 16.2.1 Pilot projects and the development of new j2A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.17 Nbr of cooperation operations supported (other than EIP)
TR.02 T2 Total nbr cooperation operations supported
16.4 16.4.1 Short supply chains and local markets 3A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.09 Nbr of holdings participating in supported schemes
0.17 Nbr of cooperation operations supported (other than EIP)
TR.02 T2 Total nbr cooperation operations supported
TR.07 T6 R4 % farms in quality schemes, local markets, producer org.
ID_{1T/ID_T(~ TOP ~ ID~ID 1,110~ ID - |Indicator ~ Comment -
17.1 17.1.1 Crop, animal, and plant insurance 3B 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.03 Nbr of actions/operations supported
0.04 Nbr of holdings/beneficiaries supported
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Type insurance: individual/ collect
TR.08 T7 R5 % farms participating in risk management
ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP */ID~|ID 1.1/ I0~ ID v |Indicator ~ | Comment A
18 18 Financing of complementary national direct 2A 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.10 Nbr of farmers benefiting from pay-outs
ID_{T/ID_T(~ | TOP ~/IC~ IDI- IC~ |ID ~  Indicator - Comment A
19.1 19.1.1 Preparatory support 6B 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.18 Population covered by LAG
TR.27 T21 R22 % rural population covered by LDS
ID_{IT ID_T(~ TOP */IC~ | ID1-/IC = |ID = Indicator - Comment -
19.2 19.2.1 Support for implementation of operations ui 68 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.18 Population covered by LAG
0.19 Nbr of LAGs selected
0.20 Nbr of LEADER projects supported
0.22 Nbr and type of project promoters NGO, LAG, pulbic bodies, SME, otk
TR.27 T21 R22 % rural population covered by LDS
TR.29 T23 R24 Jobs created in supported projects (Leader)
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Indicator + Comment -

Total public expenditure

0.18 Population covered by LAG
0.19 Nbr of LAGs selected
0.21 Nbr of cooperation projects supported
0.22 Nbr and type of project promoters NGO, LAG, pulbic bodies, SME, ott
0.23 Unique identification Nbr of LAG involved in cooperation project
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Transnational/ inter-territorial
TR.27 T21 R22 % rural population covered by LDS
19.3.2 Implementation of cooperation activities of 68 0.01 Total public expenditure

0.18 Population covered by LAG
0.19 Nbr of LAGs selected
0.21 Nbr of cooperation projects supported
0.22 Nbr and type of project promoters NGO, LAG, pulbic bodies, SME, ott
0.23 Unique identification Nbr of LAG involved in cooperation project
0.40 specific/breakdown of outputs Transnational/ inter-territorial
TR.27 T21 R22 % rural population covered by LDS

IC.1 ID_{TT ID_T(~ TOP =/ ID~|ID 1.1/ IC ~ | ID - |Indicator ~ | Comment -

19 19.4 19.4.1 Running costs and animation 6B 0.01 Total public expenditure
0.18 Population covered by LAG
0.19 Nbr of LAGs selected
TR.26 T20 R21 Jobs created in supported projects
TR.27 T21 R22 % rural population covered by LDS

This list of indicators defines exhaustively what will be requested from MA when reporting to EC.
Furthermore, the "Data Items List" document plans that many of the above indicators will be broken down per

"type of beneficiary":

Breakdown per sex

Breakdown per age

Breakdown per location/ county
Breakdown per education level
Breakdown per sector of activity

Breakdown per size (physical size — ha —and/or economic size — SO, SME/non SME, etc...)

Some other classifications might be added to that, as they were already routinely used during IPARD lifetime:

Breakdown per legal status

Finally, EU will ask MA to report the breakdown of applications with regard to their potential impact on

environment:
Organic farms/ or not

sensitive zones)

Beneficiaries located in Natural constraints areas
Beneficiaries located in High Nature Value areas
Beneficiaries located in areas with special sensitivity to environmental problems (e.g. Nitrates
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3. Organisation of data transmission between PA
and MA for monitoring

3.1. Preliminary assessment of data storage at PA level

3.1.1. Results of initial discussions and preliminary analysis with PA
PA data storage model was analysed during inception phase. It was found that PA is managing a complex set
of inter-related relational databases, in order to accomplish its various tasks.

Most of these databases are developed and housed under MS SQL Server, some under Oracle database
software.

Furthermore, PA is preparing on-line application forms for each Call for applications for one of RDP's
measure/sub-measure/TOP, based on the information defined in the ordinance as compulsory identification
information as well as eligibility criteria and selection and ranking criteria.

Two main models are used for these on-line application forms — translating into two types of applications:

e For area-based support (measures 10 - AEP, 11 - Organic Farming and 13 - NCA as well as temporary
measure 18 - Transitional Direct Payments), farmers fill-in applications annually, at the same time that
they are updating IACS information related to their Direct Payments of the year, using the Agronet
tool.

Yearly application period is normally scheduled to be open from 1/03 to 15/05 of the year®

Through Agronet, farmers review their list of plots and declare their crops, their environmental
commitments (M10, M11) as well as their constraints (M13)

o For other measures of the RDP, PA is preparing ad'hoc application forms for each call, using a special
tool for automatic form generation.

The existing form generator was investigated during Inception phase: it is interesting as it is providing
a wide range of options for data entry fields®. Some minor shortcomings were spotted in the tool;
however PA is aware of these problems and currently working on it°.

However, the choice to build RDP application forms using this tool has led to problems — as we shall see in
chapter 7.1.: if relying on this highly versatile tool provides PA with a maximum flexibility in the design of its
application forms, it has also made data collection processes highly variable, data items collected changing
from call to call...

It might have been more advisable to structure better the information collected by PA/and to enforce this

structure throughout the various calls — leaving only a small part of the collection process flexible.

Other smaller problems were detected during inception phase, but could be solved during the work with PA:
— The necessity to clearly identify applications and applicants through unique identifiers

— The way to store milestone dates in order to identify clearly the year of commitment and year of
payment related to each application

— The need to store the historical characteristics of beneficiaries

And some other problems are currently being addressed by PA:

® For this first year of implementation, applications were opened from 1/04 to 10/07, but this was exceptional

*including text box, numbers, dropdown lists, calculated data, table presentation of related text boxes, administrative
questions that can be reviewed by PA operators, Yes/No questions and download/upload possibilities

® Main shortcoming is that dropdown lists currently accept only one choice, without possibilities of multiple selections. ..
PA could also think about possibilities to expand the Yes/No type of questions — e.g. "Yes/No/Don't know", or "choice 1,
2, 3, 4" —as a way to improve the user-friendliness of the forms produced... But this can also be done using dropdown
lists, so this doesn't rank as a priority.
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— The need to store a clear status for each application

3.2. The future system: moving from a "Push” to a "Pull” model for
real-time transmission of data related to applications and payments

The concept adopted during inception phase to simplify and streamline data transmission between PA and MA
has been to move from a "push” to a "pull" model of data flow, as figured below:

The "Push” model

1. MA requests data from PA

¢ |
| D

3. PA "pushes" back processed data to MA

2.PA
analyses &
compiles
data

APPRRR
databases

The "Pull" model

1. PA pre-extracts
data for MA

2. Whenever needed, MA "pulls" data
from PA storage and analyses it according
toits needs

APPRRR

databases

The pre-extraction process implemented by Paying Agency will in fact have high similarities with the creation
of a data warehouse.

This will have several potential advantages:
e data will be available on a close to real-time basis ;

o data will be directly extracted from the original database servers of the Agency through special ad'hoc
read-only queries, meaning that problems of data type conversion and/or of discrepancies between data
sent and data originally stored will be will be solved once for all ;

e An extensive set of queries will be easily prepared, covering the overwhelming majority of MA data
analysis needs, meaning that time and efforts required from PA to answer questions from MA on the
on-going progress of the programme should decrease drastically.

An interesting side-effect of this organisation of data transmission will also be that the same extract queries
prepared for MA needs will also be available for PA to analyse its on-going action, answering a urgent/ and
so far unresolved request of the management of the Agency.
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3.3. Organisation of access to PA servers through VPN connexion

Some parts/extracts of PA databases are already made available to outside partners through several Virtual
Private Network (VPN) connexions, establishing a secured access channel into the Paying Agency's servers for
the needs of data consultation by these outside partners.

Using this same technology has been identified as the best solution for future data transmission between
MA and PA.

Its practical organisation is still being finalised at the time of the completion of the present mission.

3.4. Final organisation of data exchange between PA and MA

This data exchange will follow the following path:
» 1. Information related to every application received is extracted by PA from APPRRR production
databases and stored under a common data structure = Monitoring Database Structure
— NB: this is only a very limited sub-set of the information managed by APPRRR

» 2. Compiled queries combining this monitoring information are also prepared by APPRRR

» 3. These compiled queries are then made available to MA on PA servers, through a secured "Virtual
Private Network (VPN)" access

— Under this VPN, each MA user is uniquely identified (login+password), and granted proper access
rights

» 4. MA uses EXCEL's Pivot tables tool to analyse this data

It opens PA data on PA server through ODBC (Open Database Connectivity),
retrieves the compiled query information in EXCEL,

and analyses it, producing analysis tables and graphs...

3.5. Limits of the technical model chosen

EXCEL Pivot tables and charts limits are recalled below:



Appraisal of the Monitoring System for the RDP 2014-2020 Final report p.24

Feature Maximum limit

PivotTable reports on a sheet Limited by available memory

Unique items per field 1,048,576

Row or column fields in a PivotTable report Limited by available memory

Report filters in a PivotTable report 256 (may be limited by available memory)
Value fields in a PivotTable report 256

Calculated item formulas in a PivotTable report  Limited by available memory

Report filters in a PivotChart report 256 (may be limited by available memory)
Value fields in a PivotChart report 256

Calculated item formulas in a PivotChart report  Limited by available memory

Length of the MDX name for a PivotTable item 32,767

Length for a relational PivotTable string 32,767
Iltems displayed in filter drop-down lists 10,000

However, if we ever touch one of these limits during RDP lifetime, we will be able to implement several
possible workarounds:

e Limit the number of columns in APPRRR compiled queries to include only the information necessary
and sufficient for each topic studied

— Most present queries prepared are "general purpose™ queries, with a very big number of columns...

E.g. the query "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific EN01", which is the biggest/most
comprehensive one, uses up to 208 columns to show all monitoring information available...

However, most analysis EXCEL tables prepared usually only use between 6 and 10 columns
(different ones from analysis to analysis) ...

e Limit the number of lines (= applications) in APPRRR compiled queries to only one RDP year, then
sum up in EXCEL the results of the successive years of RDP implementation
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4. Structure of the monitoring data used

4.1. General data structure

Structure of the monitoring data that will be used is shown below:

Application_ DYNAMIC Appli_X_Benef DYNAMIC Beneficiary_History STATIC
¥ coon - g Ref_NatjecajBroj g Il;;laktjecajBroj -
RD‘P_Measures’ RDP._TOP . DatumZapriman}ia = o 2 E:ff::(slfsa NazivKorisnika =
T @ 0_TOP 5 DatumZaprimanja_Godin Actoca
Ref ID_Plan 7 - Datym;aprimanja_Kvanz GradOpeina
| RDP_SubMeasures TOPEN = histjecajfral MB_ILS
e TOPEN short | = KodTOP Naselje
TOPHR seihocusZa Zopenia
TOPHR short Sekbocus 2} Po?tanjskibroj
Ref_SubMeasure SekFoctsas E_Posta
o —_ Ref_MainFocus Sekboctis SA T-e!efon
P_r|r|t|es TOP_AnnualSupp Call SekFocus3b ¥ OIB
TOP_AreaBasedSt NatjecajRedniBroj & OlBoo
7 L ® NatjecajBroj - / MIBPG R
| RDP_Focus areas GodinaRaspisivanja
— Call_X_TOP NazivNatjecaja AppliSpecific DYNAMIC
é @ NatjecajBroj i BINN L 2 @ KLASA Paén;gnts_DYNAMIC -
? KodTOP = PocetakNatjecaja JobsCreated Ref Klasa
AlokacijaNatjecajHRK InicijalZavrsetakNatjecaja Diversification Dat:JmIspIate
AlokacijaNatjecajEUR | v ProduzetakNatjecaja 0411 JobsCreated Datumlsplate_Godina
ZavrsetakNatjecaja LEEIncludelnvest 01 Datumlsplate-Kvartal
StatusNatjecaja v LEEIncludelnvest_02 Predujam = =
LEEIncludelnvest_03 3 3
LEEIncludelnvest 04 Zadnjalsplata_SravnjenRacu
LEEIndude[nvest—OS IsplacenaPotporaHRK
LEEInc!ude[nvest—OG IsplacenakUPotporaHRK
LEEIndudeInvest-O7 IsplacenaPotporaEUR
LEE[ncludeInvest-OS IsplacenaPotpora_LAG Teku ¥
LEEIncludelnvest_09
| EFIncludelnyvest 10 Ji

This structure is coherent with the most current RDP applications — and by extension with all applications to RDP.
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Its content is as follows:

o Table [RDP_Measures]: this table list the measures of the RDP, with their English and Croatian
names

o Table [RDP_Sub-measures]: same for sub-measures of the RDP
e Table [RDP_Priorities]: same for priorities of the RDP
e Table [RDP_Focus areas]: same for focus areas of the RDP

e Table [TOP]: same for types of operations

These five first tables describe the inherent structure of the Croatian RDP: 17 measures and 38 sub-measures,
broken down into 65 different types of operations (TOP), each TOP being also connected to 12 different focus
areas belonging to 6+1° priorities.

o Table [TOP] is then linked by a many-to-many link to table [Call], which lists the various successive
Calls for applications launched, with a unique ID reference number given to each call.

One call normally cares for only one TOP, with successive calls being launched for this specific TOP
during the programme lifetime

— E.g.Calls"04.1.1-001", "04.1.1 — 002", "04.1.1 — 003", etc.... For TOP "04.1.1"

However, the case of area-based measures must also be accommodated: in their case, a global call is
opened yearly, during which farmers apply simultaneously through the "Agronet" interface to TOPs
10.1.1t010.1.8,10.19, 11.1.1, 11.2.1, 13.1.1, 13.1.2, 13.1.3 and 18

— Call "Area-Based Measures 2015"
e Table [Call] is thus also linked to table [Call_X_ TOP]

e Each individual application received for a given call is then entered into table [Application], each
application being uniquely identified through its "KLASA" number’ given to it by APPRRR on
reception.

— Table [Application] only stores the general information common to all applications across all
TOPs of the programme: date of reception, amount of support requested, status of application
(accepted, rejected, etc...), accepted amount of support, etc...

e Some applications request more specific information to be stored about them®: this information is
stored in table [AppliSpecific], linked by a 1-to-1 link to table [Application] and also identified by the
"KLASA" number

e Each payment made over the time to RDP successful beneficiaries is recorded in table [Payment],
with reference to the "KLASA" identifier of its application

o Finally, Information about the various beneficiaries of RDP who have submitted the above-mentioned
applications is stored in table [Beneficiary_History_STATIC], with a many-to-many link to table
[Application] stored in table [Appli_X_Benef].

The case of this last table [Beneficiary] calls for some comments — which also explain its particular name:

» Finally, Information about the various beneficiaries of RDP who have submitted applications is stored
in table [Beneficiary_History_STATIC], with a many-to-many link to table [Application] stored in
table [Appli_X_Benef].

® Including the special "Technical Assistance" measure
" Or similar unique identifier given by APPRRR for each area-based measure request received. ..
8 .g. specific monitoring indicators
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Beneficiaries (or would-be beneficiaries) submitting applications are uniquely identified by APPRRR by a
unique IBK identifier. This identifier stays the same if the same beneficiary (individual, legal entity or other...)
re-applies for another RDP support after some years. What counts here is the legal business OIB number or
personal OIB number of the applicant.

However, even if the beneficiary might stay the same, his/her characteristics might change over the course of
years: some might see their operations grow and develop, some might diversify their activities, others might
diminish them....

Furthermore, a significant number of past beneficiaries might disappear over the years. It is thus all the more
important to keep an historical trace of their past characteristics...

If we want to properly analyse RDP results for year 2015 in "AIR 2020", what will count at that time will not
be what has become of 2015 beneficiaries year in 2020, but what they were historically in 2015.
Question will not be:

— Are they big or small now? Are they olive growers now?

—  But: were they big or small in 2015? Were they olive growers in 2015%?

For this reason, a "copy" of the historical situation of the beneficiaries at the time of their application is kept in
table [Beneficiary_History STATIC], in order to be able to refer to it later on...

This is also the reason for which the unique identifier of the table [Beneficiary_History STATIC] isa
combination of:

— The IBK of the beneficiary +
— the unique call number to which he/she applied at this time in the history of RDP

¢ Finally, the Monitoring Database also includes various predefined typologies which will be used to
analyse the data related to our beneficiaries and their applications

4.2. Static and dynamic storage

4.2.1. Static and dynamic sets of information

The above mentioned tables for storing applications and payments information come under two sets or
variants:

o A DYNAMIC set, under which information is coming "live" from APPRRR databases (soft copy or
"view"), and changes dynamically over the time as the processing of each application by PA is
evolving over time.

This set comprises the tables [Application_ DYNAMIC], [AppliSpecific. DYNAMIC],
[Payments_DYNAMIC], and [Appli_X_Benef DYNAMIC]

o ASTATIC set - [Application_STATIC], [AppliSpecific_STATIC], [Payments_STATIC] and
[Appli_X_Benef_STATIC] - with exactly the same structure, but in which a hard copy of APPRR
information is recopied for some particular applications, and will not change (or only change
manually) over time

While — as we saw above:
— Beneficiary information is always STATIC, as the table [Beneficiary_History STATIC] contains
a hard copy of the situation of the beneficiary at the time of his/her application

4.2.2. When is the DYNAMIC set of tables used, when is the STATIC set used?
The set used by default is the DYNAMIC one.
The STATIC set is used:

° Furthermore, a significant number of past beneficiaries might disappear over the years. It is thus all the more important
to keep an historical trace of their past characteristics...
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— When some applications have been manually processed by PA without being entered into its
database system — hence they also have to be monitored manually

—  Or for some specific measures (e.g. measures 1, 2, and 20), where the monitoring might be done
manually/and synthetically by Ministry of Agriculture rather than relying on APPRRR as the
primary source of monitoring information.

In general, the decision will be taken for a whole TOP/ or at least for a whole call:

— e.g.call "05.2.1 — 00"1 has been processed manually, so all its applications will be entered
manually in the STATIC set of tables...

However, one should note that nothing prevents technically from extracting one application from the
DYNAMIC set to move it to the STATIC set and process it further there manually (e.g. to correct/complement
its data).

The only rule to follow here is as follows: no single application should be visible both in the DYNAMIC
set and in the STATIC one at the same time, or it will be counted double in the monitoring data.

Despise what has been said above, the best way to manage this dual possibility is to affect applications to each
set either by whole call, or by whole TOP: e.g. "this call will be managed manually in the STATIC set, this
other call will be managed dynamically by direct and "live" extraction from PA database in the DYNAMIC
set".

It will be the responsibility of APPRRR to keep track of which call is managed manually and which call is
managed dynamically.

The table [Call]* has precisely a special system field [APPRRR_ManualProcessing] designed to store which
call is processed manually, which one is processed dynamically.

Furthermore, all applications records — both in the [Application_ DYNAMIC] and in the
[Application_STATIC] tables — also have a special system field [systemDataSource], which is designed to take
the following possible values:

— "DYNAMIC" for dynamic extraction ,
— "Manual PA" for data manually entered by PA,
"Manual MA" for data manually entered by MA, if this case happens in the future

4.3. Compiling static and dynamic storage

Before processing, data from the DYNAMIC set and from the STATIC set are systematically combined by
APPRRR through a ""'union query, which adds the lines of the STATIC set to the lines of the DYNAMIC set

E.g. for the resulting [Application] table:

0 Which is itself a STATIC table to be fed regularly manually by APPRRR as the successive RDP calls will take place. ..
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| 5] APPRRR Application

KLASA - DatumZaprii - DatumZaprii - DatumZaprii - |NatjecajBroj -1 KodTOP - SekFocus 2A - SekFocus 2B - SekFocus 2C - SekFocus 3A - |SekFocus 3B - SekFocus P4 - SekFocus S5C - SekFc
440-12/15-04- 10/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04-  10/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 11/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 09/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 09/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 08/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 07/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 10/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2 -001 e O 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 08/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 WNAMIC e&ractlon 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04-  08/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 07/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 08/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 09/04/2015 2015 2015-02 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 08/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 08/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/15-04- 07/04/2015 2015 2015-Q2 04.1.2-001 04.1.2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/14-01- 03/11/2014 2014 2014-Q4 05.2.1-001 05.21 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/14-01- 31/10/2014 2014 2014-Q4 052.1-001 05.2.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/14-01- 31/10/2014 2014 2014-Q4 05.2.1-001 05.2.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/14-01- 31/10/2014 2014 2014-Q4 05.2.1-001 05.2.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/14-01- 31/10/2014 2014 2014-Q4 05.2.1-001 05.2.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/14-01-  31/10/2014 2014 2014-Q4 05.2.1- 001 oszSTA'nc hard copyo 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/14-01- 31/10/2014 2014 2014-04 05.2.1-001 05.2.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/14-01- 30/10/2014 2014 2014-Q4 05.2.1-001 05.2.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440-12/14-01- 30/10/2014 2014 2014-Q4 052.1-001 05.2.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
440.12/14.01.- an/in/ani14a 2014 2014-n4 NS21.nN1 ns21 n n n n n n n

Enr: [4 4 804 sur1215 » > Rechercher | 4

4.4. Creating "summary views"

In general, lines created in the [Application_DYNAMIC] or [Application_STATIC] tables each represent
one single application.

However, they also can represent a group of applications, whenever we are only interested in totalling
numbers and amounts, not in analysing the particulars of a given category of application.

For this purpose, the Application tables both include a special system field [systemCountAppli], which is equal
to 1 for single applications, and to the number of applications summarised for summary lines.

The count of applications per TOP, Sub-measure and Measure is done by totalling this field, not through the
SQL instruction "Count".

This possibility is used for example for measure 18, which MA doesn't want to analyse in detail in its AIR —
but only to mention in AIR as a summary of number applications introduced, amount requested, number
applications approved, and public support accepted/paid...

For this measure, only 2 summary lines are necessary in the table [Application_STATIC]: one line for
cumulated accepted applications, one line for non-accepted ones.

4.5. Detailed content of the data structure

Table by table, this content is as follows:

Call

NatjecajRedniBroj Integer Iong' 4 Call sequential number
NatjecaiBroj Text " 14 Call Number (04.1.1 - 001)
GodinaRaspisivanja Integer " 2 Yearof call

NazivNatjecaja Memo - Description of call

BrNN Text " 255 Ordinance number(s)
PocetakNatjecaja Date/Time " 8 Date opening
InicijalZavrsetakNatjecaja Date/Time " 8 Initial Date closing
ProduzetakNatjecaja Date/Time " 8 Extended date of closing
ZavrsetakNatjecaja Date/Time " 8 Date closing
StatusNatjecaja Text " 255 Status of call (Otvoren/ Zatvoren/ PONI§TEN)
AlokacijaNatjecajHRK Monetary ’ 8 Global Call allocation (HRK)

AlokacijaNatjecajEUR Monetary " 8 Global Call allocation (EUR)
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Call_X_ToP
NatjecajBroj

KodTOP
AlokacijaNatjecajHRK
AlokacijaNatjecajEUR
systemDPCall

systemSPCall
systemManualProcessing
systemExtractionCompleted

Application (DYNAMIC/ STATIC)
KLASA

DatumZaprimanja
DatumzZaprimanja_Godina
DatumzZaprimanja_Kvartal
NatjecajBroj

KodTOP

SekFocus 2A

SekFocus 2B

SekFocus 2C

SekFocus 3A

SekFocus 3B

SekFocus P4

SekFocus 5C

SekFocus 5D

SekFocus 5E

SekFocus 6A

SekFocus 6B
ZajednickiProjekt
GradOpcinaUlaganja
MB_JLS_Ulaganja
Zupanija_Ulaganja
Naselie_Ulaganja
TrazenaKolicinaABM
TrazenilznosUlaganjaHRK
TrazenilznosPotporeHRK
TrazenilznosUlaganjaEUR
TrazenilznosPotporeEUR
StatusDetaljni

Status

DatumOdluke
DatumOdluke_Godina
DatumOdluke_Kvartal
RazlogOdbijanja
DatumPonistenjaOdluke
DatumPonistenjaOdluke_Godina
DatumPonistenjaOdluke_Kvartal
RazlogPonistenjaOdluke
BrojOdlukaOIzmjeni
BrojPrigovoraOdlukaOdbijanju
BrojPozitivnihPrigovoraOdbijanju
BrojPrigovoraOdlukaoDodjeli
BrojPrigovoraOdlukalsplata

Text

Text
Monetary
Monetary
True/False
True/False
True/False
True/False

Text
Date/Time
Text

Text

Text

Text
True/False
True/False
True/False
True/False
True/False
True/False
True/False
True/False
True/False
True/False
True/False
True/False
Text

Text

Text

Text

Real
Monetary
Monetary
Monetary
Monetary
Text

Text
Date/Time
Text

Text

Text
Date/Time
Text

Text

Text
Integer
Integer
Integer
Integer

Integer

-

hl

-

Final report

14 Ref Call Number (04.1.1 - 001)
6 Ref TOP
8 Call_X_TOP allocation (HRK)
8 Call_X_TOP allocation (EUR)
1 DP Call
1 SP Call
1 Manual processing of applications at APPRRR level
1 Extraction Completed

30 ID
8 Date Reception

’ 255 Year of date Reception (format: "2015")

’ 255 Quarter of date Reception (format: "2015-Q1")
" 255 Ref Call Number (format "04.1.1 - 001")

: 255 Ref TOP (fromat "04.1.1")

1 Secundary Focus selected in on-line application form

1

e

1
1 Joint Project

255 City of investment

255 Ref_MaticniBroj_GradaOpcine (xLocalisation_GradOpcine)

255 County of investment

255 Settlement of investment

4 Requested Quantity for Area-Based Measure (ha or LU)

8 Appli Investment amount (HRK)
8 Appli Requested support (HRK)
8 Appli Investment amount (EUR)
8 Appli Requested support (EUR)
50 Status detailed
50 Status commitment

8 Date of Decision (First decision - positive=approved or negative=rejected)

r

255 Year of date Decision (2015)
r

255 Quarter of date Decision (2015-Q1)
r

255 Reason Rejection
r

8 Date of Termination of decision of approval
255 Year of date Termination (2015)
255 Quarter of date Termination (2015-Q1)

255 Reason Termination of decision of approval (fraud, admin control...)

2 Number of Amendmentsn of decision of approval

2 Number of Appeals on rejection

2 (out of which) Number of Positive Appeals on rejection

2 Number of Appeals on content of Approval decision

2 Number of Appeals at Payment stages

p.30



Appraisal of the Monitoring System for the RDP 2014-2020 Final report p.31

OdobrenaKolicinaABM Real 4 Accepted Quantity for Area-Based Measure (ha or LU)
FizickaPovrsinaAEM Real g 4 E’\:ﬁc:d?;iitl;llr;d:OrUAn%ir:g-l)Environment Measures 10.1.1 to 10.1.8
OdobrenilznosUlaganjaHRK Monetary " 8 Approved Investment Amount (HRK)
OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaHRK Monetary 4 8 Approved Public Support (HRK)

OdobrenaHRPotporaHRK Monetary " 8 Approved HR Support (HRK)

OdobrenaEUPotporaHRK Monetary g 8 Approved EU Support (HRK)

OdobrenilznosUlaganjaEUR Monetary g 8 Approved Investment Amount (EUR)
OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR Monetary Y 8 Approved Public Support (EUR)

OdobrenaHRPotporaEUR Monetary " 8 Approved HR Support (EUR)

OdobrenaEUPotporaEUR Monetary ’ 8 Approved EU Support (EUR)

PlaniraniDatumKrajaProjekta Date/Time ” 8 Planned Project End Date

DatumZavrsetka Date/Time g 8 Date completion (last payment processed or debts cleared)
DatumZavrsetka_Godina Text ! 255 Year of Date Completion

DatumZavrsetka_Kvartal Text g 255 Quarter of Date Completion

systemDataSource Text g 255 System: "DYNAMIC"=dynamic extraction , "MANUAL"=manually entered/processed by

PA, "ARCHIVE"=hard-copy of previous dynamic extraction

2 System: if individual application = 1, otherwise if some application lines are grouped,

systemCountAppli Integer
th PP 9 Count number lines here (+ sum Amounts)

Appli Specific (DYNAMIC/ STATIC)

KLASA Text " 30 ID

StvorenaRadnaMjesta Integer Iong' 4 Nbr news jobs created through investment project (general)
Diversifikacija Text " 255 xTypoSpecificDiversification

LEE_Ulaganje_01 True/False " 1 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 1
LEE_Ulaganje_02 True/False " 2 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 2
LEE_Ulaganje_03 True/False " 3 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 3
LEE_Ulaganje_04 True/False " 4 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 4
LEE_Ulaganje_05 True/False " 5 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 5
LEE_Ulaganje_06 True/False " 6 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 6
LEE_Ulaganje_07 True/False " 7 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 7
LEE_Ulaganje_08 True/False " 8 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 8
LEE_Ulaganje_09 True/False " 9 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 9
LEE_Ulaganje_10 True/False " 10 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 10
LEE_Ulaganje_11 True/False " 11 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 11
LEE_Ulaganje_12 True/False ’ 12 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 12
LEE_Ulaganje_13 True/False " 13 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 13
LEE_Ulaganje_14 True/False " 14 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 14
LEE_Ulaganje_15 True/False " 15 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 15
LEE_Ulaganje_16 True/False " 16 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 16
LEE_Ulaganje_17 True/False " 17 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 17
LEE_Ulaganje_18 True/False " 18 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 18
LEE_Ulaganje_19 True/False " 19 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 19
LEE_Ulaganje_20 True/False g 20 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 20
LEE_Ulaganje_21 True/False " 21 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 21
LEE_Ulaganje_22 True/False " 22 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 22
LEE_Ulaganje_23 True/False " 23 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 23
LEE_Ulaganje_24 True/False " 24 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 24
LEE_Ulaganje_25 True/False " 25 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 25
LEE_Ulaganje_26 True/False " 26 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 26
LEE_Ulaganje_27 True/False " 27 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 27
LEE_Ulaganje_28 True/False " 28 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 28
LEE_Ulaganje_29 True/False " 29 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 29
LEE_Ulaganje_30 True/False " 30 Investment includes items from List of Eligible Expenses - category 30
03_ImeZasticProizvoda Text " 255 Name of Product supported

03_ObjasnjenjeZasticProizvoda Text " 255 Comments on Product supported

0311_TipSustaviKvalitete Text " 255 Type of quality sign supported - xTypoSpecificQualitySigns
0321_SektorAktivnostiZasticProizvoda Text " 255 "Agriculture/ market organ'iéation“or “A'g'ro—Processing a'ctiv'rties")‘ N
0411_0431_NavodnjavanaPovrsinaUlaganja Real " 4 Irrigated Area Supported (in ha)

0412_UvjetnaGrlaUlaganja Integer Iongr 4 LU Supported for reducing GHG and ammonia emissions
0413_0422_PlaniranaProivodnjaOIE Real g 4 Planned Renewable Energy Production (in Tons of Oil Equivalent - toe)
0431_0432_BrKorisnikaGospodarstva Integer Iong' 4 Nbr holdings benefitting from investment in infrastructure
0433_DuljinaPoboljsaneInfrastrukture Real " 4 Length Forestry Infrastructure Ugraded (km)

0441_UtjecajNaBioraznolikost True/False " 1 Impact On Biodiversity
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0522_RazminiranoPoljoprivrednoZemljiste

0621_0641_SektorUlaganja
0621_0641_PripadajuciOPG_MIBPG
0621_0641_PripadajuciOPG_Velicina

0621_0641_PripadajuciOPG_SektorAktivnosti

0711_SektorUlaganja
07_StanovnistvoPokrivenoUlaganjem

0721_SektorUlaganjal
0721_SektorUlaganja2

0721_SektorUlaganja3
085_SumskaPovrsinaPoboljsana
085_086_SektorUlaganja

0911_ImeProizvodaPO
0911_ObjasnjeneProizvodaPO

0911_SektorAktivnostiProizvodaPO
0911_PODjelovanjel
0911_PODjelovanje2

0911_PODjelovanje3

0911_VolumenProizvoda_Kolicina
0911_VolumenProizvoda_HRK
10_OdobrenaPovrsinaNatura2000
10_OdobrenaPovrsinaNCA
11_OdobrenaPovrsinaNatura2000
11_OdobrenaPovrsinaNCA
13_0dobrenaPovrsinaNatura2000
161_BrClanovaNevladineUdruge
161_BrClanovalstrazivanje
161_164_BrClanovaPoljoprivrednici
161_BrClanovaSME
161_BrClanovaSavijetnici
161_BrClanovaOstali
192_LokalniProjekt_TOP
192_LokalniProjekt_TipPromotora
193_Tip Promotora
193_TipSuradnje

194_TipTroska

Real
Text
Text
Text

Text

Text
r
Integer long
r

Text
Text

Text

Text
Text

Text
Text

Text
Text
Text

Text

Real

Real

Real

Real

Real

Real

Real

Integer Iong'
Integer Iong'
Integer Iong'
Integer Iong'
Integer long
Integer Iongr
Text
Text
Text
Text
Text

Appli_X_Benef (DYNAMIC/ STATIC)

Ref_NatjecajBroj
Ref _IBK
Ref_Klasa

Text
Text
Text

Final report p.32

4 Agricultural Land Area Demined (in ha)

" 255 Investment Sector - xTypolnvestmentSector (type investment = "06 Investment"
" 255 MIBPG from parent farm of applicant
" 255 Size from parent farm of applicant ()n ha

255 Activity Sector from parent farm - xTypoBenefActivitySector (type activity =
"Agriculture/ market organisation™)

255 Investment Sector - xTypolInvestmentSector (type investment = "0711 Investment")

4 Nbr population benefitting from investment - all measure 7

Investment Sector for biggest investment priority - XTypoInvestmentSector (type
investment = "0721 Investment")

Investment Sector for second investment priority - XTypoInvestmentSector (type
investment = "0721 Investment")

Investment Sector for third investment priority - XTypoInvestmentSector (type
investment = "0721 Investment")

255

255

255

" 255 Forest Area with improved resiience and environmental value (in ha)

255 Investment Sector - xTypolnvestmentSector (type investment = "085 Investment" or
"086 Investment")

" 255 Name of Product supported
" 255 Comments on Product supported
r

Acticity Sector for Product supported - xTypoBenefActivitySector (type activity =
"Agriculture/ market organisation"or "Agro-Processing activities")

Most important function of the producers organisation -
xTypoSpecificProducersOrganisations

Second important function of the producers organisation -
xTypoSpecificProducersOrganisations

Third important function of the producers organisation -
xTypoSpecificProducersOrganisations

4 Quantity of production organised (in Tons)

4 Value of production organised (in Kuna)

255
255
255

255

4 ha accepted for Area-Based Measure which also belong to Natura 2000 area

4 ha accepted for Area-Based Measure which also belong to Natural Constraint Areas
4 ha accepted for Organic production which also belong to Natura 2000 area

4 ha accepted for Organic production which also belong to Natural Constraint Areas
4 ha accepted for Natural Constraint Areas which also belong to Natural 2000 Area
4 Nbr Partners type NGO in EIP-OG

4 Nbr Partners type Research in EIP-OG

4 Nbr Partners type Farmers in EIP-OG or non-EIP partnerships

4 Nbr Partners type SME in EIP-OG

4 Nbr Partners type Advisors in EIP-OG

4 Nbr Partners type Other in EIP-OG

" 255 Secundary TOP classification for local project financed under 19.2.1

" 255 Type of Promoter for local project financed - xTypoSpecificLAGLocalPromoters
" 255 Type of Promoter - xTypoSpecificLAGLocalPromoters

" 255 Type of Cooperation - xTypoSpecificLAGTypeCooperation

255 Type of expense - xTypoSpecificLAGTypeExpense

14
20
30
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Beneficiary_History_STATIC

NatjecajBroj

IBK
NazivKorisnika
Adresa
GradOpcina
MB_ILS
Naselje
Zupanija
Postanskibroj
E_Posta
Telefon

oIB

OIBoo

MIBPG
MIBSumoposjednika
TipKorisnika
TipKorisnika_det
TipUdruzenja
TipUdruzenja_det
JavnoPrivatnoPartnerstvo
UdioJavnogPartnerstva
VrstaAktivnosti
SektorAktivnosti
SekundarniSektor
EkoCertifikat

Spol

Starost
StupanjEdukacije
UdruzenjaBrojClanova
UdruzenjaPodrucjeDjelovanja
IAKS_UkupnaPoljPovr
IAKS_PovrGPP
TAKS_PovrZPO
IAKS_PovrPPO
IAKS_PovrHNV
IAKS_PovrEkoPrijelaz
IAKS_PovrEkoOdrZavanje
HPA_UkupnoUG
UkupnaSumskaPovr

SO

SO_Kategorija
BrojZaposlenihAWU
Promet
VrijednostBilance
SME_Kategorija
JLS_BrojStanovnika
JLS_BrojRegistriranihPG
JLS_IndeksRazvijenosti
LAG_BrojStanovnika
LAG_BrojJavniSektor
LAG_BrojPrivatniSektor
LAG_BrojCivilniSektor

Where:

Final report

What to fill for:_

Text 14 Ref Call number (time at which beneficiary information was hard-copied in this STATIC
table)

Text 20 ID Client

Text 255 Client name

Text g 255 Client postal address

Text " 255 City

Text " 255 Ref_MaticniBroj_GradaOpcine (xLocalisation_GradOpcine)

Text i’ 255 Settlement

Text i’ 255 County

Text i’ 255 PostalCode (not useful?)

Text i’ 255 Client contact email

Text " 255 Client contact phone

Text " 255 CompanyOIB (Personal OIB for OPG, Craft OIB for Craft, Court of Commerce registry
OIB, Associations registry OIB...)

Text " 255 ResponsibleParty's Personal OIB (Farmer, Manager, Association President)

Text i’ 255 Farm Registry Nr

Text i’ 255 Forest Registry Nr

Text " 255 xTypoBeneflLegalStatus - Legal Status

Text i’ 255 xTypoBeneflLegalStatus - Legal Status Detail

Text " 255 xTypoBeneflegalStatus - Type Association

Text " 255 xTypoBeneflLegalStatus - Association Detail

Text i’ 255 Public-Private Partnership - xTypoBenefPPP

Text " 255 % Public Share

Text " 255 xTypoBenefActivitySector - Type of Activity

Text i’ 255 xTypoBenefActivitySector - Sector

Text " 255 Secundary Sector(s) (text box, free writing)

True/False 1 OrganicFarm

Text i’ 255 Sex

Text " 255 Age

Text : 255 Education

Integer long
Text "
Real
Real
Real
Real
Real
Real
Real
Real
Real
Monetary
Text

r
Integer long
Monetary i’
Monetary
Text
Integer
Integer
Integer
Integer
Integer
Integer

Integer

4 Number Members (association/zadruga)

255 xTypoBenefAssociationArea (association/zadruga)
r

4 Total Agricultural Area (in ha) / or Total forest area (in ha)
4 Total area under Moutain Constraint (in ha)

4 Total area under Natural Constraint

4 Total area under Specific Constraint

4 Total area in High Value Nature Area (Natura 2000...)

4 Total Organic area under conversion

4 Total Organic area converted

4 Total Livestock Units

4 Total Forest Area

8 Standard Output value

r
255 xTypoBenefStandardOutput

4 Year n-1 AWU (Annual Workers Units)
8 Year n-1 Turnover

8 Year n-1 Balance Sheet Total

r
255 xTypoBenefSizeCompany
r

2 Local Govt Units - Total inhabitants population
2 Local Govt Units - Total Nbr Farms registered
2 Local Govt Units - Devt Index

2 LAG Nbr Inhabitants

2 LAG Nbr Public sector partners

2 LAG Nbr Private sector partners

2 LAG Nbr Civil sector partners

— FARMERS = Companies-craft-individuals (OPG) with Farm Registry number

FARMERS (1)

FOREST HOLDERS (2)

FIRMS (3)

ASSO (4)

INDIVIDUAL (5)

JLS (6)

p.33
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— FOREST HOLDERS = Physical person, legal person or public body with Chamber of Forest Registry number
—  FIRMS = Agro-processing firms/ Wood-processing firms/ Utility companies/ Zadruga-Cooperatives with Court of

Commerce Registry number

—  ASSO = Associations (including LAGs and Ogs) with Associations Registry number
— INDIVIDUAL = Craft-individual not registered in Farm Registry
— JLS = Local/regional Government units

Payments (DYNAMIC/ STATIC)
D

Ref_Klasa

DatumIsplate

Datumlisplate_Godina
DatumlIsplate_Kvartal

Predujam
Zadnjalsplata_SravnjenRacun
IsplacenaPotporaHRK
IsplacenaEUPotporaHRK
IsplacenaPotporaEUR
IsplacenaEUPotporaEUR
IsplacenaPotpora_LAG_TekuciTrEUR

r
Integer long

Text
Date/Time
Text

Text
True/False
True/False
Monetary
Monetary
Monetary
Monetary
Monetary

4
30
8 Date of actual payment (actual bank transfer)

" 255 Year of Date Payment
" 255 Quarter of Date Payment

1 Advance Payment

1 Last payments or Debts cleared

8 Paid support HRK

8 (out of which) Paid EU support HRK

8 Paid support EUR

8 (out of which) Paid EU support EUR

8 (LAG specific) Paid support for LAGs running costs/not animation costs in EUR

Payments synthesis Query (sum of payments)

SELECT APPRRR_Payments.Ref_Klasa, Count(APPRRR_Payments.ID) AS Brojlsplate, Max(APPRRR_Payments.Datumlisplate) AS DatumPosljednjeglsplate,
Max(APPRRR_Payments. DatumlIsplate _Godina) AS DatumpPosliednjeglsplate _Godina, Max(APPRRR_Payments.Datumlsplate_Kvartal) AS
DatumPosliednjeglsplate_Kvartal Min(APPRRR_Payments.Predujam) AS BioPredujam, Min(APPRRR_Payments.Zadnjalsplata_SravnjenRacun) AS
Zadnjalsplata_SravnjenRacun, Sum(APPRRR_Payments. IsplacenaPotporaHRK) AS ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaHRK, Sum(APPRRR_Payments. IsplacenaEUPotporaHRK)
AS ZbrojlsplacenaEUPotporaHRK, Sum(APPRRR_Payments.IsplacenaPotporafUR) AS ZbrojlsplacenaPotporafUR,
Sum(APPRRR_Payments. IsplacenaEUPotporaEUR) AS ZbrojlsplacenaEUPotporaEUR

FROM APPRRR_Payments
GROUP BY APPRRR_Payments.Ref_Klasa;
Ref_Klasa

Brojlsplate
DatumPosliednjegIsplate
DatumPosliednjegIsplate_Godina
DatumPosliednjegIsplate_Kvartal
BioPredujam
Zadnjalsplata_SravnjenRacun
ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaHRK
ZbrojlsplacenaEUPotporaHRK
ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR
ZbrojlsplacenaEUPotporaEUR

Text
Integer long
Date/Time
Text

Text
Integer
Integer
Monetary
Monetary
Monetary
Monetary

Nbr payments done

Date of last payment

Year of Date Payment

Quarter of Date Payment

Was there an Advance Payment

Was there a Last payments or Debts cleared
Sum Paid support HRK

(out of which) Sum Paid EU support HRK
Sum Paid support EUR

(out of which) Sum Paid EU support EUR
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5. Functioning of Monitoring data collection and
extraction measure per measure

5.1. Measure 1 - Knowledge transfer and information actions

Content and specificities Monitoring requirements

Procurement of training, demonstration and farm EU requirements:

exchange operations through measure 1 will probably ¢ Number of training operations conducted per

not take the form of classic "Applications” per each TOP per year, including:

TOP. —  Number of trainings™ and workshops

Trainings might be procured under big global organised for TOP 01.1.1,01.1.2,01.1.3

(possibly pluri-annual) service contracts, or even and 01.1.4

through framework contracts. — Number of demonstration operations for
TOP 01.2.1

Number of contract beneficiaries or number of

. . L Number of final beneficiaries/ trainees for
contracts signed will thus not be significant. *

these various operations under 01.1 sub-
measure

e  Number of training days under 01.1 sub-
measure

e Public expenditure for each TOP

Ministry will also ask:

e Breakdown of number of trainees per sex, per
county or per activity sector

Due to the fact that management of contracts by APPRRR will not give sufficient detailed information about
the progress of these activities, it is proposed that this measure will be monitored manually by MA, by asking
the contractors to report directly to Ministry against the above-mentioned indicators, following the format
attached here:

OUlpL realis &d (2014-Year N cumul
F2 P2 | P4 P5 P6
2 20 [3a [30] abc |salsblec [5d]5e |62 60 [Be

Total

[Nt of trainine operafions supporied

Training/skills acquisition. [Nr of in frainings

(L1) [N of training davs given

Total public & diture € for traiine) delle
Nt of d tion informa tion action operations supported (1.2)

Nt of farm exchanges opera tions supporied (1.3)
Total piblic expenditure € (frainings, farm exchanges, demonstration) (L1 to 1.3)

This obligation to report will be included in the contractor's report.

APPRRR will also include in the STATIC set of applications one line per Contractor and per TOP for this
measure, in order to follow up commitments and disbursements across the whole RDP...

5.2. Measure 2 - Advisory services

Content and specificities Monitoring requirements

Procurement for this measure will also not take the EU requirements:

form of classic "Applications" per each TOP. e Number of beneficiaries advised, per TOP
_ _ _ _ per year

Rather, the national Extens!on Service will be e Number of advisors trained

entrusted to conduct operations under each TOP,

! Trainings might include several modules or sessions but will be counted as one according to their general purpose/and
target beneficiaries
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including organising the training of its advisors under e Public expenditure for each TOP
TOP 02.3.1. o ]
Ministry will also ask:
e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries
advised per county or per activity sector

Here again, it is proposed that this measure will be monitored manually by asking the Extension Service to
report directly to Ministry against these various indicators.

The format for reporting is shown below:

Providmng advisery |_\'r of beneficiaries advised

services (21) |_\.'r of operations supported (advisory services)
Nr of opera tions supported (advisory serviees sebup) (2.2)

[ of operation ted (irainmes for ad
Training of advisors (23) I\'b‘ :f::_:m u:j:” (tramngs for advisors)

Total piblic expendiwe €(2.1 02.3)

This obligation to report will be included in the contractor's report.

APPRRR will also include in the STATIC set of applications one line per Contractor and per TOP for this
measure, in order to follow up commitments and disbursements across the whole RDP...

5.3. Measure 3 - Quality schemes

Content and specificities Monitoring requirements
This measure comprises 2 TOPs: EU requirements:
e TOP 03.1.1 will support farmers (who will e Number of operations supported
apply individually) for their participation in e  Number of participating farmers supported
various quality schemes under 03.1.1 — broken down per type of
e TOP 03.2.1 will support associations and quality scheme
producers groups to promote various quality e Public expenditure for each TOP

schemes and the underlying organisation Ministry will also ask:

o Breakdown of operations per activity sector,
and name of protected product(s)

e Size of associations benefitting from 03.2.1
(number members)

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this measure:
— Farmers applying under 03.1.1 will each be identified and given a KLASA for their application
— Associations and producers groups financed under 03.2.1 will also be identified and given KLASA
numbers

All our normal capacity for extended analysis (per sex, age, education, sector, county, etc...) will be available
for 03.1.1 beneficiaries...

APPRR will be asked to include one specific indicator in the 03.1.1 application form related to the type of
quality scheme in which the beneficiary participates, as well as the activity sector and name of protected
product(s).

For 03.2.1, information related to the beneficiary - associations and producers groups — collected by APPRRR
will have to include number of members and type of quality scheme/agricultural products promoted, as well as
the localisation and area of action of the association, thus answering all possible questions about this TOP.

5.4. Measure 4 - Investments in physical assets

5.4.1. Sub-measure 4.1 - support for investments in agricultural holdings
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Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises 3 TOPs which all support
individual farmers for modernisation.

It will be implemented by APPRRR by launching
several successive calls for applications under its
various TOPs.

EU requirements:
e Number of investment operations supported

e Number of farmers beneficiaries (without
double counting over the successive calls)

e Total investment public + private
e Public expenditure for each TOP

As well as two extra specific indicators:

e Area in ha concerned by investments for
saving water

e LU concerned by investment with a view of
reducing GHG and ammonia emissions

Furthermore, EU specifically requests that we
analyse the support granted by breaking it down by:

e Type of ANC area

e Organic/non-organic farms

e Age and sex of beneficiary

e Activity sector of the beneficiary
e Size of the farm expressed in ha

Ministry will also ask:

e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries
supported per county (and per activity sector)

e Per legal status

e Per age and education level
e Per SO level

e Nbr Jobs created

e Planned renewable energy produced under
04.1.3

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this sub-measure:
— Farmers applying under 04.1 will each be identified and given a KLASA for their application

All our normal capacity for extended analysis (per sex, age, education, sector, county, etc...) will be available

for 04.1 beneficiaries...

APPRR will also be asked to include two specific indicator in the 04.1.1 on-line application forms (whenever
pertinent), related to the "Area in ha concerned by investments for saving water"”, and "LU concerned by
investment with a view of reducing GHG and ammonia emissions".

5.4.2.

Sub-measure 4.2 - support for investments in processing/marketing

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises 2 TOPs which all support
individual processing firms for modernisation.

It will be implemented by APPRRR by launching
several successive calls for applications under its
various TOPs.

EU requirements:
e Number of investment operations supported
e Total investment public + private
e Public expenditure for each TOP

Furthermore, EU specifically requests that we
analyse the support granted by breaking it down by:
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e Type of ANC area
e Activity sector of the beneficiary
e Size of the firm expressed in SME
classification
Ministry will also ask:

e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries
supported per county (and per activity sector)

e Per legal status

e Number of beneficiaries (without double
counting over the successive calls)

¢ Nbr Jobs created

¢ Planned renewable energy produced under
04.2.2

Here again APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this sub-measure:
— Firms applying under 04.2 will each be identified and given a KLASA for their application

All our normal capacity for extended analysis (per legal status, SME size, sector, county, etc...) will be
available for 04.2 beneficiaries. ..

APPRR will also be asked to include one specific indicator in the on-line application forms (whenever
pertinent), related to "Planned renewable energy produced under 04.2.2".

5.4.3. Sub-measure 4.3 - support for investments in infrastructure and 4.4 — support
for non-productive investments related to agro-environment and climate change
mitigation

Content and specificities Monitoring requirements
This sub-measure comprises 3 TOPs: EU requirements:
e TOP 04.3.1 and 04.3.2 support local/regional Number of investment operations supported
government for irrigation infrastructure and e Total investment public + private

land consolidation operations

e TOP 04.3.3 supports again local/regional
government as well as forest holders (or

e Public expenditure for each TOP

As well as one extra specific indicator:

associations of forest holders) for e Length of forestry infrastructure
improvement of forestry infrastructure (re)constructed under 04.3.3

e TOP 04.4.1 supports non-productive Ministry will also ask:
investments related to environmental e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries
preservation supported per county (and per activity sector)

e Per legal status of applicant?
e Jobs created

e Irrigated area improved and population
benefitting under water management
infrastructure

e Size of farms (in ha) investing in 04.4.1

e Type of investment under 04.4.1 (with or
without direct impact on biodiversity)

As above, APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for these sub-measures:
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— applicants will be identified and given a KLASA for their application

Whenever pertinent, APPRRR will also be requested to collect information related to specific indicators
(Irrigated area improved and population benefitting under water management infrastructure for 04.3.1, Length
of forestry infrastructure (re)constructed under 04.3.3, Type of investment under 04.4.1 - with or without direct
impact on biodiversity).

5.5. Measure 5 — Prevention and restauration of natural disasters’
damages

Content and specificities Monitoring requirements
This measure comprises 2 TOPs: EU requirements:

e TOP 05.2.1 supports farmers (who will apply e Number of operations and beneficiaries
individually) for the restoration of supported (farm holders for 05.2.1, public
agricultural land and production potential entities for 05.2.2)
following a natural disaster e Total investment public + private

e TOP 05.2.2 supports local/regional e Public expenditure for each TOP

governments in land demining operations. Ministry will also ask:

e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries
supported per county

e Per activity sector
e Per legal status of applicant?

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this measure:
— Farmers applying under 05.2.1 will each be identified and given a KLASA for their application.
They will benefit from our normal capacity for extended analysis
— JLS supported will also be identified and given a KLASA

5.6. Measure 6 — Farm and business development

Content and specificities Monitoring requirements
This measure comprises 4 TOPs: EU requirements:
e 06.1.1 - Support for young farmers e Number of investment operations supported
e 06.2.1 - Support for investments in e Number of holdings beneficiaries (without
establishing non-agricultural activities double counting over the successive calls)
e 06.3.1 - Start-up aid for the development of e Total investment public + private
small farms e Public expenditure for each TOP
* 06.4.1 - Development of existing non- Furthermore, EU specifically requests that we
agricultural activities in rural areas analyse the support granted by breaking it down by:
Beneficiaries of measures 06.1.1 and 06.3.1 will be * Typeof ANC area
farmers ¢ Organic/non-organic farms for 06.1.1 and
06.1.3

Beneficiaries of measures 06.2.1 and 06.4.1 will be o
farmers or various persons from the farm family... * Ageand sex of beneficiary
e Activity sector of the beneficiary (or of the

original family farm)

e Size of the beneficiary (or of the original
family farm) expressed in ha

Ministry will also ask:
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e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries
supported per county

e Per legal status/ type of beneficiary
e Per age and education level

e Type of activity sector for investment under
6.2 and 6.4: "rural tourism", "processing,
marketing and direct sales", "traditional

crafts and handicrafts"”, "other rural services"

¢ Nbr Jobs created

Here again, as for Measure 4, APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this sub-

measure:

— Applicants applying under each call under measure 6 will each be identified and given a KLASA

for their application.

— Applicants for 06.2.1 and 06.4.1 will also be identified and given a KLASA for their application.
Although they are not farmers themselves, they will be asked to give minimum information about
their "parent farm" — activity sector and size in ha/ SO, which will be stored as specific
information about them in the application form.

Furthermore, for 6.2 and 6.4, type of investment sector will be collected at the time of application —to be
chosen among: "rural tourism", "processing, marketing and direct sales", "traditional crafts and handicrafts",

"other rural services".

5.7. Measure 7 — Basic services and village renewal in rural areas

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises 4 TOPs:

e (7.1.1 - Drawing up and updating plans for
the development of local government units

e (07.2.1 - Construction and/or reconstruction
of the water supply, sewerage system and
waste water systems

e (07.2.2 - Investment in construction and / or
reconstruction of unclassified roads

o 07.4.1 - Investments in establishing,
improving or expanding local basic services
for the rural population

Beneficiaries of sub-measures 07.1 and 07.2 will be
local government units

Beneficiaries of sub-measure 07.4 will be local/or
regional government units, public or public-private
utility companies, associations or even possibly
LAGs ...

EU requirements:

¢ Number of investment operations supported

e Total investment public + private

e Public expenditure for each TOP
Furthermore, EU specifically requests that we
monitor:

¢ Population benefitting from improved rural
services/infrastructures

e Also, investments under 07.1.1 should be
differentiated between the ones concerned
with village development, or the ones
targeting the management of HNV areas

Ministry will also ask:
e Breakdown per type of investment

e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries
supported per county

e Nbr Jobs created

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this measure:
— The applicants applying under each TOP call will each be identified and given a KLASA for their

application
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Furthermore, for all applications under measure 7, APPRR will be asked to include an extra specific indicator
in the on-line application forms = "Population benefitting from improved rural services/infrastructures", as

well as the classification per type of investment.

5.8. Measure 8 — Investments in forest area development and
improvement of the viability of forests

5.8.1.
environmental value of forest ecosystems

Sub-measure 8.5 - support for investments improving the resilience and

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises 2 TOPs:

— 08.5.1 - Conversion of degraded forest
stands and forest cultures

— 08.5.2 - Establishment and improvement
of walking trails, look-out points and
other small-scale investments

Beneficiaries of 08.5.1will be forest holders (private
or public), their associations, as well as Croatian
Forests

Beneficiaries of 08.5.2 will be the same as above +
possibly management bodies of HNV areas

EU requirements:

e Number of investment operations supported

e Total investment public + private

e Public expenditure for each TOP
Furthermore, EU specifically requests that we
monitor:

e Area (ha) benefitting from improved
resilience and environmental value of forest
ecosystems

Ministry will also ask:

e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries/
investment per activity subsector

e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries
supported per county

e Nbr Jobs created

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this measure:
— The applicants applying under each TOP call will each be identified and given a KLASA for their

application

Furthermore, on-line applications for sub-measure 08.5 will include the specific indicator “Area (ha)
benefitting from improved resilience and environmental value of forest ecosystems”, as well as the
classification of the target forest area per activity subsector.

5.8.2.

Sub-measure 8.6 - support for investments in forestry technologies and in

processing, mobilising and marketing of forest products

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises 3 TOPs:

e 08.6.1 - Modernisation of technologies,
machines, tools and equipment for wood
production and silvicultural works

e 08.6.2 - Modernisation of technologies,
machines, tools and equipment for pre-
industrial wood processing

e 08.6.3 - Marketing of timber and non-timber
forest products

Beneficiaries of 08.6.1will be wood processing firms
+ forest holders (private or public) and their

EU requirements:
e Number of investment operations supported
e Total investment public + private
e Public expenditure for each TOP

Ministry will also ask:

e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries/
investment per activity subsector

e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries
supported per county

e Nbr Jobs created
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associations
Beneficiaries of 08.6.2 will be wood processing firms

Beneficiaries of 08.6.3 will be very variable in
nature: possibly forest holders (private or public) and
their associations, wood processing firms and their
associations, other associations, or even
local/regional government units or their subsidiaries

APPRRR will also be the primary source of monitoring information for this measure:
— The applicants applying under each TOP call will each be identified and given a KLASA for their
application.

Particular attention will be given in dealing properly with beneficiaries from many different types under this
sub-measure: for each type, all requested information regarding this particular type of beneficiary in table
[Beneficiary_History_STATIC] will have to be collected.

5.9. Measure 9 — Setting up of producer groups and organisations

Content and specificities Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises only one TOP — for the same | EU requirements:
purpose as the measure. ¢ Number of operations supported = producers
groups established

Beneficiaries of the measure will be producers «  Public expenditure for each TOP

associations, producers groups as well as full-fledged -
producers organisations recognised under EU CMO. | Furthermore, EU specifically requests that we
monitor:
¢ Nbr of holdings participating in the producers
groups supported

Ministry will also ask:

e Breakdown of producers groups supported
per type (simple associations, producers
groups marketing in common, P.O.)

e Functions of the P.O.: planning production,
concentrating marketing, regulating prices...

e Sector of activity and agricultural product(s)
for which production and marketing will be
organised

e Volume of production managed (Qty/kn)
e Nbr Jobs created

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this measure:
— The applicants applying under each TOP call will each be identified and given a KLASA for their
application

Furthermore, on-line applications for measure 09 will include information about the type of producers'
organisation, as well as the activity subsector and the product(s) for which production and marketing will be
organised

5.10. Measure 10 — Agro-Environment commitments

Content and specificities Monitoring requirements
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This measure is somehow specific:

o Beneficiaries for sub-measure 10.1 are
farmers (or group of farmers) who do one
application per year, which can comprise
several AEM commitments = TOPs.

They then get one global payment per year,
which comprises their participation in the
various commitments to which they
subscribed.

— Farmers make commitments for TOPs
10.1.1 to 10.1.8 which implies
commitments for various physical plots
expressed in areas committed

For these TOPs, support takes the form
of annual grant per hectare... If the same
plot is listed for two or more
commitments, it receives 2 or more
grants cumulated

— Farmers also make commitments for
TOP 10.1.9 which implies commitments
for the management of various animals

Support is in the form of annual grant per
livestock unit, belonging to endangered
native and protected domestic animals,
kept by the beneficiary during the period
from the Application for support until the
31st December of the current year.

e Beneficiaries for sub-measure 10.2 are public
entities which assist the conservation of plant
and animal genetic resources
Beneficiaries make commitments for TOP

10.2.1, on the base of an annual work plan,
and get granted support for their operation.

EU requirements:

e Number of operations supported — per TOP,
or globally as AEM “contracts”

e Public expenditure for each TOP
e Areas supported per TOP

e Physical area supported under TOPs 10.1.1 to
10.1.8, without double counting

—  Out of which “Natura 2000” area
— Out of which NCA area

Ministry will also ask:
e Breakdown of enlisted farmers per county

e Breakdown of enlisted farmers per activity
sector and per characteristics of the farm
(size, legal status, etc...)

Problems raised by the monitoring of the measure 10 lie with TOPs 10.1.1 to 10.1.8, which will possibly entail
massive double counting of beneficiaries and of targeted areas. For these TOPs, we have to differentiate

clearly:

— The number of operations, accepted area supported, and public support granted per TOP (detailed

view per TOP) ; and

— The number of global AEM contracts and the global physical area supported — avoiding double
counting of beneficiaries and areas (summarised view per global AEM contract)

Example data demonstrating these problems of double counting is shown below:
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Farmer's TOP Requested Requested Accepted  Accepted Physical

IBK area support area support area
10.1.1 5,5 ha 775,50 € 2,5 ha 352,50 € 8,0 ha
10.1.3 4,0 ha 588,00 € 4,0 ha 588,00 € 8,0 ha
10.1.5 40ha 1304,00€ 40ha 1304,00€ 8,0 ha
10.1.8 40ha 3216,00€ 40ha 3216,00€ 8,0 ha
11223 10.1.1 13,6 ha 1917,60€ 13,6 ha 1917,60€ 13,6 ha
10.1.8 2,8ha” 2251,20¢€ 2,8ha” 2251,20€  28ha
13226 10.1.1 1,2 3 12 54 2 12,8 ha 1804,80 € 7,4ha 1043,40€ 7,4 ha
13226 10.1.5 1,2 1,2 ha 391,20 € 1,2 ha 391,20 € 7,4 ha
View per TOP Nbr Requested Requested Accepted  Accepted
benef area support area support
10501 10.1.1 1 5,5 ha 775,50 € 2,5 ha 352,50 €
11223 10.1.1 1 13,6 ha 1917,60€ 13,6 ha 1917,60€
13226 10.1.1 1 12,8 ha 1804,80 € 7,4ha 1043,40€
Total 10.1.1 3 319ha 4497,90€ 23,5ha 3313,50€
10501 10.1.3 1 4,0 ha 588,00 € 4,0 ha 588,00 €
Total 10.1.3 1 4,0 ha 588,00 € 4,0 ha 588,00 €
10501 10.1.5 1 40ha 1304,00€ 40ha 1304,00€
13226 10.15 1 1,2 ha 391,20 € 1,2 ha 391,20 €
Total 10.1.5 2 5,2ha 169520 € 52ha 1695,20€
10501 10.1.8 1 40ha 3216,00€ 40ha 3216,00€
12780 10.1.8 1 2,8ha 2251,20€ 2,8ha 2251,20€
Total 10.1.8 2 6,8ha 5467,20€ 6,8ha 5467,20 €
|AII TOPS 8 47,9 ha 12248,30¢€ 39,5ha 11063,90 €

(with double counting)

i Nbr Requested Accepted Physical
Global View
benef support support area
10501 10.1.a 1 5 883,50 € 5460,50 € 8,0 ha
11223 10.1.a 1 1917,60 € 1917,60 € 13,6 ha
12780 10.1.a 1 2251,20€ 2251,20€ 2,8 ha
13226 10.1.a 1 2 196,00 € 1434,60 € 7,4 ha
| Total10.1.a 4 12 248,30 € 11063,90 € 31,8 ha|

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this measure, through the extraction of
requests done along with Direct Payments.

— APPRRR will first create a unique Call identifier for all yearly requests for area-based measures
formulated, as for example "Call Area-Based Measures 2015"

—  All farmers requests — one per TOP™ — will then be uniquely identified with an identifier like
"Agronet reference number — 10.1.1", "Agronet reference number — 10.1.5", etc...

— In parallel, for every single farmer paid under AEM 10.1.1 to 10.1.8, APPRRR will also compute
and make available the "total physical area under AEM without double counting”, as shown above.

It will then make two different views (queries) available for MA:

— Afirst view listing all individual AEM commitments per TOP, including requested quantity
(area/animals), requested amount, accepted quantity (area/animals) and accepted support

— And a summary view summarising AEM commitments per farmer = per AEM contract against
which a global payment will be made later during the budget year, for TOPs 10.1.1 to 10.1.8".

This summary view"* will include:

21t is to be noted that the Monitoring Database will not store information broken down to the level of Arkod plots... but
only the global request of the farmer for each type of AEM

3 For TOPs 10.1.9 and 10.2.1, only the first view will be available, as farmers cannot cumulate support under several
different TOPs for these ones — hence no need for summary

! Nota bene: a template for this summary view has been included in the Monitoring Database
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e Name and characteristics of the farmer
e Physical area without double counting under AEM commitments for TOPs 10.1.1 to

10.1.8

e Total requested/ accepted area under TOPs 10.1.1 t0 10.1.8
e Total requested/accepted support amounts

All our normal capacity for extended analysis (per sex, age, education, sector, county, etc...) will then be

available for analysing beneficiaries of AEM...

Measure 11 - Organic farming

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure will also be processed with Direct
Payments requests, once per year, as the previous
one.

It will be simpler, as it comprises only two TOPs,
exclusive from one another:

e 11.1.1 - Payment to convert to organic
farming practices and methods

e 11.2.1 - Payment to maintain organic
agricultural practices and methods

As these TOPs are mutually exclusive, there will be
no problem of double counting of areas — but organic
farmers will possibly apply for both supports
concurrently.

EU requirements:

e Number of farmers supported globally (and
under each TOP)

e Area supported under each TOP (and
globally)

e Public expenditure for each TOP

Ministry will also ask:

e Repartition of organic farmers per county,
per activity sector, per age, sex and education
level, per size of the farm expressed in ha,
ete...

Here again, APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this, through the extraction of
requests done though Agronet at the same time as for previous measure.

— APPRRR will again link these applications to the same unique Call identifier introduced above for
all yearly requests for area-based measures — e.g. "Call Area-Based Measures 2015"

—  All farmers requests — one per TOP™ — will also be uniquely identified with an identifier like
"Agronet reference number — 11.1.1" or "Agronet reference number — 11.2.1"

All our normal capacity for extended analysis (per sex, age, education, sector, county, etc...) will then be
available for the analysis of beneficiaries of measure 11...

5.12.
specific constraints

Measure 13 — Payments to areas facing natural or other

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure will also be processed with Direct
Payments requests, once per year, as the previous
one.

It comprises three TOPs, exclusive from one another:
o 13.1.1 - Compensation payment in mountain

EU requirements:

e Number of farmers supported globally (and
under each TOP)

e Area supported under each TOP (and
globally)

15 As above, the Monitoring Database will not store information broken down to the level of Arkod plots... but only the

global request of the farmer for 11.1.1 and 11.2.1.
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areas (MA)

e 13.2.1 - Compensation payment for other
areas facing significant natural constraints
(NC)

e 13.3.1 - Compensation payment to other
areas affected by specific constraints (SC)

As these TOPs are mutually exclusive, there will be
no problem of double counting of areas.

e Public expenditure for each TOP

Ministry will also ask:

e Repartition of organic farmers per county,
per activity sector, per age, sex and education
level, per size of the farm expressed in ha,
etc...

Monitoring of measure 13 will be exactly similar to what has been said above about measure 11.

5.13.

Measure 16 — Cooperation

5.13.1.
operational groups of the EIP

Sub-measure 16.1 - support for the establishment and operation of

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises 3 TOPs which support the
creation and operation of Operational Groups (OG)
of EIP ((European Innovation Partnership)

e 16.1.1 - Setting up of OG
e 16.1.2 - Operation of OG

e 16.1.3 - Pilot projects and the development of
new products, practices, processes and
technologies by OG

Beneficiaries of 16.1.1 are potential partners of the
EIP, including farmers, as well as established OG-
EIP

Beneficiaries of 16.1.2 and 16.1.3 are established
OG-EIP

EU requirements:

e Number of EIP cooperation operations
supported

e Number of beneficiary EIP groups
e Public expenditure for EIP

Plus an extra specific indicator:

e Nbr of partners in EIP groups, broken down
between: NGOs, Research institutes, Farm
holders, SMEs, Advisors, other partners

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this sub-measure:
— EIP groups existing or in creation applying will each be identified and given a KLASA for their

application

APPRR will be asked to include the said-above specific indicator regarding "Nbr of partners in EIP groups per

category" in its application form.

5.13.2.

Sub-measure 16.2 - support for pilot projects and for the development of

new products, practices, processes and technologies (non-EIP Groups)

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises only 1 TOP: 16.2.1 - Pilot

EU requirements:
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projects and the development of new products,
practices, processes and technologies by other
partners

Beneficiaries of 16.2.1 can be farmers, producers
associations and cooperatives, firms, firms
associations, or all other actors involved in the
cooperation project.

e Number of cooperation operations supported
e Public expenditure

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this sub-measure:
— Non-EIP groups applying for this sub-measure will each be identified and given a KLASA for

their application

The outcome of this measure will be analysed manually later on — as this is still a "pilot" operation in the

Croatian context

5.13.3.

Sub-measure 16.4 - support for horizontal and vertical cooperation among

supply chain actors for the establishment, development and promotion of short supply

chains and local markets

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises only 1 TOP: 16.4.1 - Short
supply chains and local markets

Beneficiaries of 16.4.1 are the same as for 16.2
above.

EU requirements:
¢ Number of cooperation operations supported
e Public expenditure

Plus one specific indicator:

e  Number of farm holdings participating in
cooperation on short-supply chains

APPRRR will also be the primary source of monitoring information for this sub-measure:
— Non-EIP groups applying for this sub-measure will each be identified and given a KLASA for

their application

APPRRR will also include the specific indicator above "Number of farm holdings participating™ in its on-line

application form

As for above, the outcome of the measure will be analysed manually later on — as this is still a "pilot" operation

in the Croatian context

5.14.

Measure 17 - Risk management

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises only 1 TOP: 17.1.1 - Crop,
animal, and plant insurance premium

Beneficiaries are farmers + possibly farmers
associations

EU requirements:
e Number of holdings supported
e Public expenditure

Ministry will also ask:

e Breakdown of number of beneficiaries
supported per county

e Per activity sector
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e Per legal status of applicant?

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this measure:
— Farmers applying under 17.1.1 will each be identified and given a KLASA for their application.

They will benefit from our normal capacity for extended analysis

5.15. Measure 18 — Complementary direct payments for Croatia

EU has defined no specific indicator for this measure — which is specific to Croatia — except the normal
monitoring of number beneficiaries and amounts committed and disbursed

As MA doesn't need either to analyse in detail this particular (and transitional) measure in its AIR, measure
18's applications will only be stored under the form of two summary lines per year:

— One line counting the total number + total requested amount/total accepted amount, total payments
for all accepted applications under measure 18

— One line counting the total number + total requested amount for rejected / non-accepted
applications.
These two lines will be inserted yearly in the table [Application_STATIC]., with the following Identifiers:
— Measure 18/Year 2015 — Accepted applications
— Measure 18/Year 2015 — Non-accepted applications

5.16. Measure 19 - LEADER

Reminder: Functioning of LEADER measure is as follows:
e Phase 1: All present candidate LAGs (already established during IPARD time/ or in creation at the
time of the call) are eligible for a temporary preparatory support designed to help them to finalise their
Local Development Strategy (LDS)

e Phase 2: Once LDS have been prepared, they will go through a competitive selection process in front
of a national Selection Committee.

Some of them (all of them?) will get selected for further support during RDP, and will thus get
allocated a potential budget for the financing of their LDS (19.2) and their further expenses (19.3 and
19.4).

e Phase 3: All LAGs selected at Phase 2 stage are then eligible during RDP remaining lifetime for:
— Financing of their LDS
— Support of their costs for cooperation actions
— Support of their running costs

This translates as follows for implementation and monitoring of this measure at APPRRR level:

5.16.1. Sub-measure 19.1 - preparatory support
Content and specificities Monitoring requirements
This measure comprises only 1 TOP EU requirements:
As said above, beneficiaries of 19.1.1 are LAGSs e Number of LAGs supported under
already established during IPARD time/ or in preparatory support
creation at the time of the call. e Population covered by LAG
e Public expenditure

APPRRR will be the primary source of monitoring information for this sub-measure:
— LAGs applying will each be identified and given a KLASA for their application
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APPRRR will record all information relevant for a LAG beneficiary (including population covered).

5.16.2. Sub-measure 19.2 - support for implementation of operations under the CLLD

strategy

Content and specificities

Monitoring requirements

This measure comprises only 1 TOP

Beneficiaries of 19.2.1 are local operators:

— who belong to the LAGs selected for
RDP support during Phase 2

— and who have developed a project
selected for financing under the LAG's
CLLD

Only LAGs selected during Phase 2 get an open
budget for financing these local projects.

Local project promoters first have to go through a
competitive selection process similar to the ones
implemented for RDP, but managed locally by the
LAG: definition of eligibility criteria, ranking
criteria, local open call for applications, and
documented selection process.

APPRRR then opens a "Call line" and budget for
each LAG's LDS, under which the selected

beneficiaries apply for direct financing by APPRRR.

Once local operators have been selected by their
LAG, they are de facto eligible for support by
APPRRR®, for the amount decided by the LAG
(within the global amount affected to its LDS).

EU requirements:
e Number of LAGs supported
e Population covered by LAG
e Public expenditure
e Global Nbr of local projects financed

As well as specific indicators:

e Nbr of local projects financed, broken down
by predominant FA

e Type of Project promoter, broken down by:
NGO, LAG, Public bodies, SMEs, others

e One specific indicator dependent on the
predominant FA of the local project:

— 1B: Nbr of cooperation operations
— 1C: Nbr participants trained
— 2AJ 2B/2C: Nbr beneficiaries supported

— 3A/3B: Nbr holdings supported
participating in supported scheme

— 4AJ/4B/AC: total agricultural area + total
forestry area

— 5C: total investment

— 5D: total area/ total Nbr LU

— 5E: total area

— 6B: total population benefitting

Ministry will also ask:
e Number of Jobs created

The proposed process of implementation of the sub-measure by APPRRR is as follows:

— Assaid above, APPRRR will open a call line with a Call identifier of the form:
"LAG Gorski Kota — Local Projects financed under LDS", for each LAG which has been
selected for national support, with the corresponding budget affected.

— All local Gorski Kota project promoters who have been selected through the local competition
process will then be invited to register their application with APPRRR, under the Call identifier

above

— Each local promoter will then be given a KLASA for its application, and will get paid by APPRRR
for the support amount decided, after control by PA of the eligibility of their application and of the

conformity of the selection process

All indicators listed above will be included in APPRRR application forms when processing local projects
applications under the open calls open for each selected LAG.

18 After control of the conformity of the application and of its selection process
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In particular, APPRRR will record as a specific indicator the reference to the general RDP measure to which
this local project relates (e.g. "04.2.1")"’
Monitoring will then be double:

— First at the level of TOP 19.2.1: how many projects were received and financed per LAG, and
under LEADER measure

— Then also as a contribution to the original RDP Measure (e.g. as a complementary contribution to
04.2.1)

In parallel to the monitoring of applications and payments implemented by APPRRR, LAGs will also be
asked to monitor and analyse their actions in a way similar to RDP Monitoring — including reporting yearly
to the Ministry the various achievements and indicators values per measure of the RDP activated locally™.

This monitoring will be included in the LAGs' yearly activity reports. Ministry will then do a national
synthesis of these local monitoring reports.

5.16.3. Sub-measure 19.3 - preparation and implementation of cooperation activities
of the local action group

Content and specificities Monitoring requirements
This measure comprises 2 TOPs: EU requirements:
— 19.3.1 - Preparation of cooperation e Number of LAGSs supported

activities of the LAG

— 19.3.2 - Implementation of cooperation
activities of the LAG

e Population covered by LAG
e Public expenditure, broken down by:
- Preparatory activities under 19.3.1

- Nbr of cooperation projects financed
under 19.3.2, broken down by:

— inter-territorial cooperation
— transnational cooperation

Beneficiaries are the LAGs selected for national
support during Phase 2

APPRRR will create a common Call for 19.3.1 and 19.3.2, under which each LAG selected for national
support during Phase 2 will be eligible to submit applications.

The specific indicator above "inter-territorial/or transnational cooperation will be included in APPRRR
application forms when processing requests for 19.3.2

Detailed monitoring of these cooperation actions will also be the responsibility of the LAGs themselves, and
will be included in their regular activity reports

5.16.4. Sub-measure 19.4 - support for running costs and animation

Content and specificities Monitoring requirements
This measure comprises only 1 TOP EU requirements:
e  Number of LAGSs supported
Beneficiaries are the LAGs selected for national e Population covered by LAG
support during Phase 2 e Public expenditure, broken down by:

' An alternate proposal for the implementation of this sub-measure was to open calls for the various RDP measures
involved — e.g. a Call for "local projects under all LDS belonging to 04.2.1", and then to tag each individual Gorski Kota
project received under this call as belonging to LAG Gorski Kota and financed under 19.2.1.

As LEADER strategy emphases transfer of responsibility to the LAGs and ownership of its own LDS by each LAG, it
makes better sense to have one Call open for each individual LAG's LDS.

'8 In particular against the complete set of indicators defined above
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—  Support for animation

—  Support for running costs

APPRRR will create one application lines (19.4.1) for each LAG selected for support, and monitor
disbursements against these lines.

In parallel, the Lags themselves will be entrusted with providing a detailed yearly monitoring of their
expenses, which will include reporting against the whole set of indicators above — including differentiation of
support for running costs and support for animation.

5.16.5.

Example case: functioning of LEADER Measure

Phase 1: Support to Preparation of LDS
Call 19.1.1 - Preparation of LDS

Applicants

LAG 1- Gorski Kota
LAG 2 - Virovitica
LAG 3

LAG 4

LAG 5

LAG 6

LAG 49
LAG 50

Phase 2: Selection of LAGs/LDS su

Amount requested Status

100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €

100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €

Amount accepted
100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €

100 000,00 €
100 000,00 €

orted

LAG 1- Gorski Kota
LAG 2 - Virovitica

LAG 5
LAG 6

LAG 49

LDS prepared

1350 000,00 €
2950 000,00 €
2 800 000,00 €
1150 000,00 €
1780 000,00 €
2890 000,00 €

3 000 000,00 €
1240 000,00 €

Selection phase

LDS accepted

(19.2)

810 000,00 €
1770000,00 €
1680 000,00 €

690 000,00 €
1068 000,00 €
1734 000,00 €

Coop. support
(19.3)

1800 000,00 €
744 000,00 €

Phase 3: Support to selected LAGs
Call 19.3.1/19.3.2 - Support to Cooperation actions

Applicants

LAG 1- Gorski Kota
LAG 2 - Virovitica
LAG 5

LAG 6

LAG 49

Status Amount accepted
1 000 000 HRK
1 000 000 HRK
1 000 000 HRK

1000 000 HRK

1000 000 HRK

Running costs
accepted (19.4)
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Call 19.4.1 - Support to Running costs

Applicants Status Amount accepted
LAG 1- Gorski Kota 1 000 000 HRK
LAG 2 - Virovitica 1 000 000 HRK

LAG 5 1000 000 HRK
LAG 6 1000 000 HRK
LAG 49 1000 000 HRK

19.2.1 Open Call for Local projects under LAG 1 - Gorski Kota's LDS

- Amount allocated 810 000,00 €
- Preliminary selection of projects and fixation of supported amount done at LAG's level

Applicants Amount requested Status Amount accepted Type of project/ applicable controls

Local promoter 1 90 000,00 € 90000,00€ 4.1.1
Local promoter 2 55 000,00 € 55000,00€ 4.2.1
Local promoter 3 45 000,00 € 45 000,00€ 7.3.1

19.2.1 Open Call for Local projects under LAG 2 - Virovitica's LDS

- Amount allocated 2700 000,00 €
- Preliminary selection of projects and fixation of supported amount done at LAG's level

Applicants Amount requested Status Amount accepted Type of project/ applicable controls

Local promoter 1 115 000,00 € 115000,00€ 4.1.1

Local promoter 2 68 000,00 € 68 000,00€ 4.1.2

Local promoter 3 250 000,00 € 250 000,00 € 4.1.2 Rejected after PA control
Local promoter 4 750 000,00 € 750 000,00 €

19.2.1 Open Call for Local projects under LAG 49's LDS

- Amount allocated 3000 000,00 €
- Preliminary selection of projects and fixation of supported amount done at LAG's level

Applicants Amount requested Status Amount accepted Type of project/ applicable controls

Local promoter 1 78 000,00 € 78 000,00€ 6.1.1
Local promoter 2 148 000,00 € 148 000,00 € 6.1.1
Local promoter 3 756 000,00 € 756 000,00€ 6.4.1

5.17. Measure 20 - Technical assistance
Content and specificities Monitoring requirements
This measure provide support for: EU requirements:
e Regular activities of MA e Activities of the NRN, including:
¢ Functioning of the National Rural Network — Nbr of NRN communication tools (by
e Specific studies and trainings for the benefit type)
of MA, PA and other stakeholders — Nbr of thematic exchanges set up with
— including Monitoring & Evaluation the support of NRN
activities — Nbr of ENRD activities in which the

NRN has participated
e Public expenditure for the NRN

e Public expenditure for other activities
financed through TA, broken down by:
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Administrative costs/ routine activities
Specific costs (studies, trainings, etc...)

This measure will be monitored manually directly by the Ministry.

An expense recording system has been prepared for this purpose, as shown below:

SubM (Activ | Type of Activity Classification for monitoring

201 [20.1.1 informing the public and potential users Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
201 [20.1.2 [edition of brochures, newspaper and TV advertisement Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
20.1 20.1.3 [lectures on the possibilities of the program and its measures Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
20.1 20.1.4 (organization of workshops for potential applicants Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
20.1 20.1.5 [all other I&P activities Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
202 (2021 (salaries of employees of the Managing Authority Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
202 [20.2.2 [max 15% indirect costs in accordance with Art. 68 (1) of CPR Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
20.2 20.2.3 [expenses of Paying Agency related with the programme Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
20.2 20.2.4 (other special studies for APPRRR Public expend. for other TA activities: - specific studies, trainings...
20.2 20.2.5 [investment in equipment and devices to reduce operational bottlenecks Public expend. for other TA activities: - specific studies, trainings...
203 203.1 (services of experts for implementation / monitoring and evaluation program Public expend. for other TA activities: - specific studies, trainings...
203 [203.2 (implementation of preliminary studies as a prerequisite for the implementation of measures |Public expend. for other TA activities: - specific studies, trainings...
203 20.3.3 |organization of the Monitoring Committee and its related working groups Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
203 20.3.4 (resolution of received complaints Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
20.4 20.4.1 (creation of software and programming system Public expend. for other TA activities: - specific studies, trainings...
204  (204.2 other reccurent costs for monitoring of the programme Public expend. for other TA activities: - admin.costs/ routine activ.
205 [20.5.1 [NRN setup and running Public expend. for the NRN

20.5 20.5.2 |other networking Public expend. for other networking (ENRD, other...)

APPRRR will also include in the STATIC set of applications one line for the whole measure, in order to
follow up commitments and disbursements across the whole RDP
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6. Data analysis tools prepared

6.1. General functioning

6.1.1. Analytical tools designed

The data extracted by APPRRR according to the data structure designed (cf 4.5 - Detailed content of the data
structure above) will be used by EXCEL "Pivot Table™ tool to analyse monitoring information. In particular,
it will be used to compute automatically the content of the various EU Monitoring tables, and to prepare
faultless data entry into the SFC system.

All EXCEL Pivot tables shown below are already connected dynamically to the Monitoring Database
prototype (ACCESS version) prepared during the mission.

6.1.2. Initial reconfiguration (reconnexion) of the EXCEL Analytical tools prepared

Once VPN access into PA servers has been established, the following operations will have to be done by MA
to reconnect these analysis tables to real "live" data from PA:

— With the cursor inside the pivot table, select ribbon tab "Analyze" > then option "Change Data
Source".

PIVOTTABLE TOOLS

ANALYZE DESIGN

i D

)

15°F1
—f 1__‘02-77

RefreshjChange Data
> Source~

Data

— Inthe dialog box that appears, click "Choose Connection."

-
Change PivotTable Data Source [M

Choose the data that you want to analyze

Select a table or range

e

Table/Range 2.7

@' Use an external data source

[ Choose Connection..,

Connection name: xlextdatl05 Adventure Works DW Adventure Works

OK ] [ Cancel

" >y

— Inthe second dialog that appears, you now have two options:

o If you have already refreshed another Pivot table connexion in the opened EXCEL workbook, just
select its name from the top of the list of "Existing connexions in this Workbook", then press [Open]
and [OK] to confirm and exit the dialogs
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.
Existing Connections m

Select a Connection:

Show: | Al Connections -

Connections in this Workbook

xlextdat105 Adventure Works DW Adventure Works
[Blank)

Connection files on the Network
<No connections found >

Connection files on this computer
ContosoSales dbo_DimProduct
|55 [Blank]

[§rowseforMore...] [ Open ] [ Cancel ]

S

o If this is the first time you are refreshing Pivot table connexions in the opened EXCEL workbook,

p.55

click "Browse for More", then use the common "Open file" dialog box that appears to navigate your
network, up to the VPN access established, and then to the proper folder and database extract prepared

by PA™...

See also Microsoft EXCEL on-line help:
— https://support.office.com/en-US/article/overview-of-connecting-to-importing-data-cOad7aec-ffla-

4e48-9¢21-dc18a102433f

— https://support.office.com/en-us/Article/Create-a-PivotTable-to-analyze-external-data-db50d01d-

2elc-43bd-bfb5-b76a818a927b

— https://support.office.com/en-us/Article/Change-the-source-data-for-a-PivotTable-ad8ed968-adal-

4dde-9f72-30e07782dccd

91f the export database format is native SQL Server, ask PA Computing department for assistance in establishing the first
connexion.


https://support.office.com/en-US/article/overview-of-connecting-to-importing-data-c0ad7aec-ff1a-4e48-9c21-dc18a102433f
https://support.office.com/en-US/article/overview-of-connecting-to-importing-data-c0ad7aec-ff1a-4e48-9c21-dc18a102433f
https://support.office.com/en-us/Article/Create-a-PivotTable-to-analyze-external-data-db50d01d-2e1c-43bd-bfb5-b76a818a927b
https://support.office.com/en-us/Article/Create-a-PivotTable-to-analyze-external-data-db50d01d-2e1c-43bd-bfb5-b76a818a927b
https://support.office.com/en-us/Article/Change-the-source-data-for-a-PivotTable-ad8ed968-ada1-4dde-9f72-30e07782dccd
https://support.office.com/en-us/Article/Change-the-source-data-for-a-PivotTable-ad8ed968-ada1-4dde-9f72-30e07782dccd
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6.2. Daily analysis tools

6.2.1.  General monitoring of applications received per status®

a) Presentation of the analysis table

This analysis table can be used on a daily/weekly basis to get the most updated status of RDP applications
(past and under progress).

The format of the final EXCEL table designed is shown below:

Automatic Table "Annex 2a" generation

% Placeni % lsplacena

Potpora

Broj
Zahtjev.

ceni Izn Odobreni lznos  Odobrena Ukupna %Broj % % Broj  ZbrojIsplacena
Potpore _ Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore _ Ulaganja Potpora Ulaganja_Potpore Placeni__Potpora
4747027 € 2% 7% 7% 1 4794429€|  100%

Natjecaj Natjecaj Brag Pocetak
Rednigrofd B Natiecaja B Natjecaja B 1D_TOPR Zahtjev Ui
105.2.1-001 03/10/2014  03/11/2014 05.2.1 26 706 375,15 € 706 375,15 €| 25 658 904,87 € 658 904,87 €| 1 47470,28 € 47 470,28 €| 4747028 €
3 04.1.1-001 11/02/2015  15/04/2015 04.1.1 1107 425579991,05€ 313177033,51€ 181 77687472,38€ 5784881671¢€
4 04.1.2-001 11/02/2015  15/04/2015 04.1.2 82 3815374259€ 19264557,73€ 34 776251769€ 358531454 € 47 30017041,90€ 15342478,49 €| 19607423,48€ 15374 460,92 € 57% 79%
1215 464 440 108,79 € 333 147 966,39 €| 240 86 108894,94€ 62093 036,12 € 48 30064512,18€ 1538994877 €| 19654 893,76 €  15421931,19 €| 4% 6%

Ulaganja

926 347892518,67€ 25532821680 €
1 37418300€  336764,70€
927348266 701,67 € 255 664 981,50 €

7541943 €
a4 123363,72¢] 8%

Total général

The content of the various sections is detailed below:

e First section of the file sums up all applications received/recorded in the Monitoring database?, broken
down per sequential Call number, from RDP inception to-date

e Italso includes the selection tool that will be used to filter the analysis table

Automatic Table "Annex 2a" generation

Selection area

GodinaRaspisivanja Natjecaj Broj

[ 2014 [ 04.1.1-001
2015 | 04.12-001

| 05.2.1-001

Received applications

Natjecaj o . Pocetak Zavrsetak Broj Trazeni Iznos Trazeni Iznos
. Natjecaj Br. o o . .
RednlBroﬂ ﬁ Natjecaja ﬂ Natjecaja ﬂ ID_TOPK4 Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore
1 05.2.1-001 03/10/2014 03/11/2014 05.2.1 26 706 375,15 € 706 375,15 €
3 04.1.1-001 11/02/2015 15/04/2015 04.1.1 1107 425579991,05€ 313177033,51€
4 04.1.2 - 001 11/02/2015 15/04/2015 04.1.2 82 38153742,59€ 19264557,73€
Total général 1215 464440 108,79 € 333 147 966,39 €

e Section 2 counts the rejected/withdrawn/or terminated applications, with their amounts

Broj Trazeni Iznos Trazeni Iznos
Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore
25 658 904,87 € 658 904,87 €

181 7768747238€ 57848816,71€
34 7762517,69 € 3585314,54 €
240 86108894,94€ 62093 036,12 €

e Section 3 counts the approved applications, with their amounts — both initially requested support
amount , and accepted support amount

20 Cf previous "Annexe 2A" format used for IPARD analysis
2! Either in the Dynamic set or Static set of application tables
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e Approved applications are also shown as percent of the total received applications

Approved applications % Approved/ received
Broj Trazeni Iznos Trazenilznos  Odobreni Iznos Odobrena Ukupna % Broj % %
Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore Ulaganja Potpora Ulaganja Potpore
1 47 470,28 € 47 470,28 € 47 470,28 € 47 470,27 € 4% 7% 7%
0% 0% 0%
47 30017041,90€ 15342478,49€| 19607423,48€ 1537446092 € 57% 79% 80%
48 30064512,18€ 15389948,77€| 19654893,76 € 15421931,19€ 4% 6% 5%

e Section 4 counts the paid applications, with their paid amounts
e It also computes them as percent of the total approved applications

Paid applications % Paid/ approved

Broj Zbroj Isplacena % Placeni % Isplacena
Placeni Potpora Potpora
1 47 944,29 € 100% 101,0%
3 75419,43 € 6% 0,5%
4 123 363,72 € 8% 0,8%

o Finally, section 5 counts applications still under processing

In processing

Broj Trazeni Iznos Trazeni Iznos
Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore

926 347 892518,67 € 255328 216,80 €
1 374 183,00 € 336 764,70 €
927 348 266 701,67 € 255 664 981,50 €

Nota bene: as per the edition of the present Final Report, the prototype Monitoring Database only
includes data related to 3 calls — namely "05.2.1 — 001", "04.1.1 — 001" and "04.1.2 — 001" — with

their status as per end of February 2016.

The data shown in the analysis table shown above reflects the exact status of this data.

b) Design of the analysis table
The analysis table is made of two pivot tables joined, with several columns hidden.

The first (left-most) table shows the summary of all applications received (section 1 of the table). It is based
on the "general-purpose™ analysis query "AnalysisQuery_Applications_ENO01".
Lines of the pivot table are:
— Natjecaj RedniBroj
— Natjecaj Broj
— Pocetak Natjecaja
— Zavrsetak Natjecaja
— ID_TOP
There are no columns defined for the analysis — all applications are included in the sums

Filters are set on:

— GodinaRaspisivanja
As shown, table counts:

— Broj Zahtjev

— Trazeni Iznos Ulaganja
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— Trazeni Iznos Potpore

The second (right) pivot table breaks down this total of applications received by status — status "Rejected/
"Withdrawn"/ and "Terminated" being grouped together... It is also based on the "general-purpose™ analysis
query "AnalysisQuery_Applications_ENO1".

Lines of the pivot table are:
— Natjecaj RedniBroj
— Natjecaj Broj

And columns:
— Status (grouped)

Filters are set on:
— GodinaRaspisivanja
The table counts many values, which are shown/or hidden depending of the status concerned:
— Broj Zahtjev
— Trazeni Iznos Ulaganja
— Trazeni Iznos Potpore
— Odobreni Iznos Ulaganja
— Odobrena Ukupna Potpora
— % Broj
— % Ulaganja
— % Potpore
— Broj Placeni
— Zbroj Isplacena Potpora
— % Placeni
— % Isplacena Potpora

The last two value fields are calculated fields defined as follows:
— % Plac¢eni =NbPaid/NbApproved
— % Isplacena Potpora =ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR/OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR

Both tables have the same number of lines (Natjecaj RedniBroj), and are filtered in a coordinated way using
"Data slicers™ as shown in section 1.

6.2.2. Detailed analysis of non-financed applications per detailed status®

a) Presentation of the analysis table

This analysis table can again be used on a daily/weekly basis to get the most updated status of RDP
applications (past and under progress).

The format of the final EXCEL table designed is shown below:

Table "Annex 2b"

Natjecaj Broj

04.11-001
04.1.2-001
05.21-001

Odustao Odbijen PrigovorNaodbijanje

Broj Trazenilzmos Trazenilznos  Broj Trazenilznos Trazenilznos  Broj Trazenilznos  Trazenilznos  Broj Trazenilznos  Trazenilznos  Broj Trazenilznos  Trazeni lznos,
[ zahtiev [ Potpore __ Zahtjev. Ulaganja Potpore___ Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore __ Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore
105.21-001  03/10/2014 03/11/201 05.2.1 70637515 € 25 65890487€ 65890487 € 25 65890487€  658904,87€
30411-001  11/02/2015 15/04/2015 0411 | 1107 42557999105€ 31317703351€| 181 7768747238€ 5784881671¢] 152 6386366160€ 4721701863 €]
40412-001  11/02/2015 15/04/2015 0412 82 3815374259¢ 19264557,73¢ 34 776251769¢ 358531454 ¢ 34 776251769€ 358531454 ¢

Total général 1215 464440108,79€ 33314796639€| 240 86108894,94€ 6209303612 € 7 1164410,93€  101907804€| 211 72285084,16€ 5146123804 €] 22 1265939985€ 961272004 €

Natjecaj Poc
Rednisrofd "1 ®' 8 natjecaja B atiecaia

7 1164410,33€ 101907804 €| 22 1265939985€ 961272004 €

22 Cf previous "Annexe 2B" format used for IPARD analysis
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The content of the various sections is detailed below:

e First section of the file again sums up all applications received/recorded in the Monitoring database?®,
broken down per sequential Call number, from RDP inception to-date

e Italso includes the selection tool that will be used to filter the analysis table

Table "Annex 2b"

Selection area

GodinaRaspisivanja Natjecaj Broj

2014 | 04.1.1-001
2015 | 04.1.2-001

| 05.2.1-001

Received applications

Natjecaj .. . Pocetak Zavrsetak Broj Trazeni Iznos Trazeni Iznos
. Natjecaj Br: L o . :
Rederoﬂ E Natjecaja ﬂ Natjecaja ﬂ Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore
1 05.2.1-001 03/10/2014 03/11/2014 05.2.1 26 706 375,15 € 706 375,15 €
3 04.1.1-001 11/02/2015 15/04/2015 04.1.1 1107 425579991,05€ 313177033,51¢€
4 04.1.2-001 11/02/2015 15/04/2015 04.1.2 82 38153742,59€ 19264557,73 €
Total général 1215 464440 108,79 € 333 147 966,39 €

e Section 2 counts all non-financed applications (rejected/withdrawn/or terminated), with their amounts
Not financed

out of which :
Broj Trazeni Iznos Trazeni Iznos
Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore
25 658 904,87 € 658 904,87 €

181 77687472,38€ 57848816,71€
34 7762517,69 € 3585314,54 €
240 86108894,94€ 62093 036,12 €

The following sections break down this total per detailed status of the non-financed application:

e Section 3 for withdrawn applications:

Odustao

Broj Trazeni Iznos Trazeni Iznos

Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore

7 1164 410,93 € 1019 078,04 €

7 1164 410,93 € 1019078,04 €

e Section 4 for rejected applications (with or without an on-going appeal):

2 Either in the Dynamic set or Static set of application tables
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Odbijen PrigovorNaOdbijanje
Broj Trazeni Iznos Trazenilznos  Broj Trazeni Iznos Trazeni Iznos
Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore Zahtjev Ulaganja Potpore
25 658 904,87 € 658 904,87 €
152 63863661,60€ 47217018,63€ 22 12659399,85¢€ 9612 720,04 €
34 7762 517,69 € 3585314,54€
211 72285084,16 € 51461238,04€ 22 12659399,85€ 9612 720,04 €

e Section 5 for terminated applications (with or without an on-going appeal)®*:

| 0 | 0 |

b) Design of the analysis table
The analysis table is made of three pivot tables joined, with several columns hidden.

p.60

The first (left-most) table shows as above the summary of all applications received (section 1 of the table). It

is based on the "general-purpose™ analysis query "AnalysisQuery_Applications_ENO01".

The second table totals all applications non-financed (section 2 of the table). It is again based on the

"AnalysisQuery_Applications_ EN01", with a grouping of status similar to the one used in previous EXCEL

analysis table section 2.

The third table totals applications non-financed as per their detailed status. It is again based on the

"AnalysisQuery_Applications_ ENO1".

Lines of the pivot table are:
— Natjecaj RedniBroj
— Natjecaj Broj

And columns:
— StatusDetaljni

Filters are set on:

— GodinaRaspisivanja

— Status (grouped) — set as "non-financed"
Values, as in previous sections, are:

— Broj Zahtjev

— Trazeni Iznos Ulaganja

— Trazeni Iznos Potpore

2 None in the test data included in the Monitoring database at the time of reporting
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6.3. EU Monitoring tables A, B & C

6.3.1. Monitoring Table A: Committed expenditure (Article 66 §1 (b) of Regulation (EU)
No 1305/201
a) Template for the analysis table

Template proposed for this table is defined as follows in the Working document for the EU Rural Development
Committee from August 2015

Total public expenditure committed
P2 P3 P4 P5 P6
2a [2b |3a [3b 4a4b4c |5a [5b |5c |5d |5e [6a [|6b |6C

Total

ol |lw N ]

M
8.1

8.2
8.3
8.4
8.5
8.6
9
10
11
12

13
14
15
16

17.1

17.2

17.3
LEADER

Technical Assistance &&@@m@@&&&@@@

b) Analysis A — Total public expenditure committed per sub-measure and focus area
The analysis table prepared is shown below:

Status Odobren -T
Odobrena Uk Priority B2 Focus |~ |

=3 ES5
Measure B SubMeasure B4 3B 5D
+04 15374 460,92 €| 15 374 460,92 €
+05 47 470,27 € 47 470,27 €
Total 47 470,27 € 15 374 460,92 €| 15 421 931,19 €

Table is based on "general-purpose™ analysis query "AnalysisQuery_Applications_EN01", with:
Filters:

— Status — set as "Odobren"
Lines:

— Measure
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— Sub-measure
Columns:
—  Priority
— Focus Area
Value:
— Odobrena Ukupna Potpora EUR

6.3.2. Monitoring Table B1 - Table with realised outputs (AIR) - CUMULATIVE

a) Template for the analysis table

Template proposed for this table is defined as follows in the Working document for the EU Rural Development

Committee from August 2015

Final report
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output realised (2014-Year N cumul)

P2

P3

P4

P6

2b [3a |3b

abc

6b [6c

Nr of training operations supported

Training/skills acquisition [Nr of participants in trainings

(11) Nr of training days given

Total public expenditure € for training/skills

Nr of demonstration/information action operations supported (1.2)

Nr of farm exchanges operations supported (1.3)

Total public expenditure € (trainings, farm exchanges, demonstration) (1.1 to 1.3)

2 Providing advisory |Nr of beneficiaries advised

services (2.1) |Nr of operations supported (advisory services)

Nr of operations supported (advisory services set-up) (2.2)

Nbr of operations supported (trainings for advisors,
Training of advisors (2.3) I pe ia ( 9 )

|Nbr of advisor trained

Total public expenditure € (2.1 to 2.3)

4 investments in agricultural holdings (4.1)

investments in processing/marketing of agricultural products (4.2)

Nr. of operations

investments in agricultural and forestry infrastructure (4.3)
supported for 9 Y “3)

non productive investment (4.4)

out of which Nr of operations supported through FI

Nr. of holdings supported for investments in agricultural holdings (4.1)

out of which Nr of holdings supported through FI

Area (ha) concerned by investments for saving water (e.g. more efficient irrigation systems...)

LU concerned by investment in livestock management in view of reducing GHG and ammonia emissions (4.1, 4,4 and 4.3)

Total investment € (public + private) (4.1 to 4.4)

Total
Total public expenditures of which total public expenditure (€) (4.1)
(€) (4.1104.4) of which total public iture (€) (4.2)
of which total public iture (€) (4.3)
i diture (€) (4.4)

_ _ ___of which total public
out of which public expenditure realized throuah

5 support for investments in preventive actions to limit |farm holders

natural disaster/catastrophic event damage (5.1) others (public entities....)

Nr of iciaries for - — - -
support for investments in restoration of agricultural [farm holders

land and production potential (5.2) others (public entities...)

Total investment (public + private) (5.1 and 5.2)

Total public expenditures (€) (5.1 and 5.2)

6 start up aid young farmers (6.1)

start up aid non-agric activities in rural areas (6.2)

Nr 0f start up aid development small farms (6.3)

t iciarie:

receiving support for investments in non-agric activities in rural areas (6.4)

transfer payment (6.5)

out of which Nr of holdings/beneficiaries supported through FI

Number of operations

Total investment (public+private)

Total

of which total public di (€) (6.1)

Total public expenditures of which total public expenditure (€) (6.2)

(€) (6.1106.5) of which total public iture (€) (6.3)
of which total public ture (€) (6.4)
of which total public ture (€) (6.5)

out of which public expenditure realized through FI
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output realised (2014-Year N cumul)
P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 | ol
2a 2b [3a|3b| abc |5a|5b|5c |5d |5e |6a |6b |6C
7 Iof village development
for drawing up plans (7.1) | N2000/HNV area plans
for i nts of small scale infrastructure, incl. in in energy and energy saving (7.2)
ICT infrastructure: High-Speed broadband network (access/locall
loop; >/= 30 Mbps)
for investments in broadband infrastructure and ICT infrastructure: Very high-speed broadband network|
access to broadband, incl e-government services  |(access/local loop; >/= 100 Mbps)
N of operations (73 ICT: Other types of ICT infrastructure (passive, IT center...)
supported
e-Government services
for investments in local basic services for the rural population (7.4)
for investments in recreational/tourist infrastructure (7.5)
for studies/investments in rural cultural and natural heritage, incl HNV sites (7.6)
for investments in relocation of activities for enviror quality of life reasons (7.7)
Others (7.8)
out of which operations supported through FI
Population benefiting from new or improved IT infrastructures (7.3) IBroadband
|Other than broadband
Population benefiting from improved services/infrastructures (7.1; 7.2; 7.4; 7.5.;7.6; 7.7, 7.8)
Total investment (public+private) (7.2 to 7.8)
Total
Total public expenditures out of which total public expenditure (€) (7.1 and 7.6)
(€ (7.1t07.8) . X . |broadband
out of which total public € (7.3)
|other than broadband
out of which public expenditure realized through FI
esta:l‘iihme Nr of beneficiaries supported for af i ion of woodland
nt only Area supported (ha) support for afforestation/creation of woodland establishment
;I'eo)tal public expenditure support for afforestation/creation of woodland establishment
estak?l'izs hme Nr of beneficiaries supported for establishment of agro-forestry system
ntonly fareq supported (ha) support for establishment of agro-forestry system
(T;tal public expenditure support for establishment of agro-forestry system
8.4 Nr of beneficiaries supported (8.4)
Area supported (ha) (for restoration 8.4)
Total public expenditures (€)
8.5 Nr of operations supported (investments improving resilience and value of forest ecosystems)
Area (ha) concerned by improving resilience and environmental value of forest ecosystems
Total investment (public+private)
Total public expenditures (€)
8.6 Nr of operations supported for investments in forestry technology and primary processing/marketing
out of which operations supported through FI
Total investment (public+private)
Total public expenditures (€)
out of which public expenditure realized through FI




Appraisal of the Monitoring System for the RDP 2014-2020 Final report p.64

output realised (2014-Year N cumul)

P2 P3 | _Pa P5 P6

2 % [3a 30| _abc _[5a [5b]5e [5d [be [6a b [oc] 'O
16 Nr of EIP cooperation operations supported (e.g.pilot projects, product development...)
Nr of EIP groups supported
NGOs
Research institutes
EP Nr partners in EIP groups Farm holders
SMEs
Advisors

others (other public bodies...)

Total public expenditure for EIP (€)

out of which public expenditure realized through F

pilot projects, development of new products, processes and
technologies (16.2)

for cooperation on establishment and development of short supply
chains / local markets or for local promotion of short supply chains
and local markets (16.4)

for joint action to mitigate or adapt to climate change or for
collective approaches to environmental projects/practices (16.5)

for cooperation among supply chain actors for sustainable provision
Nr of cooperation operations supported (EIP of biomass (16.6)

excluded) for non-CLLD local development jes (16.7)

for the drawing up of forest management plans (16.8)

Non EIP
(other) co-operation among small operators in organising joint work
processes and sharing facilities and resources, and for developing /
marketing tourism (16.3)

diversification of farming activities into activities concerning health
care, social integration, community-supported agriculture and
education about the environment and food (16.9)

other

Nr of agricultural holdings involved in co-operation on short supply chains / local markets (16.4)

|Tota|

Total public expenditure non EIP
r e ©f 4 [ out of which total public expenditure (€) (16.5)

out of which public expenditure realized through FI

17.1 Nr of holdings supported for premium for insurance (17.1)

Total public expenditure (€) (17.1)

17.2 |Nr of operations supported (mutual funds) (17.2)

Nr of farm holdings participating in mutual funds (17.2)

Nr of farmers benefiting from payouts (17.2)

Total public expenditures (€) (17.2)

17.3  |Nr of operations (income stabilisation tool) supported (17.3)

Nr of farm holdings participating in income stabilisation tool (17.3)

Nr farmers benefiting from payouts (17.3)

Total public expenditures (€) (17.3)

Computing the answers to this big indicators table must be done in several steps/ though several EXCEL
Analysis tables:

b) Analysis B1.1 — General indicator: Number operations supported
The analysis table prepared is shown below:

B1.1 Number operations supported

StatusDetaljn IsplaéenPotpt-T)Kraj

DatumZaprim (Tous) -
Nb Appli Priority B2 Focus

=3 E5
Measure [ SubMeasure Ed ID_TOP K38 5D
+04 3 3
+05 1 1
Total 1 3 4

Design: Table is based on "general-purpose"” analysis query "AnalysisQuery_Applications_ EN01", with:

Filters:

— DatumZaprimanja_Godina

— StatusDetaljni — set as "Ispla¢enPotpunoKrajStatus"
Lines:
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— Measure/ Sub-measure
Columns:

— Priority/ Focus Area
Value:

—  Sum of systemCountAppli

c) Analysis B1.2 - General indicator: Number beneficiaries (IBK) supported

B1.2 - Number beneficiaries (IBK) supported

Nombre de IE Priority B3 Focus [~ |

=3 E5
Measure g SubMeasure B4 3B
+04 45 45
+05 1 1
Total 1 45 46

p.65

Design: Based on specific count query "AnalysisQuery_CountBenefPerSub-measure_14-15_ENO01"%, with:

Lines:

— Measure/ Sub-measure
Columns:

— Priority/ Focus Area
Value:

— Count IBK?*®

d) Analysis B1.3 - General indicator: Total investment (public+private)

B1.3 - Total investment (public+private)

StatusDetaljn IsplacenPotpl-T)Kraj

DatumZaprim (Tous) [+]
Odobreni Izn Priority B2 Focus [~ |

=3 =5
Measure [ SubMeasure Ed 3B 5D
+04 78 822,91 € 78 822,91 €
+05 47 470,28 € 47 470,28 €
Total 47 470,28 € 78 822,91 € 126 293,19 €

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications_EN01", with:

Lines:

— Measure/ Sub-measure
Columns:

— Priority/ Focus Area
Value:

— Sum "OdobrenilznosUlaganjaEUR"

% This specific query groups application per year, per measure/sub-measure/ and per beneficiary.. It has to be updated
every year so that the time period for the count of beneficiaries — initially 2014-2015 - is progressively extended.
% Nb: this analysis doesn't return proper value for summary lines like measure 18. It does for the rest of the measures.

However, the summary line for measure 18 already has counted the number of beneficiaries for this measure. All answers

are then available.
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e) Analysis B1.4 - General indicator: Total public expenditure

B1.4 - Total public expenditure

Status Odobren
DatumZaprim (Tous) [~]
Odobrena Uk Priority B Focus [~ |
E3 E5
Measure [l SubMeasure §d 3B 5D
+04 15374 460,92 €| 15 374 460,92 €
+05 47 470,27 € 47 470,27 €
Total 47 470,27 € 15374 460,92 €| 15421 931,19 €

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications_ENO01", with:

Lines:

— Measure/ Sub-measure
Columns:

— Priority/ Focus Area
Value:

— Sum "OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaeUR"
or:
— Sum " ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR"?’

f) Analysis B1.10 - Specific indicators related to measure 4: irrigated area supported, LU supported,
renewable energy produced, Nbr benefitting holdings, length forestry infrastructure

B1.10 - Specific indicators related to measure 4

StatusDetaljni IsplacenPotpunoKraj
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) [~]

sum of: |Irrigated area Length infrastruct.

LU supported Renew.energy prod. Nb benefitting hold.

Focus B3 valeurs

5D

0411-0431- 0412-Uvjetna Grla 0413-0422-Planirana 0431-0432-Br Korisnika 0433-Duljina

Navodnjavana Ulaganja Proivodnja OIE Gospodarstva Poboljsane
SubMeasure E{ PovrsinaUlaganja Infrastrukture
04.1
Total

Design®: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_ EN01", with:

Lines:

—  Sub-measure
Columns:

— Focus Area
Value:

— Sum of fields specified

2" As in Table B1.4b
8

—



Appraisal of the Monitoring System for the RDP 2014-2020 Final report p.67

g) Analysis B1.11 — Other specific indicator related to measure 4: Nbr applications with positive impact
on biodiversity

B1.11 - Other specific indicator related to measure 4

StatusDetaljni IsplacenPotpunoKraj
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) [+]
Nbr appli Focus
0441_Utjecaj Na
SubMeasure E{ Bioraznolikost [~ E]»)
-104.1 (vide) 3 3
Total 04.1 3 3
Total 3 3

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific EN01", with:

Lines:
—  Sub-measure
— 0441 Utjecaj Na Bioraznolikost: does the application have a positive impact on biodiversity
(Yes/No)
Columns:
— Focus Area
Value:
—  Sum of systemCountAppli

h) Analysis B1.12 - Specific indicators related to measure 5: ha agricultural area demined

B1.12 - Specific indicators related to measure 5

StatusDetaljni IsplacenPotpunoKraj @
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) E|

0522-RazminiranoPoljoprivrednoZemljiste Focus

SubMeasure Eisp
04.1
Total

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_EN01", with:
Lines:
— Sub-measure
Columns:
— Focus Area
Value:
— Sum "0522_RazminiranoPoljoprivrednoZemljiste"
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i) Analysis B1.13- Specific indicators related to measure 6: breakdown of applications per investment
sector

B1.13 - Specific indicators related to measure 6

StatusDetaljni IsplacenPotpunoKraj
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) [+]
Nbr appli Focus
0621_0641
SubMeasure Ej sektorUlaganja [~ E]»)
-104.1 (vide) 3 3
Total 04.1 3 3
Total 3 3

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific ENO01", with:

Lines:

— Sub-measure

— 0621 _0641 SektorUlaganja
Columns:

— Focus Area
Value:

—  Sum of systemCountAppli

j) Analysis B1.14- Specific indicators related to measure 7: breakdown of 07.1.1 applications per type
of development plan

B1.14 - Specific indicators related to measure 7

StatusDetaljni IsplaéenPotpunoKraj @
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) [~]
Nbr appli Focus
07_Stanovnistvo
SubMeasure Pokriveno Ulaganjem [ 5D
-04.1 (vide) 3 3
Total 04.1 3 3
Total 3 3

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_EN01", with:

Lines:

—  Sub-measure

— 07_StanovnistvoPokrivenoUlaganjem
Columns:

— Focus Area
Value:

—  Sum of systemCountAppli



Appraisal of the Monitoring System for the RDP 2014-2020 Final report p.69

k) Analysis B1.15- Specific indicators related to measure 7: population benefitting from investments

B1.15 - Specific indicators related to measure 7: population benefitting

StatusDetaljni IsplacenPotpunoKraj |-T|
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) [+]

Zbroj 07_Stanovnistvo Poki Focus - |
SubMeasure EisD Total
04.1
Total
Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific EN01", with:
Lines:

— Sub-measure
Columns:

— Focus Area
Value:

— Sum of 07_StanovnistvoPokrivenoUlaganjem

1) Analysis B1.16- Specific indicators related to measure 8: forest area with improved resilience

B1.16 - Specific indicators related to measure 8

StatusDetaljni IsplaéenPotpunoKraj @
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) E

ZBroj 085_Sumska Povrsin: Focus [~ |
SubMeasure T ED) Total
04.1
Total
Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_EN01", with:
Lines:

—  Sub-measure
Columns:

— Focus Area
Value:

— Sum of 085_SumskaPovrsinaPoboljsana

m) Analysis B1.17- Specific indicators related to measure 16.1: Nbr of EIP partners

B1.17 - Specific indicators related to measure 16

StatusDetaljni Ispla¢enPotpunoKraj
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) [~]

Focus B4 valeurs
5D

Sum 161_164_BrClanova Sum 161_BrClanova Sum 161_BrClanova Sum 161_BrClanova Sum 161_BrClanova Sum 161_BrClanova
SubMeasure E{ Poljoprivrednici Istrazivanje NevladineUdruge Ostali Savjetnici SME
04.1

Total

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_ ENO01", with:
Lines:

—  Sub-measure
Columns:
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Focus Area

Value:
— Sumof 161 _164 BrClanovaPoljoprivrednici
— Sum of 161_BrClanovalstrazivanje
— Sum of 161_BrClanovaNevladineUdruge
— Sum of 161 _BrClanovaOstali
— Sum of 161_BrClanovaSavijetnici
— Sum of 161 _BrClanovaSME

n) Analysis B1.17b - Specific indicators related to measure 16.4: Nbr of farmers partners
Same table as above, for value Sum of 161_164_BrClanovaPoljoprivrednici

6.3.3. Monitoring Table B2 - Table with realised LEADER and TA/Networking outputs
(AIR) = CUMULATIVE
a) Template for the analysis table

Template proposed for this table is defined as follows in the Working document for the EU Rural Development
Committee from August 2015

output realised (2014-Year N cumul)
P1 P2 | P3 P4 P5 P6
la 1b | 1c |2a|2b [3a[3b abc |5a [5b |5c |5d |5e [6a_|6b 6c

Total

LEADER  |Number of LAGs selected
Population covered by LAG
Number of LAGs multi funds

Nr of projects (based on Predominant FA to which the project contributes) { I

NGOs
. LAGs
Type of project Public bodies
promoters (nr)
SMEs
others
Nr of i ion inter-territorial
projects cooperation transnational
Unigue nr of LAGs ion inter-territorial
involved in cooperation
project
support for preparation of LDS
Preparatory support (19.1) { PRol prep
|LEADER start-up kit
Support for implementation of operations under the community-led local development strategy (19.2) (based on
Predominant FA to which the project contributes)
Total public expenditure Preparation and i ion of i prep: technical support for cooperation
(©) activities of the local action grouppreparatory support for inter-territorial cooperation (projects)
(19.3) support for transnational ion (projects)

support for running costs of the LDS
support for animation of the LDS

Support for running costs and animation (19.4)
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LEADER

LEADER Data items to monitor contributions to the main FA
Depending on the Predominant FA to which the LEADER project contributes, the following item is recorded (1 value per project)
FA recorded Data item Value (2014 - YEAR N CUMUL)
1A *
1B Number of cooperation operations (non-Avrticle
35(1c) of Reg. (EU) N° 1303/2013 operations)
1c Number of participants trained
2A Number of holdings/beneficiaries supported
2B Number of holdings/beneficiaries supported
3A Number of holdings supported or participating in
3B supported schemes
Total area (agriculture) (ha)
A Total area (forestry) (ha)
Total area (agriculture) (ha)
8 Total area (forestry) (ha)
Total area (agriculture) (ha)
i Total area (forestry) (ha)
5A Total area (ha)
5B Total investment
5C Total investment
0 Total area
Number of LU
5E Total area
6A *
B Popl_JIatio_n benefiting from improved
services/infrastructures
6C Popl_JIatio_n benefiting  from improved ICT
services/infrastructures

* Information collected by default for all LEADER projects (total public expenditure paid (LEADER data item 8) and jobs created (LEADER data item 13)).
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Nota bene: the indicators above, monitoring contributions of LEADER local projects to main FA will be filled
by summarising the yearly reports of the LAGs, which will be entrusted with this detailed monitoring

total

out of which focused
on sharing and
disseminating M&E
findings

out of which
devoted to
advisors
and/or
innovation
support
services

out of which
devoted to LAG
including support
to cooperation

TA . Nr of events organized by NRN
Networking — - - -
Nr of Publications: leaflets, newsletters, magazines... including e-
Nr of NRN communication tools (by type) publications
Nr of other tools (website, social media...)
Nr of projects examples collected and di by NRN
 Thematic working groups
Nr of thematic and analytical exchanges set up with the support of NRN Consultations with stakeholders
others (trainings, web forum...)
Nr of ENRD activities in which the NRN has participated
out of which NRN had an active contribution
Total public expenditure |total support for technical assistance
© out of which support for set up and running of the NRN
TA Other . .
than Total public expenditure costs (staff, materials....)
Networking (O} other costs (studies, trainings...)

Nota bene: the indicators above, monitoring Technical Assistance, will be monitored directly by the Ministry,
using the EXCEL template introduced above in chapter 5.17 - Measure 20 — Technical assistance.
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b) Analysis B2.1 — LEADER Measure: Nbr LAGs and Population covered by LAGs
B2.1 - Population covered by LAG

StatusDetaljn Odobren T
DatumZaprim (Tous) -
Focus B valeurs
5D
SubMeasulEd Nbr Appli Sum LAG_BrojStanovnika
04.1 44
Total 44

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications EN01", with:

Filters:

— DatumZaprimanja_Godina

— StatusDetaljni — set as "Odobren”
Lines:

— Sub-measure —set as 19.4.1
Columns:

— Focus Area
Value:

— Count of KLASA (Nbr of LAG applications for support to running costs — LAGs selected in Phase
2)
— Sum LAG_BrojStanovnika

c) Analysis B2.2 — LEADER Measure: Breakdown of Local Projects per Focus area

B2.2 - Breakdown of Local Projects per Focus area

DatumZaprim (Tous) -
Status (Tous) -
StatusDetaljn (Tous) -
Nbr Appli Focus ﬂ
Total

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery LAG_LocalProjects EN1", with:

Filters:

— DatumZaprimanja_Godina

— Status — set as "Odobren"

— StatusDetaljni
Columns:

— Focus Area (linked with 192_LokalniProjekt_TOP)
Value:

— Count of KLASA
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d) Analysis B2.3 — LEADER Measure: Breakdown of Local Projects per type of promoter

B2.3 - Breakdown of Local Projects per type of promoter

DatumZaprim (Tous) -
Status (Tous) -
StatusDetaljn (Tous) -
Nbr Appli 192_LokalniProjekt_ﬂ
Total

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery LAG_LocalProjects EN1", with:

Filters:

— DatumZaprimanja_Godina

— Status — set as "Odobren"

— StatusDetaljni
Columns:

— 192_L okalniProjekt_TipPromotora
Value:

— Count of KLASA

e) Analysis B2.4 — LEADER Measure: Breakdown of Cooperation projects

B2.4 - Breakdown of Cooperation projects

Status (Tous) -

StatusDetaljni Odobren T
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) -

Nbr Appli Focus §d
SubMeasure E{ 193_TipSuradnje B 5D Total
-104.1 (vide) 44| 44
Total 04.1 44| 44
Total 44 44

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_EN01", with:

Filters:
— DatumZaprimanja_Godina
— Status — set as "Odobren"
— StatusDetaljni

Rows:
—  Sub-measure
— 193 _TipSuradnje

Value:

— Count of KLASA

f) Analysis B2.5 — Unique Number of LAGs (without double counting) involved in Cooperation projects

B2.5 - Unique Number of LAGs (without double counting)
involved in Cooperation projects

Nbr IBK
KodTOP B3 193_TipSuradnje g Total

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Specif1931 CountBenefPerScheme _14-15 ENO1", with:
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Rows:

— KodTOP

— 193 _TipSuradnje
Value:

— Count of IBK

g) Analysis B2.6— Breakdown of public support per type of Cooperation projects

B2.6 - Breakdown of public support for Cooperation projects

Status (Tous) h

StatusDetaljni IsplacenPotpunoKraj -T

DatumZaprimz (Tous) -

Sum Odobren: Focus |5
SubMeasur 193_TipSuradnje ﬂ 5D Total
-104.1 (vide) 59117,18| 59117,18
Total 04.1 59117,18| 59117,18
Total 59117,18| 59117,18

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_ ENO1", with:

Filters:

— DatumZaprimanja_Godina

— Status

— StatusDetaljni - set as IsplaéenPotpunoKraj
Rows:

— Sub-measure

— 193 _TipSuradnje
Value:

—  Sum of OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR?

h) Analysis B2.7— Breakdown of public support for running costs

B2.7 - Breakdown of public support for running costs

Status (Tous) -

StatusDetaljni IsplacenPotpunoKraj -T

DatumZaprimz (Tous) -

Sum Odobren: Focus B
SubMeasur[E] 194_TipTroska |~ D) Total
-104.1 (vide) 59117,18| 59117,18
Total 04.1 59117,18( 59117,18
Total 59117,18| 59117,18

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_ENO1", with:

Filters:

— DatumZaprimanja_Godina

— Status

— StatusDetaljni - set as IsplaéenPotpunoKraj
Rows:

— Sub-measure
— 194 TipTroska

2 or Sum of "ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR"

p.74
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Value:
—  Sum of OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR®

i) Analysis B2.8 — LEADER Measure: Breakdown of public support to Local Projects per Focus area

B2.8 - Breakdown of support to Local Projects per Focus area

DatumZaprimz (Tous) -
Status (Tous) -
StatusDetaljni (Tous) -

Sum Zbrojlspl: Focus |~ |

Total

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery LAG_LocalProjects EN1", with:

Filters:

— DatumZaprimanja_Godina

— Status

— StatusDetaljni — set as "Ispla¢enPotpunoKrajStatus”
Columns:

— Focus Area (linked with 192_L okalniProjekt_TOP)
Value:

— Sum of ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR

6.3.4. Monitoring Table B3 - Table with realised output indicators for area-based, LU
and multi-annual measures (AIR) - ANNUAL

a) Template for the analysis table

Template proposed for this table is defined as follows in the Working document for the EU Rural Development
Committee from August 2015

% or Sum of "ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR"
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output realised (Year N ANNUAL)

P2 P3 P4 P5 P6
Total
2a 2b [3a|3b| abc |5a|5b|5c [5d |Se |6a |6b [6C
10 Nr of contracts supported (10.1)
Nr of contracts for genetic resources conservation supported (10.2)
3 . . X |Plant genetic resources
Total Public expenditure for genetic resources conservation (10.2) " -
|Ammal genetic resources
Management of inputs incl. integrated production (reduction of mineral fertilizers, reduction of pesticides)
Cultivation practices Soil cover, ploughing techniques, low tillage, Conservation
agriculture
Irrigation/drainage Reduction of irrigated areas and/or irrigation rate, irrigation
techniques
Reduction of drainage, management of wetlands
X . Management of landscape, habitats, grassland, Creation, upkeep of ecological features (e.g. field margins, buffer
Total public expenditure €|NV farming areas, flower strips, hedgerows, trees)

(10.1)

Maintenance of HNV arable and grassland systems (e.g. mowing
techniques, hand labour, leaving of winter stubbles in arable areas),|
introduction of extensive grazing practices, conversion of arable land
to grassland.

Farm management, integrated approaches Crop diversification, crop rotation
Animal feed regimes, manure management

others

Management of inputs incl. integrated production (reduction of mineral fertilizers, reduction of pesticides)

Cultivation practices Soil cover, ploughing techniques, low tillage, Conservation
agriculture

Irrigation/drainage Reduction of irrigated areas and/or irrigation rate, irrigation
techniques
Reduction of drainage, management of wetlands

Management of landscape, habitats, grassland, Creation, upkeep of ecological features (e.g. field margins, buffer

Area supported (ha) HNV farming areas, flower strips, hedgerows, trees)

0.y Maintenance of HNV arable and grassland systems (e.g. mowing
techniques, hand labour, leaving of winter stubbles in arable areas),|
introduction of extensive grazing practices, conversion of arable land
to grassland.

Farm management, integrated approaches Crop diversification, crop rotation
Animal feed regimes, manure management
others
Physical area (ha) (10.1)
output realised (Year N ANNUAL)
P2 P3 P4 P5 P6 | ol
2a 2b [3a|3b| abc |5a|5h|5c |5d |Se |6a [6b [6C
3 N support for new participation in EU quality schemes
Nr of holding supported - 5
(3.1) support for new participation in national quality schemes
support for new participation in voluntary agricultural product certification schemes
Total public expenditures (€) (3.2)
Total public expenditures (€) (3.1, 3.2)
. 8.1 Nr of beneficiaries supported for afforestation/creation of woodland maintenance premium
mainte nanc
e only Area supported (ha) support for afforestation/creation of woodland maintenance premium
(T;Ial public expenditure support for afforestation/creation of woodland maintenance premium
R 8.2 Nr of beneficiaries supported for maintenance of agro-forestry system premium
maintenanc
eonly  larea supported (ha) support for maintenance of agro-forestry system premium
;I';tal public expenditure support for maintenance of agro-forestry system premium
63 Nr of beneficiaries supported (8.3)
’ Area supported (ha) (for prevention 8.3)
Total public expenditures (8.3) (€)
11 Nr of holdings supported (11.1 and 11.2)
Area (ha) |con.ver5|un to organic farmlng_j (11.1)
Imalnlenance of organic farming (11.2)
Total public (€) (11.1 and 11.2)
12 Nr of holdings supported (12.1 to 12.3)
" " NATURA 2000 agricultural land (12.1)
Total public expenditure
© public expenditure - ATURA 2000 forest land (12.2)
WFD (12.3)
NATURA 2000 agricultural land (12.1)
Area supported (ha) NATURA 2001 forest land (12.2)
WFD (12.3)
13 mountain areas (13.1)
Area supported (ha) others areas facing natural constraints (13.2)
others areas affected by specific constraints (13.3)
Nr of holdings supported (13.1 to 13.3)
Total public expenditure mountain areas (_13'1) -
© others areas facing natural constraints (13.2)
others areas affected by specific constraints (13.3)
14 Nr of LU supported
Nr of beneficiaries supported
Total public d (€)
9 Nr of operations supported (producer groups set up)
Nr of holdings participating in producer groups supported
Total public expenditures (€)
15 Area (ha) under forest environment commitment (15.1)
Public expenditures for genetic resources conservation (15.2)
Nr of contracts supported (15.1)
Total public (€) (15.1t0 15.2)
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b) Analysis B3.1 — Total public expenditure and area supported for AEM

B3.1 - Total public expenditure and area supported for AEM

StatusDetaljni Isplace -TotpunoKraj
DatumZaprimanja_God (Tous) | =

Priority B Focus |Ed

=5 Total

SubMeasure Ei 10_T1oIE] TOPEN_short B Valeurs 5D
-04.1 =104.1.2 (vide) ZBroj OdobrenaKolicinaABM
Zbroj IsplacenaPotporaEUR  75419,43| 75419,43
Total ZBroj OdobrenaKolicinaABM
Total Zbroj IsplacenaPotporaEUR 75419,43 | 75419,43

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications ENO1", with:

Filters:
— DatumZaprimanja_Godina
— StatusDetaljni - set as IsplaéenPotpunoKraj
Rows:
— Sub-measure
— IDTOP —setto10.1.1t010.1.9
— TOP name
Columns:
— Focus area
Values:

— Sum of ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR
— Sum of OdobrenaKolicinaABM

Nota bene: proposed matching per type of AEM:

Management of inputs/ integrated production
Cultivation practices 10.1.1 Tilling and sowing on the terrain with slope for arable annual plants
10.1.2 Grassing of permanent crops

10.1.7 Maintaining extensive orchards

10.1.8
Irrigation/drainage
Management of landscape, habitats, grassland, 10.1.3
HNV 10.1.4
10.1.5
10.1.6
Farm management integrated approach
Others

c) Analysis B3.2 — Number of contracts and physical area supported (without double counting) for

AEM 10.1.1t0 10.1.8

Maintaining extensive olive groves

Preservation of high nature value grasslands

Pilot measure for the protection of corncrake (Crexcrex)
Pilot measure for the protection of butterflies
Establishment of field strips

B3.2 - Number of contracts and physical area supported

(without double counting) for AEM 10.1.1 - 10.1.8

DatumOdluke_Godina (Tous) -

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_AEMSynthesis_ ENO01", with:

Filters:
— DatumOdluke_Godina
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Value:
— Count IBK
— Sum of FizickaPovrsinaAEM

Nota bene: see also Analysis B1.2 - General indicator: Number beneficiaries (IBK) supported, for the global
number of contracts for Sub-measure 10.1 as a whole, including 10.1.9.

d) Analysis B3.3 — Specific indicator related to measure 3: Number of holdings supported (without
double counting) for various Quality schemes

Nota bene: one should be aware that there is a problem to introduce double-counting here, as shown on the
example below:
IBK TOP Product Scheme
11458 03.1.1 Organic apple EU
11458 03.1.1 Organic peach EU
11458 03.1.1 Quality wine National
03.1.1 Organic peach EU
03.1.1 Quality wine National

2 benef EU 3 applications EU
2 benef National 2 applications National

A special query has been designed to prevent this problem.

B3.3 - Number of holdings supported (without double
counting) for various Quality schemes

Etiquettes de lignes [ Nbr IBK

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Specif0311_CountBenefPerScheme_14-15 ENO01", with:
Rows:

— KodTOP

— 0311_TipSustaviKvalitete
Value:

— Count of IBK

e) Analysis B3.4 — Area supported for Measures 11 - 13
B3.4 - Area supported for Measures 11 - 13

Measure (Tous) -
StatusDetaljni Isplace -T otpunoKraj
DatumZaprimanja_God (Tous) | =

ZBroj OdobrenaKolicin: Priority B Focus [
E5 Total

SubMeasure 1D_TOIEd TOPEN_short [ 5D

-104.1 =104.1.2 (vide)

Total

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications_ ENO1", with:

Filters:

— Measure —set to 11 or 13

— DatumZaprimanja_Godina

— StatusDetaljni - set as Ispla¢enPotpunoKraj
Rows:
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—  Sub-measure

— IDTOP

- TOP
Columns:

— Focus Area
Value:

— Sum of ZBrojOdobrenaKolicinaABM

f) Analysis B3.5 — Specific indicator related to measure 9: Number of producers participating in
producers groups supported

B3.5 - Number of producers participating in producers groups supported

Measure (Tous) -
StatusDetaljni IsplacenPotpunoKraj |-T
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) -

Nbr IBK 1 3 4
Sum UdruzenjaBrojClanova

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications_ENO01", with:

Filters:

— Measure—setto 9

— DatumZaprimanja_Godina

— StatusDetaljni - set as IsplaéenPotpunoKraj
Columns:

— Focus area
Value:

— Count of IBK

— Sum of UdruzenjaBrojClanova

6.3.5. Monitoring Table C - Breakdown by gender, type of agricultural branch and size,
age and area type - CUMULATIVE
a) Template for the analysis table

Template proposed for this table is defined as follows in the Working document for the EU Rural Development
Committee from August 2015
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Monitoring of outputs broken down by area type Cumul 2014-Year N
ANC
specific Total
non-ANC |Mountain other constraints
4
Total public expenditure (4.1 to 4.4)
6 Total public expenditure (6.1 to 6.5)
Cumul 2014-Year N
Total of which Natura
otal 2000
10.1 Total public expenditure
15.1 Total public expenditure
Cumul 2014-Year N
Total of whlch.organlc
holdings
4.1, 6.1, 6.3,10, 12,
13, 14, Total public expenditure
Monitoring of outputs broken down by age and gender Cumul 2014-Year N
Total
P2 P3 P4 PS5 P6 o
2A 2B
Age (< 40) male
female
Nbr. of holdings supported male
. . g PP . Age (> 40)
4 (investment in agricultural holdings female
4.1
) Other non individuals
Total
male
Age (s 40)
female
i iciari male
6 Nbr. of ho!dlngs/beneflcnarles Age (> 40)
receiving (6.1 to 6.5) female
Other non individuals
Total
Monitoring of outputs broken down by type of agricultural branch Total Field crops Horticulture Wine Other Milk Other grazing | Granivores |Mixed Non agroicultural
permanent livestock (crops + sector (Food
crops livestock) industry...)
Number of operations
M04 (41,42, 4.4) = bl
MO06 (6.1, 6.2, 6.3, |Number of operations
6.4) Total public i
Monitoring of outputs broken down by size Total >=5HAto < 10|>= 10 HAto <|>= 20 HAto
ol <5Ha Ha 20 Ha <50Ha | >=50Ha
Number of operations
M04 (4.1,4.2,4.4) = bl
MO06 (6.1, 6.2, 6.3, |Number of operations
6.4) Total public i

Computing the answers to this big indicators table must again be done in several steps/ though several EXCEL
analysis tables:

b) Analysis C1 — Breakdown of financing 4 and 6 per ANC area

Cl-ANC

StatusDetaljni

DatumZaprimanja_Godina

SubMeasure

Zbroj Odobrena Ukupna Potpora

Total

(Tous) -
(Tous) -
04.1 T

ConstraintHR
BFO
1694 237,11 €

34 898,35€ 13 645325,46 €| 15374 460,92 €

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications_ ENO1", with:

Filters:

Columns:

DatumZaprimanja_Godina
StatusDetaljni — set as "IsplacenPotpunoKrajStatus"
Sub-measure — as specified in Table C
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—  ConstraintHR*
Value:
—  Sum of OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR*

c) Analysis C2 — Share of AEM financing targeting Natura 2000 areas
C2 - Natura 2000 for AEM

StatusDetaljni (Tous)

DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous)

SubMeasure (Tous) -

ID_TOP (Tous) »10.1.1t0 10.1.8
Values Total

Zbroj OdobrenaKolicinaABM
Zbroj 10_OdobrenaPovrsinaNatura2000
Zbroj Odobrena Ukupna Potpora | 15421931,19€

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_EN01", with:

Filters:
— DatumZaprimanja_Godina
— StatusDetaljni — set as "IsplacenPotpunoKrajStatus"
—  Sub-measure — set as 10.1
— TOP10.1.1t010.1.8
Value:

— Sum of OdobrenaKolicinaABM
— Sum of 10_OdobrenaPovrsinaNatura2000

e These 2 values enabling to compute the % of AEM area which is also Natura 2000
("%Natura2000™)

—  Sum of OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR®

And multiply this public financing by "%Natura2000" to find the public financing targeting also Natura 2000
area

d) Analysis C3 — Share of public financing targeting Organic farms

C3 - Organic

StatusDetaljni (Tous) -
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) -
SubMeasure 04.1 T

Zbroj Odobrena Ukupna Potpora EkoCertifikat ﬂ

FAUX VRAI
Total 11443 180,31 € 3931280,61€| 15374460,92 €

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications EN01", with:
Filters:

— DatumZaprimanja_Godina

— StatusDetaljni — set as "Ispla¢enPotpunoKrajStatus"

%1 As per the national classification of grad/opcine in "xLocalisation_GradOpcine" — which needs to be properly linked
with Beneficiary's localisation through the field "MB_JLS" in table [Beneficiary_History STATIC]

%2 or Sum of "ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR"

% or Sum of "ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR"
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— Sub-measure — as per Table C
Columns:

— EkoCertifikat (Yes/No)
Value:

—  Sum of OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR*

e) Analysis C4 — Breakdown of operation/beneficiaries per sex/age

C4 - Number operations supported per sex/age

StatusDetaljni (Tous) (=]
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) [~]
SubMeasure 04.1 Ei
ID_TOP 04.1.1 Ej
Nb Appli Priority B Focus |Ed
=2 Total
TipKorisnika_ B3 starost_ Edspol Ed2A
—IFizicka osoba =1<=40 M 304 304
z 62 62
=>40 M 287 287
z 68 68
+ Legal persons including OBRT 386 386
Total 1107 1107

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications EN01", with:

Filters:
— DatumZaprimanja_Godina
— StatusDetaljni — set as "Ispla¢enPotpunoKrajStatus"
—  Sub-measure/TOP — as per Table C
Columns:
— Priority/ Focus area
Rows:
— TipKorisnika (grouped by Fizicka osoba/ all other types)
— Starost (grouped by <=40 or >40
—  Spol
Value:
— Sum of systemCountAppli

This first analysis directly counts applications.

p.82

However, in order to compute more precisely what is requested in Table C, another design will have to be used

in upcoming years.

C4b - Number beneficiaries supported per sex/age

SubMeasure (Tous) E
Nbr IBK Priority B Focus K4

=3 E5
TipKorisnika_ B starost_ Blspol 438
—I FizickaOsoba =>40 z 1 1
+ Pravni/PoslovniSubjekt 1 2 3
Total 1 3

% or Sum of "ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR"
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Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_CountBenefPerSub-measure_14-15 ENO01", with:

Filters:
— Sub-measure— as per Table C
Columns:
— Priority/ Focus area
Rows:
— TipKorisnika (grouped by Fizicka osoba/ all other types)
— Starost (grouped by <=40 or >40
—  Spol
Value:
— Count of IBK

f) Analysis C5-C6 — Breakdown of applications per size of farms

This analysis must be done in two steps:
— Analysis of farmers applications per size of farm
— Analysis of applications to 6.2-6.4 by members of farm family, per size of the original parent farm

C5 - Breakdown of operations 4.1-4.4-6.1-6.3 per size

StatusDetaljni (Tous) -
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) -
SubMeasure 041 .1
MIBPG (Plusieul-T3léments)

Kategoriid

10-20ha 20-50ha
Nb Appli 55 121 94 146 281 489 1186
Zbroj Odobrena Ukupna Potpora 0,00 € 508 793,27 € 403 649,53 € 5063539,88€ 309654,72€ 9088823,52€| 15374460,92 €

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications_ENO01", with:

Filters:
— DatumZaprimanja_Godina
— StatusDetaljni — set as "Ispla¢enPotpunoKrajStatus"
— Sub-measure — as per Table C
— MIBPG - set as "not empty" = farmer
Columns:
— KategoriaUkupnaPo2ljPovr
Value:

—  Sum of systemCountAppli
—  Sum of OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR®

% or Sum of "ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR"
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C6 - Breakdown of operations 6.2-6.4 (per size of parent farm)

StatusDetaljni (Tous) -
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) -
SubMeasure 04.1 T

KategoriaPripid
Nb Appli 1189 1189
Zbroj Odobrena Ukupna Potpora 15374 460,92 €| 15374 460,92 €

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_EN01", with:

Filters:
— DatumZaprimanja_Godina
— StatusDetaljni — set as "Ispla¢enPotpunoKrajStatus"
— Sub-measure — set as 06.2 + 06.4
Columns:
— KategoriaPripadajuciOPGVelicina
Value:

—  Sum of systemCountAppli
—  Sum of OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR®

g) Analysis C7-C8 — Breakdown of applications per agricultural sector

This analysis must also be done in two steps:
— Analysis of farmers applications per sector of farm

p.84

— Analysis of applications to 6.2-6.4 by members of farm family, per sector of the original parent

farm

C7 - Breakdown of operations 4.1-4.4-6.1-6.3 per sector

StatusDetaljni (Tous) -
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) -
SubMeasure 04.1 T
MIBPG (Plusieurs éléme¢-T's)

Sektor AktivnosEd
Nb Appli 1186 1186
Zbroj Odobrena Ukupna Potpora 15374 460,92 €| 15374 460,92 €

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_Applications_ENO1", with:

Filters:
— DatumZaprimanja_Godina
— StatusDetaljni — set as "IsplacenPotpunoKrajStatus"
— Sub-measure — as per Table C
— MIBPG - set as "not empty" = farmer
Columns:
—  SektorAktivnosti
Value:
— Sum of systemCountAppli

% or Sum of "ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR"
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—  Sum of OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR®

C8 - Breakdown of operations 6.2-6.4 (per size of parent farm)

StatusDetaljni (Tous) -
DatumZaprimanja_Godina (Tous) -
SubMeasure 04.1 T

0621_0641

Pripadajuci OPG

SektorAktivnosifd

(vide)
Nb Appli 1186 1186
Zbroj Odobrena Ukupna Potpora 15374 460,92 €| 15374 460,92 €

Design: Based on "AnalysisQuery_ApplicationsWithSpecific_EN01", with:

Filters:
— DatumZaprimanja_Godina
— StatusDetaljni — set as "IsplacenPotpunoKrajStatus"
— Sub-measure — set as 06.2 + 06.4
Columns:
— 0621 0641 PripadajuciOPG_SektorAktivnosti
Value:

—  Sum of systemCountAppli
—  Sum of OdobrenaUkupnaPotporaEUR®

6.4. Other specific analysis

p.85

The Monitoring service of MA will be able to produce many other specific analysis "on-demand", by using the

full power of analysis built into the information gathered in the Monitoring database.

%7 or Sum of "ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR"
% or Sum of "ZbrojlsplacenaPotporaEUR"
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7. Conclusions & recommendations

7.1. The initial steps to establish a regular channel for the extraction
and transmission of monitoring data have been laborious

As recalled above, if the first technical specifications for monitoring data extraction by APPRRR were
formulated on 30™ September 2015, the first real completed delivery of data was not received before 1% of
March 2016.

What were the causes for delays and difficulties encountered?

One should first note that APPRRR staff have been working under a rather heavy work strain for the last
months of 2015/beginning of 2016. Most of the staff affected to the pilot project of monitoring data extraction
had also numerous competing/concurrent assignments to deal with.

In the same vein, no clear-cut priority was initially given to the exercise by APPRRR Top Management,
although it didn't oppose it either.

But mostly, the exercise proposed — to collect data from APPRRR production databases and make it regularly
available to MA in a kind of "data warehouse" — proved unexpectedly difficult.

What were the reasons for these difficulties?
1. By nature, the data requested for RDP Monitoring purposes has to come from different databases,
managed by different APPRRR Departments and Services.

It is thus needed that these different Departments and Services collaborate closely — especially in pilot
phase, where the technical specifications of this data extraction need to be established.

It was initially a little bit difficult to organise properly this collaboration, with a sizeable number of people
involved.

2. Along the same lines, APPRRR organizational chart doesn't presently include a Monitoring Service
which would ideally be attached to the Direction and thus able to interact on equal footing with the various
Department Heads in order to gain access to their data.

It was thus initially difficult to find an adequate "project manager" to run the pilot project of Monitoring
data extraction.

Although this improved once APPRRR decided to establish a proper "task force" du run the project, MA
still missed a proper — and, if possible, sustainable — counterpart, who could have been a full-time
participant in all discussions and design meetings along with MA Monitoring staff.

This issue will be discussed below.

3. More worrying yet, the data extraction tests have revealed several shortcomings in the present organisation
of APPRRR's information system, for example:

e The lack of a single "Status" of applications which could be easily tracked throughout their lifetime
e The inherent drawback of the option taken by PA to use an automatic "On-line Application Form
generator" to design its application forms
— with an initial benefit of providing APPRRR with maximum flexibility in this design
— but with the drawback that everything being configurable, nothing is fixed/ nor identified clearly

This translates into the fact that, from one Call to the next one (for the same TOP), information
requested from beneficiaries might have moved around on the on-line form generated. ..

And as no field names are "hard-coded" in the form produced, the first task of the data extraction
process is for APPRRR database managers to conduct a detective enquiry, to know where any
particular item of information was located on the on-line form used at the time, and where it was
later stored in the corresponding database(s).
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— the main negative consequence of that being that, if data for call 04.1.1 - 001 was successfully
extracted, nothing says that the procedure used can be duplicated/ copy-pasted for the following
calls 04.1.1 — 002, 04.1.1 — 003, etc... Most of the time, it definitely cannot!

4. Finally — but that concerns both MA and PA together —, another difficulty lied in the fact that, up to the
implementation of the present Technical Assistance mission, the content of the RDP Monitoring system
had not been clearly and exhaustively planned ahead.

Although some attempts at communication between MA and PA had already stressed some important
needs in terms of Monitoring information, much remained to be done, to define:

— What information needed to be collected

— And under which exact form™

This lack of specifications at MA level has not helped APPRRR to be consistent in the design of its on-line
applications forms.

7.2. Status by the end of the Technical Assistance mission

By March 15™ 2016, status of the process is as follows:
e Proper counterparts have been identified by MA among PA staff, at two complementary levels:

— Staff who belong to the various Departments/ Services of APPRRR involved in the extraction of
monitoring information, and who hopefully have been given a clear idea of what information is
needed by MA/ in order to produce what kind of analysis with it... and

— Technical staff/database managers belonging to the Computer Department of APPRRR, who have
already had some opportunities to practice monitoring data extraction during the test phase, and
who are now fully aware of the target data structure and the various technical problems to
be solved for this extraction

e On the other hand, the real extraction of "production data" related to all measures of RDP implemented
in years 2014-2015 is still progressing very slowly.

It is still very unclear whether APPRRR has allocated enough full-time staff to this task, and
whether the extraction of 2014-2015 data will still take weeks? — or months? — and how many more
months?

e Even as regards the 3 calls used so far to implement the first pilot test extraction of Monitoring data,
many pieces of complementary information on specific indicators or on extended beneficiaries'
characteristics are still missing for these 3 calls. Some work will also need to be allocated sooner or
later to complement the quality and comprehensiveness of information extracted. ..

¢ In the meantime, a robust needs analysis has been implemented at MA level, and the present
Monitoring data structure and sets of EXCEL analysis tables should be able to accommodate all future
needs of RDP — at least insofar as Member States currently have visibility on what is expected in RDP
AIR.

¥ To take only one example, the various categories or typologies which would be used to analyze and present RDP
monitoring information were not fully specified... A sizeable part of the work of the present mission was thus to organize
concertation at MA level/and with the different Technical Services of the Ministry on various technical aspects of the
RDP, in order to define that — for example — Education level of RDP beneficiaries (StupanjEdukacije) would from now on
be analysed consistently as 4 possible values:

-0S

- SSS

- VSs

-VSS
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7.3. Recommendations

Beyond what has been prepared during the Technical Assistance mission, the expert would like to bring the
following possible recommendations to the attention of the Managing Authority and of the Management of
APPRRR:

7.3.1. It might be a good idea to establish a real "Monitoring Service" at PA level

This Monitoring Service would act as team-leader/workforce manager to make sure that RDP Monitoring data
extraction and transmission progresses at the pace required by MA (in fact by EU).

It could also play the very much needed role of a memory/repository of past technical difficulties and solutions
found, documenting the extraction processes used and capitalizing on the experience gained at APPRRR level
to streamline Monitoring data extraction in the future

It would act as regular counterpart of MA Monitoring Service, integrating seamlessly the EU monitoring
requirements in the daily management of the fund by APPRRR

Finally, it would also be in a position to build upon the analytical tools developed by MA for monitoring
purposes in order to answer internal and external questions raised in APPRR about the programme, and
to produce various analysis of its progress.

7.3.2. Extraction of monitoring data related to any given call should be planned
upstream since the initial conception of the on-line application form

In particular, the on-line controls used for data entry by the beneficiary or his consultant should directly
produce information already correctly formatted and directly useable for monitoring without further
manipulation:

— If StupanjEdukacije is supposed to take only 1 out of 4 possible values, then the beneficiary should
be presented with either a dropdown list or mutually exclusive radio-buttons, coding directly for
the final values expected

— Similarly, if the beneficiary can define up to 3 possible priorities for the purpose of his application,
then he should be presented with either a multiple-selection dropdown list accepting a maximum
of three values, or with checkboxes accepting a maximum of 3 ticks, again coding directly for the
final values expected

This is also relevant to make sure that all Monitoring information needed — even specific indicators related to
the Measure — is included at one stage or another of the beneficiary's application.

If a good cooperation between MA and PA can thus be carried upstream to the initial planning stages of each
call's implementation®, no further encoding or processing of information collected initially should normally be
requested from PA before data transmission.

7.3.3. Structure of APPRRR Production databases should be somehow optimised to
streamline the Monitoring data extraction process

In particular, it is urgent that the fields of the on-line application forms encoding the essential monitoring data
required by MA are either given a hard-coded name/ or identified by some kind of "additional tag", so that they
can be found again easily and hopefully automatically for subsequent extraction of this monitoring data.

If necessary, this evolution should be implemented inside the automatic on-line application form generator.

“0 Even more easily if MA can count on a sustainable "counterpart” under the form of an internal Monitoring Service in
APPRRR
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It would be very much needed that extraction processes set up for one TOP/one specific Call could then be
duplicated easily to all subsequent Calls for the same TOP.

7.3.4. All extraction work done by APPRRR database managers should be extensively
documented

And capitalized upon as much as possible

7.3.5. VPN Access for MA staff into APPRRR servers should be established as soon as
possible

Including on-site configuration, testing and training of users** by APPRRR computer specialists

7.3.6. Extraction of all data related to 2014 and 2015 calls should be completed as
soon as possible
APPRRR should give a clear priority to this task, and temporarily affect enough staff to the ad'hoc task force

created in order to complete this data extraction as soon as possible, before scaling down to a smaller/but
sustainable group of staff dedicated to regular data transmission activities.

If necessary, APPRRR should consider hiring complementary support from its ITC consultant to complete the
operation promptly.

7.3.7. As it will be the responsibility of APPRRR to certify the correctness of the data
extracted for MA for monitoring purposes, it will also be necessary that APPRRR designs
internal control processes for verifying that information transmitted is correct

e These control processes should include some manual cross-checking, as well as automatic double-
checking of some "basic" figures: e.g. number of applications received, accepted, rejected, etc.., total
amounts requested/ accepted, first and last dates of issuance of decisions, etc...

e These control processes will help to "debug" the data extraction implemented by APPRRR database
managers

— And as long as extraction processes cannot be validated once and for all, then copy-pasted from
one call to the next one, this careful/and partially manual debugging/validation of data will have to
be done for all successive calls extracted

On 24 March 2016,

Philippe CORNUEJOLS, M&E expert

1 Demonstration of a first EXCEL table reconnexion



