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Ex-post evaluation provides an evidence-based assessment of the
performance of policies and legislation. Its findings support political
decision-making and inform the design of new interventions. For this
reason, and notably under the EU's Better Regulation agenda, evaluation
has become a key policy-making tool at EU level. At the same time,
evaluation is an aid for legislators, in particular at the policy review stage.
The European Parliament therefore has a keen interest in obtaining a
complete picture of ongoing Commission evaluationsand in having timely
access to evaluationresults.

This fourth edition of the EPRS rolling check-list 'Evaluationin the European
Commission' is designed to provide a comprehensive overview of planned,
ongoing and recently completed Commissionevaluations. Compiled from
a range of sources in the public domain, it seeks tofill a gap by grantinga
single access point to the Commission'sevaluation planning and output, as
of 30 June 2020. The dataset is preceded by an analysis of how the
evaluation process has evolved since the 2015 Better Regulation reform,
with particular regard to the transparency of the European Commission's
ex-post evaluation process.
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Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Executive summary

Ex-post evaluation of policies and legislationis at first glance a backward-looking tool that provides
an evidence-based assessment of the performance of existing legislation, policies and programmes.
At the same time, however, there is a forward-looking aspect inherent in evaluation, as it informs
political decision-making and contributes to strategic policy planning, including the design of new
interventions. In this respect, and notably under the EU's Better Regulationagenda, evaluation has
becomeanimportantpolicy-making toolat EU level, and in particularin the European Commission.

The European Commission'sevaluations constitute a valuable aid for the European Parliament in
the general context of parliamentary oversight of the executive, and in particular at the stage of
policy review. Therefore, the European Parliament has a vested interest in the timely availability of
evaluation results as well as in obtaining comprehensive information on ongoing evaluations,
notably with regard to their scope and the envisagedtime horizon.

This is the fourth edition of EPRS rolling check-list 'Evaluation in the European Commission'. Its
purpose remains unchanged: like previous editions, it aims to provide as comprehensive an
overview as possible of planned, ongoing and recently completed evaluations carried out by the
various directorates-general (DGs) and services of the European Commission. Compiled from a
multitude of EU and Commission information sources in the publicdomain, this study seekstofilla
gap by granting a single point of access to the Commission's evaluation planning and output,
reflecting the state of play as per 30 June 2020.

The core of this publication consists of two datasets:

> thefirst covers all planned and ongoing evaluations at the European Commission
that could be identified in the various data sources-353in total;

7> thesecond covers all evaluations the Commission completed and published
between 1 October 2017"and 30 June 2020. This set of data is splitinto two:
i). completed Commission evaluations publishedas staff working documents (183);
ii). external studies that constitute the evaluation (43).

The datasets are based on a range of information sources that were cross-checked to secure the
most comprehensive data possible. Hyperlinks to the full text of evaluationroadmapsand published
evaluations are provided where available.

These datasets are preceded by an introductory analysis that places the gathered data in their
broader context. The analysis recalls the important changes made to the evaluation process under
the 2015 Better Regulation reform and looks in particular at the transparency commitments made
by the European Commission.

Chapter 1 summarises the changes the EU's 2015 Better Regulation package (including the
guidelines and their 2017 revision) brought for policy evaluation.lt reviews how these changes were
received by EU actors including the European Parliament and provides a flavour of how they were
discussed in academicdiscourse on Better Regulation. As inits ninth legislative term, the European
Parliament has seen a 60 % turnover of its Members compared to the previous legislature, such
contextual framing appears opportune as the firstyear of the new term drawsto an end.

Chapter 2 outlines the factors that prompt evaluations in the European Commission, comprising
legal requirements on the one hand andnon-legaltriggerson the other.

' October 2017 was chosen as cut-off date, so as to ensure that the dataset of published evaluations complements the
third edition of thisrolling check-list, published in November 2017, seamlessly.
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Chapter 3 examines the Commission's commitments regarding transparency of the entire
evaluation process, from the planning stage to completion, as set out in the Interinstitutional
Agreement on Better Law-Making (2016) and the Better Regulation Guidelines (2015 and 2017). It
assesses the transparency of the Commission's evaluation process and output against the
institution's own commitments and finds that access to evaluation documents is not always
straightforward. The appraisalis drafted from the perspective of an external observer,drawing inter
alia on experience encountered in the data compilation process for this presentstudy.

Finally, Chapter 4 provides an analysis of the datasets of the European Commission's planned,
ongoing and completed evaluations.

Purpose of this research paper

There is currently no unique repository available in the public domain that would provide a
complete overview of ongoing and planned Commission evaluations. Relevant information is
scattered around different sources. In view of the size of the acquis communautaire and the sheer
amount of data available, drawing a complete picture of ongoing and recently published
Commission evaluations necessitates regular and systematic monitoring of a whole set of sources.
This requires time and is inevitably prone to inaccuracies. Yet, a single point of access to this
information would supportthe European Parliament in its work.

The present research paper aims to fill this gap. It is intended as a tool to assist Members of the
European Parliament and parliamentary committees in their scrutiny and policy review work by
allowing them to follow the Commission's evaluation planning (and completed work) closely in their
areas of interest. In particular, it should help them plan and trigger (or not) their own scrutiny
initiatives along the policy cycle. Last but not least, this analysis should also contribute to a better
understanding of the scope, nature and scale of evaluation activities in the European Commission.
Previous editions of this rolling check-list were published in 2015, 2016 and 2017. Their datasets, as
well as their introductoryanalyses, complement each other.

The present EPRS study 'Evaluation in the European Commission' looks exclusively at evaluations
andfitness checks.Committees and Members interested more generally in the Commission's review
and reporting obligations may also refer to another, closely related EPRS publication, the
periodically updated rolling check-list on 'review clauses in EU legislation'. It provides a
comprehensive and analytical overview of review clauses? contained in EU legislation adopted
under the ordinary legislative procedure (co-decision) and special legislative procedures since the
sixth parliamentaryterm (i.e.as of 2004) Last issuedin June 2018, an update of the review clause list
is currently in preparation.

2 A review clause is a provision in a legal act mandating a review, evaluation or an implementation report.


http://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/STUD/2015/558789/EPRS_STU(2015)558789_EN.pdf
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Partl: Analysis

1. Evaluationin the Better Regulation context

Key findings

Better Regulation is a dynamic agenda. The Better Regulation package the European Commission
adopted in May 2015 constituted a milestone for policy evaluation in so far as it integrated ex-post
evaluation into the policy cycle. The 2015 reform (and the 2017 update of the Better Regulation
Guidelines) included a number of substantial changes concerning the Commission's evaluation methods
and processes. A key outcome of the reform was the Interinstitutional Agreement on Better Law-Making
(IIA-BLM), signed by the Commission, Parliamentand Council on 13 April 2016. Itis a joint commitment by
the three institutions to promote and implement Better Regulation practices and governs the EU law-
making process with regard to programming and the use of tools for evidence-based policy-making.

The other EU institutions, including the European Parliament, generally welcomed the Commission's
Better Regulation reform. A 2018 performance audit by the European Court of Auditors attested the
Commission's ex-post evaluation system to generally work well, though highlighting a few issues for
improvement. The Regulatory Scrutiny Board, being the regulatory oversight body set up by the
Commission, checks the quality of fitness checks and major evaluations (along with impact assessments).
In its opinions the Board addresses methodological weaknesses in the Commission's regulatory policy
output. In addition, it acts also upstream by advising the different Commission DGs and services early in
the process on how to mitigate regulatory quality issues.

In the academic discourse on Better Regulation, scholars have generally acknowledged the progress the
renewed Better Regulation agenda has meant for policy evaluation. In that respect academics tend to agree
that the 2015 Better Regulation package granted evaluation an enhanced status and significance. Some
academics flagged issues for potential improvement, while a few expressed scepticism regarding either
certain elements of the Better Regulation package or the overall strategy.

1.1. The 2015 reform'simplications for evaluation

Evaluation had become an integral part of the European Commission's spectrum of activities long
before the Better Regulation package was adopted in May 2015.3 Its origins go back to the 1980s,
when the Commission began to evaluate spending programmes, as mandated by budgetary
procedures and financial regulations. While in that early period the main focus was placed on
financial accountability, over the years the Commission expanded its use of evaluation to
encompass legislation and policies in general, irrespective of spending aspects. This development
was prompted —or at least politically supported - by a strategic Commission communication from
2007.%In the following years, a number of Commission directorates-general (DGs) systematised their
evaluation activities and beganto develop internal guidance on methodsand processes.®

Despite the Commission's long-term experience with evaluation, the Better Regulation reform
under the presidency of Jean-Claude Juncker constituted a milestone for policy evaluation, bringing

3 For a historical account of Commission evaluation see Stijn Smismans, 'The politicization of ex post policy evaluation in
the EU', European Journal of Law Reform, Vol.19(1-2), 2017, pp. 74-80.

4 European Commission, Responding to strategic needs: reinforcing the use of evaluation, SEC(2007) 213.

> Among the frontrunners were the DGs in charge of budget, regional policy and internal market.
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about considerable changes.® First and foremost, the reform built ex-post evaluation into the
policy cycle. The Better Regulation Guidelines (BRG) and the associated Toolbox - which, taken
together, are the Commission's own internal guidelines on principles and procedures to follow
when preparing new initiatives and assessing the performance of existing legislation and as such
are not binding on other institutions — brought ex-ante impact assessment, evaluation and
stakeholder consultation 'under one conceptual and procedural framework'’ and under one single
set of guidelines.

With regard to evaluation, the BRG and its Toolbox set out a detailed methodology on how to
evaluate, and at the same time, they provide procedural guidance throughout the entire evaluation
process, for all stages, from the planning of an evaluation to its completion, and even include an
initial political follow-up. A particular merit of the BRG was that they brought clarity as to what
formally constitutes a Commission evaluation; previously, the concepts of 'evaluation' and
externally commissioned evaluation 'study' tended to overlap, as was argued in the previous
editions of this present study.

Under the Juncker Commission's Better Regulationagenda, policy evaluation experienced a shift of
status, froman appendixto policymakingto an integral part of the policy cycle. This novel approach
consistently interweaves ex-post evaluation with ex-ante impact assessment, and also integrates
stakeholder consultation. In this respect, evaluation closes the policy cycle, and at the same time
prompts the process of kick-starting the cycle's next round. The BRG emphasise the premise of the
'evaluate first' principle, meaning that before an initiative (e.g. a piece of legislation) is modified
(or renewed or repealed), its performance and effects are to be evaluated, so that lessons can be
drawn and taken into accountfor the preparation of the amending proposal. Furthermore, the BRG
recommend that, from the outset of a new initiative, typically already at the stage of the ex-ante
impact assessment, due consideration be given to review clauses and an appropriate monitoring
and data collection framework. Monitoring and data requirements embedded in the legal act can
generate data thatinforma future evaluation. Anotherlinkage between the ex-ante and the ex-post
assessment is the requirement to consider in an ex-post evaluation, if appropriate, the assumptions
madein theinitialimpact assessment. This will be of greaterrelevance in future, once initiatives that
have been prepared in accordance with the BRG's ex-ante requirements (i.e. since 2015) reach the
evaluation stagein the policy cycle.

Under the BRG, the evaluation process has become more transparent and participatory,
consequently, much effortgoesintothe communication with,and the involvement of, stakeholders.
For instance, the BRG prescribe the publication of an 'evaluation roadmap' on a central internet
portal to outline and communicate the evaluation project to the public at an early stage, thereby
soliciting feedback from stakeholders - i.e. citizens, businesses and organisations that are directly
concerned by a policy initiative. Systematic stakeholder consultation, at different stages of the
evaluation, has become a mandatory part of the process.

AtEU level, Better Regulation is intrinsically linked tothe principle of evidence-based policy-making
(EBPM), and notably impact assessment and evaluation are deemed tools that support EBPM.

6 Strictly speaking, some of the changes described were not an absolute novelty, but had been anticipated in previous
Commission communications, in particular COM(2010) 543 on 'Smart Regulation in the European Union', and
COM(2013) 686 entitled 'Strengthening the foundations of Smart Regulation — improving evaluation'. However, even if
these changes had emerged already earlier in the Better Regulation agenda, which is generally a dynamic process, they
encountered a systematisation through their inclusion in the Better Regulation Guidelines (2015).

7 Elizabeth Golberg, 'Do the Results of the EU Better Regulation Program Match its Ambitions?, The Regulatory Review,
April 2019.
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Evidence can be drawn from a multitude of sources,® and evaluations themselves also constitute
(new) evidence. The Commission can conduct evaluations either in-house, which is most often the
case, or contract them out to external experts. In the past, before the 2015 reform, the Commission
tended to publish such external evaluation studies as'the evaluation',and it was not always clear to
what extent the Commission effectively endorsed the findings/recommendations presented in the
external study. As stressed in previous editions of this rolling check-list, in this respect the BRG
brought more clarity, as they require that the lead DG publishesa final evaluation document in form
of a Commission staff working document (SWD). Thereby, the Commission takes ownership of
the evaluation results, which adds to transparency and accountability. The guidelines set out that
external studies underpinning the SWD should alsobe made publicly available. In general, the BRG
increased the level of transparency, as willbe shown in Chapter 3.

Furthermore, the BRG govern the use of fitness checks.’ In comparison with evaluations, fitness
checks assess a bundle of intertwined measures or an entire policy area (rather than an isolated
measure). Theirpurpose is toidentify gaps, inconsistencies andundue burdens, or, ata moregeneral
level, the cumulative impactof the measures at stake, togetherwith their potential for simplification.
The BRGrequire that allfitness checks, as well as 'major evaluations' undergoa quality-check by the
Regulatory Scrutiny Board (RSB)."° The expansion of the regulatory oversightboard's mandate to
include evaluations and fitness checks is another novelty, as the mandate of its predecessor, the
Impact Assessment Board (IAB; 2006-2015) was limited to examining ex-ante impact assessments.
Compared to the IAB, the RSB not only enjoys a broader mandate, but also a higher degree of
independence. The Board's advice and opinions have contributed to raising the quality of the
Commission's impact assessments and, to some extent also of evaluations. Figure 1 visualises the
main changes the 2015 Better Regulation reform meant for policy evaluation.

Figure 1 — The Better Regulation reform — main changes for evaluation
procedural and methodological guidelines

integrated approach

evaluate first principle
monitoring framework and review clauses

systematic stakeholder consultation

increased transparency (e.g. roadmaps)

ownership of evaluation results (SWD)

fitness checks and 'back-to-back’

RSB scrutiny

Source: EPRS.

8 See for example Sean J. Kealy and Alex Forney, 'The reliability of evidence in evidence-based legislation', European Journal
of Law Reform, Vol. 20(1), 2018, pp. 40-66.

° Although the concept of a 'fitness check' was already introducedin 2010, through COM(2010) 543, this instrument was
not systematically used before the 2015 Better Regulation reform.

10 According to the BRG, all fitness checks and ex-ante impact assessments undergo RSB scrutiny, as do 'major' evaluations.
Although the BRG do not provide any definition as to what constitutes a 'major' evaluation, the RSB's annual reports

indicate that such files would typically include evaluations that inform policy initiatives from priority areas; programmes
with large budgets, a high degree of innovation or political sensitivity; and cross-cutting policy initiatives.
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In addition to the BRG and its Toolbox, the Better Regulation package of 2015 included also a
proposal for an Interinstitutional Agreement on Better Law-Making (IIA-BLM). Following
tripartite negotiations, this agreement was signed on 13 April 2016 by the Commission, Parliament
and Council." It is a joint commitment of the three institutions to promote and implement Better
Regulation practices. Soft law by nature, it defines the respective roles and responsibilities of the
threeinstitutions in the regulatory process, in particularwith regard to programming and the use of
tools for evidence-based policy-making. It reinforces the importance of ex-post evaluation of
existing legislation and clarifies its position in the policy cycle.

Concerning evaluation, the lIA-BLM:

> emphasises theimportance of consistency and coherence among the three
institutions in the performance of evaluation;

> contains asetof provisions pertainingto evaluation planning; in particular, it requires
the Commission:
- to share its multi-annual evaluation planning with the co-legislators;
- toinclude specificevaluation requests by co-legislatorsinto its planning;
-toinclude evaluations in the Commissionwork programme (CWP); and
- torespect the timing for reportsand reviews set outin EU legislation;

> stressesthelink between evaluationand ex-anteimpact assessment, statingthat
impact assessment workshould be used as the basis for evaluations,and in turn,
evaluation findings should feed into impact assessments;

> statesthat EUlegislation should include appropriate reporting, monitoring and
evaluation requirements, possibly coupledwith measurable indicators, but avoiding
overregulation and administrative burdens;

> andfinally, includes a transparency requirement, committingthe Commissionto give
anaccount ofthe scope andresults of completed evaluations.

Better Regulationis a dynamic agenda. Accordingly, the Commissionhas been constantly seeking
to develop it further, so as to keep it fit for purpose.In 2017, the Commission revised the BRG and
theaccompanying Toolboxto reflect, not least, the 2016 IIA-BLM. In addition, this revision brought
more clarity and guidance on certain aspects pertaining to evaluation. These aspects concerned for
instance the monitoring framework and review clauses, and also the so-called back-to-badck
exercises. The latter term describes the parallel conduct of an ex-post evaluation of an existing
measure and an ex-ante impact assessment of the amending proposal, in a single process, mainly
dueto 'political urgencies or timing constraints'.'

Finally, in 2019, the Commission undertook a stock-taking exercise, the findings' of which are
expected to feed into a new Better Regulation communication announced for late 2020. This
communication is set to also cover further adjustments emerging from new priorities of the
vonder Leyen Commission, which include regulatory offsetting (one-in-one-out) and foresight. it
may potentially alsoaddressthe Commission President'sannouncementto support a direct right of
legislative initiative of the European Parliament."

0JL123,12.5.2016,pp. 1-14.
2 BRG, Toolbox, tool #7.

'3 European Commission, Better Regulation: taking stock and sustaining our commitment, COM(2019) 178, and associated
SWD(2019) 156.

' Ursula von der Leyen, A Union that strives for more — my agenda for Europe: Political guidelines for the next European
Commission 2019-2024, p. 20.
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1.2. Reactions from the EU institutionsand academia

This chapter summarises how the Better Regulation package of 2015 was received by other EU
institutions/bodies, and subsequently provides an account of the academic debate.

1.2.1. The European Parliament and other EU bodies

In its resolution of 12 April 2016, the European Parliament explicitly welcomed the Better
Regulation package and expressed its support to the 'continued commitment shown by the
Commission to the better law-making agenda'. With specific regard to evaluation, Parliament
commended the Commission on 'making ex-post analysis an integral part of better regulation’,
arguing however thatnational parliamentsshould also be involved in evaluationof legislation.™

Following up, Parliament drew up a dedicated report on the implementation of the IlA-BLM, which
was adopted on 30 May 2018in plenary. Inits resolution, Parliament emphasised the importance of
evaluating existing legislation ex post, in accordance with the 'evaluate first' principle, and
recommended basing the evaluation of an act on the same methodologyas was used in theimpact
assessment.'® Furthermore, Parliament welcomed the commitment contained in the IIA-BLM to
establish reporting, monitoring and evaluation requirements and to include review clauses in
legislation. On a more critical note, it called on the Commission to respect the legal deadlines of
reporting and review clauses in legislation and, finally, voiced concerns regarding access to
externally conducted studies thatinform Commission decisions."”

In its conclusions of 26 May 2016, the Council (Competitiveness Council) acknowledged the value
of the Better Regulation package in principle. The conclusions were in general strongly business-
oriented and placed relatively little emphasis on ex-post evaluation. However, they recalled 'the
importance of cooperation between the Commission and Member States to ensure that the
information and data needed to monitor and evaluate the implementation of EU law is obtained
while minimising additional administrative burden for business and Member States'.’ In
subsequent Council conclusions, ex-post review of EU legislation has been highlighted 'as one of
the key pillars of the Commission's Better Regulation policy; ' though, better implementation of the
'evaluate first principle' is advocated.” Another recurring topic in Council conclusions is the
independence of the RSB (see below under ECA).

The European Court of Auditors (ECA) dedicated a special report to the Commission's ex-post
review system.” The 2018 audit foundthe evaluation system'asa whole, well-managedand quality-

' European Parliament, Resolution on Regulatory Fitness and Performance Programme (REFIT): state of play and outlook,
12 April 2016.P8 TA(2016)0104, points 6,40 and 42.

16 This is indeed envisaged in the BRG, p. 58: 'The evaluation must be informed by earlier impact assessments covering the
same intervention. Where the impact assessment has paid particular attention to certain stakeholder groups, or
categories of impacts (e.g. economic, social, environmental), the subsequent evaluation must perform the
corresponding complementary retrospective analysis or explain why this has not been possible." However, evaluations
comparing the effective impacts with the assumptions of the initial impact assessment will only materialise over time,
given that the full implementation of the BRG for ex-ante impact assessments started only in 2015. Basing the evaluation
on these impact assessments will only be possible for acts adopted inline with the BRG. To recall,the Commission started
to base legislative proposals on impact assessments systematically in 2002, but before 2015, less rigorous
methodological guidelines were followed.

7 European Parliament, Resolution on the interpretation and implementation of the Interinstitutional Agreement on
Better Law-Making, 30 May 2018;P8 TA(2018)0225, points 38-40 and 94.

18 Council of the EU, Conclusions Better regulation to strengthen competitiveness, press release, 26 May 2016.
19 Council conclusions of 27 February 2020,6232/20.
20 Council conclusions of 12 November 2018,14137/18,and Council conclusions of 27 February 2020, 6232/20.

2! European Court of Auditors, Ex-post _review of EU legislation: a well-established system, but incomplete, special report,
2018.
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controlled, thereby contributing effectively to the Better Regulation cycle'. ECA particularly
welcomed the extended scope of the RSB scrutiny, now also encompassing evaluationsand fitness
checks. Although it recognised the 'de facto independence’ of the RSB, it considered the lack of a
dedicated RSB secretariat to 'pose a risk to its independence'.?? On this point, Council broadly
supported ECA's line of argumentation, calling for an RSB secretariat that would hierarchically be
separate fromthe Commission's Secretariat-General, whereas Parliament did not express the same
concern in any resolution. Instead, Parliament called more generally for 'an evaluation of the
performance of the Regulatory Scrutiny Board in fulfilling its role'.**

Furthermore, ECA commented positively onincreasing respect for the 'evaluate first' principle, but
held that the evaluationresults were then not always consideredin the preparation of the amending
piece of legislation. It noted also 'shortcomingsin the presentation of the methodology used and in
the recognition of data limitations'. A further point ECA made concerns delays in Commission
evaluations. It observed that evaluationsandfitness checks are delayed by an average of 16 months,
compared with the provision in the legal act. Not strictly speaking concerning evaluations, but
closely linked, one ECA recommendation pointed at monitoring frameworks and review clauses, and
notably at the lack of specific guidelines that would be common to the three institutions. The latter
point was picked up by the Council, which calls for minimum standards for ex-post reviews other
than evaluations® and involvementofthe RSB in 'otherex-post reviews'.?®

The Commission's own, albeit independent, Regulatory Scrutiny Board considered that the
May 2015 Better Regulation package had delivered 'tangible improvements'.?” It acknowledged
evaluations to be 'complex exercises'.”® Judging from the critical comments made throughout the
various RSB annual reports, the Board deems the Commission's evaluation output to have not yet
reached its full potential. The RSB has repeatedly expressed the view that it finds the Commission's
evaluations to be generally of alower quality than its impactassessments. Issuesidentified relate to
the evaluation designand methodology (e.g. interventionlogic, data collection, evaluation method
chosen, timeliness), as well as the validity of conclusions. In this respect, the Board also concedes
thatthe moment of its evaluation review comes late in the process, so that it is often too late to fix
shortcomings, especially when these are due to a faulty evaluation design.

With regard to the 'evaluate-first' principle the RSB has pointed out that one third of the available
evaluations carriedout between 2017 and 2019 'were not of sufficient quality to form a useful basis
to underpin the associated impactassessments'.? Moreover,concerning 'back-to-back’ files, the RSB
has noted that despite the fact thatthe same BRG standards apply, they often resultin 'more limited
exercises that do notinclude external evaluation studies'.** Overall, the critical points raised by the
RSB relate less to the Better Regulation guidelines themselves than to their application (‘existing
guidance has proven hardto apply').”

22 ECA report, p. 28.
2 Council conclusions of 12 November 2018, 14137/18 and, most recently, inthe conclusions of 27 February 2020,6232/20.
24 European Parliament, Resolution P8_TA(2018)0225, point 25.

25 This concerns reports on the transposition, implementation and application, mainly required by review clauses in EU
legislation.

26 Council conclusions of 12 November 2018,14137/18.
27 RSB, Annual report 2016, p. 6.

28 RSB, Annual report2019,p.11.

29 RSB, Annual report 2019, p. 16.

30 RSB, Annual report 2017, p. 29.

31 RSB, Annual report 2019, p. 18.
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The European Economic and Social Committee (EESC) felt side lined in the Better Regulation
agenda,* as it saw its formal involvement broadly limited to the REFIT Platform. It argued that
Member States should have been given a greater role in Better Regulation to remedy issues linked
to the transposition of EU law. On the substance, the EESC welcomed the BRagenda's commitment
to transparency and the comprehensive stakeholder consultation 'throughout the entire life cyde
of a policy measure', including on ex-post evaluations and fitness checks. It also commented
positively on the emphasis the BR package placed on ex-post evaluation, arguing 'that ex-post
assessmentsareat least asimportant as ex-ante assessments'.*

Finally, not strictly speaking a direct reaction by the European Court of Justice (ECJ) to the 2015
Better Regulation reform but nonethelessrelevantin the context of this present study is Advocate
General Michal Bobek's Opinion in Case C-528/163 (preliminary ruling on the precautionary
principle), in which he explicitly recognised the EU's 'constitutional duty for legislation to be
relevant'and consequently, to keep it 'reasonably up to date'. He argued that 'the validity of an EU
law [...]is not only to be assessed with regard to the facts and knowledge as they stood at the time
of theadoption of that measure, but also with regardto the duty to keep legislation reasonably up
todate'.

1.2.2. Briefreview of the academic discussion

The scholarly literature debate around Better Regulation in general, and evaluation in particular, has
been expanding in recent years. Scholars generally acknowledge the progress achieved with the
renewed Better Regulation agenda of 2015, including in the field of evaluation. Some also flag issues
for improvement or express scepticism regarding certain elements of the Better Regulation
package. Few academics seem to put the overallagendainto question.

The Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD), a major international
regulatory policy actor,® ranks the EU Better Regulation framework high across every dimension,
although evaluation scores slightly lower than impact assessment and stakeholder consultation.*
With regard to evaluation, the OECD recognises the framework's combination of 'systematic
evaluations of individual regulations with comprehensive fitness checks of policy sectors),
stakeholder consultation and the REFIT Platform.?” The participatory dimension of Commission
evaluationis also highlighted in the academicliterature as a novelty.

In general, most scholars tend to agree that the Better Regulation package granted evaluation an
enhanced status and significance. For example, Stijn Smismans notes that 'evaluation has been
placed centre stage on the Commission's agenda',® arguing that embedding evaluation into the

32 EESC, Opinion SC/41 on Better Regulation, 16 September 2015 and Opinion INT/838 on COM(2017) 651, 9 April 2018.
33 EESC, Opinion SC/44 on REFIT, 26 May 2016.

34 Opinion in case C-528/16 Confédération paysanne and Others v Premier ministre and Ministre de I'agriculture, de
I'agroalimentaire et de laforét, points 139-142. This opinion refers to an earlier argumentation by Advocate General Jean
Mischo in case C-241/01,point 51, stating that 'in the legal field, nothing isunchangeable and that,in particular, what is
justified today will perhaps no longer be so tomorrow, with the result that the duty of every legislature is, first, to check,
if not constantly at least periodically, that the rules which it has imposed still meet the needs of society and, second, to
amend or evenrepeal the rules which have ceased to have any justification and are thus no longer appropriate in the
new context in which they must produce their effects'. For a summary of Advocate General Bobek's reasoning see ECJ
press release No 04/18 of 18 January 2018.

3> The OECD is an international organisation and therefore not strictly speaking part of the academic discourse, but its
periodical comparative regulatory policy outlooks provide an important indicator-based assessment and thus deserve
a mention.

36 OECD, Regulatory Policy Outlook 2018, p. 68.
37 OECD, p. 184.

38 Stijn Smismans, 'The politicization of ex post policy evaluation in the EU', European Journal of Law Reform, Vol. 19(1-2),
2017, p. 95.
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broader Better Regulationagenda has given it more political clout.?* In general, he observes a shift
from evaluation as a technocratic exercise towards amore political one: 'Evaluation hasbecome a
key tool to steer EU policymaking in function of the political priorities of the Commission and the
objective of reducing the regulatory burden."* Alberto Alemanno agrees that the 2015 Better
Regulation agendaled to a politicisation of evaluation, but takes a more critical viewpoint, notably
when claiming that 'the renewed Better Regulation initiativeservesas the chief institutional backer
of the Juncker Commission's politicalagenda'.*!

In 2018, Claudio Radaelli presented a comprehensive assessment of the implementation and
operation of the Commission's Better Regulation package,* in which he considers the inclusion of
ex-post evaluation into the policy cycle as one of the main achievements of the Better Regulation
agenda. Stressing the 'complexnature’ of ex-post evaluation, he points at the challenge to get the
timing right, thereby emphasising that 'it is very difficult to plan evaluations so that they are
temporally aligned with the impact assessment and the work on the new proposals'. Radaelli
remains somewhat sceptical regarding the practical feasibility of the evaluate first principle: 'By
taking the decision to embark on both systematic ex-post evaluation and making evaluation the
first step in the planning of new legislation, the Commission set a very high bar'. Andrea Renda
considers the pledge to complete the policy cycle, 'if taken seriously[...], 'a clear step towards the
completion of a fully evidence-backed policy cycle in the EU'.* However, scholars see remaining
challenges in mainstreaming evidence-based policymaking, includingits effectiveimpact on policy-
making. In this regard, Adriaan Schout and Christian Schwieter observe that 'even in cases where IAs
or evaluation reports have been conducted, their role in the wider policymaking process remains
limited'.*

The function and broader mandate of the Regulatory Scrutiny Board has received a lot of
attention. The Boardwas set up in 2015, building on and expanding the role of its predecessor, the
Impact Assessment Board. Alemanno considers the transformation of the oversight board into the
RSB as one of the major institutionalinnovations of the BR reform, together with the creation of the
REFIT Platform.* Renda particularly welcomed the broadened scope of the RSB, which includes in
its remit ex-post evaluations and fitness checks.*Both Renda and Radaellinote the higher level of
independence of the RSB in comparison with the preceding regulatory oversight board as an
important change.” Conversely, Schout and Schwieter insist that 'a truly independent quality
control' would need to be outside the Commission.*®

3% Smismans, p. 78.

4% Smismans, p. 95.

41 Alberto Alemanno, 'How much better is Better Regulation? Assessing the impact of the Better Regulation package on
the European Union -a research agenda', European Journal of Risk Regulation, Vol.6(3), 2015, p. 345.

42 Claudio M.Radaelli,'Halfway through the Better Regulation strategy of the Juncker Commission: what does the evidence
say?', Journal of Common Market Studies, Vol. 56(S1), September 2018, pp. 85-95.

43 Andrea Renda, Too good to be true? A quick assessment of the European Commission's new Better Regulation Package,
CEPS Special Report No. 108, April 2015, p. 8; Andrea Renda, From impact assessment to the policy cycle: drawing lessons
from the EU's Better Regulation agenda, University of Calgary, The School of Public Policy, SPP technical paper, Vol.9(33),
October 2016, p. 5.

4% Adriaan Schout and Christian Schwieter, Two decades of Better Regulation in the EU Commission - towards evidence-
based policymaking?, Clingendael Institute Policy Brief, 2018, p. 11.

4> Alemanno, p. 350.
46 Renda, Too good to be true, p. 10.

47 Andrea Renda, Best practices in legislative and requlatory processes in a constitutional perspective: the case of the
European Union, Policy Department C, European Parliament, 2015, p. 22.; Radaelli, p. 88.

48 Schout and Schwieter, p. 3.
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Fitness checks are generally considered a more political tool than evaluations. In this respect
Smismans argues that 'fitness checks help to give higher political leverage to evaluation, as they
extend beyond the tiny network of a single regulatory intervention. At the same time, they are
particularly embedded in the political priority of the REFIT programme to reduce the regulatory
burden'.” Moreover, Smismans observes that there is political leeway in the qualification of 'major
evaluations',inthe sense that the term 'major' 'leaves muchroomfor interpretation'.”

Renda lauded 'the publication of the long-awaited guidelines on ex-post evaluation',*" while
Smismans recalled that evaluation guidelines had existed before in the European Commission,
albeit at DG level rather than centrally, and arguesthatcentralising evaluation guidelines correlates
with placing evaluation policy in general 'under more centralized control'.>> While acknowledging
the comprehensiveness of the Better Regulation guidelines, Radaelli casts doubts regarding the
'methodological robustness' of Commission evaluations.*

Afurther subject of debate was the purpose of Commission evaluations.>* While in the early days of
Commission evaluation, the purpose of an evaluation was the need to 'demonstrate value for
money',* this has shifted since. Smismans points out that, 'by placing evaluation centrally in the
policy cycle forallEU action, ex post evaluationshould ensure, above all, policy learning'.>° Dunlop
and Radaelli take a broader perspective. According to them, the purpose of evaluation is
multifaceted:first, it serves the objective of policy learning, and second, of 'makingan organization
[...] accountable to other organizations and therefore controllable'.”” Stijn van Voorst and Ellen
Mastenbroeklink the debate onthe purposeof evaluation with the one onmethodology, claiming
that to fulfil the key functions of accountability and learning, evaluations 'must be of sufficient
methodological quality'.?®

With regard to transparency, Smismans notes positively that the Commission now publishes
evaluation roadmaps and completed evaluation reports,* the latter as formal Commission
documents. However, scholars also voice concerns, particularly with regard to external studies
supporting evaluations. In this respect, as Mastenbroek underlines, the Commission should make
these external studies publicly available as a rule, and also explain clearly the extent to which they
haveinformed the evaluation work.*°

Figure 2 condenses the main points of the academic discussion.

4% Smismans, p. 86.

50 Smismans, p. 84.

51 Andrea Renda, Too good to be true?, p. 1.
2 Smismans, p. 80.

53 Radaelli, pp. 88 and 94.

>4 According to the BRG, the purpose of Commission evaluations is: 'to promote inputs to decision-making, organisational
learning, accountability/transparency and efficient resource allocation' (see BRG p. 53; tool #50).

> Steven Hgjlund, 'Evaluation in the European Commission for accountability or learning?, European Jourmal of Risk
Regulation,Vol. 6(1),2015, p. 40.

56 Smismans, p. 80.

57 Claire Dunlop and Claudio M. Radaelli, 'If evaluation is the solution, what is the problem?', in Nikolaos Zahariadis and
Laurie Buonanno (eds.), The Routledge Handbook of European Public Policy,2017, pp.332-333.

58 Stijn van Voorst and Ellen Mastenbroek, 'Evaluations as a decent knowledge base? Describing and explaining the quality
of the European Commission's ex-post legislative evaluations', Policy Sciences,Vol.52,2019, p. 625.

% Smismans, p. 89.

60 Ellen Mastenbroek, Stijn van Voorst and Anne Meuwese, Closing the regulatory cycle? A meta evaluation of ex-post
legislative evaluations by the European Commission', Journal of European Public Policy,Vol.23(9),2016, pp. 1329-1348.
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Figure 2 — Recurring topicsin the academic discussion
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There are also critical voices, questioning the reform potential of the 2015 Better Regulation
package as a whole. For example Mariolina Eliantonio and Aneta Spendzharova find that the
package lacks innovativeness and seems limited to optimising the use of existing systems and
adding a few new instruments.®' Similarly, Alemanno rebuffed the idea that the Better Regulation
package had broughtaboutmuch progress, judgingthat 'despite the remarkable efforts contained
in the Better Regulation Package to streamline EU policymaking, by further proceduralizing it, the
latter emerges as patchyas ever'.%

This brief reviewis in no way meant to give a comprehensive literature account. Its aimis to give a
flavour of how the 2015 Better Regulation agenda, and in particular evaluation - as a better law-
making tool-was received by academics and which key issues spurred the discussion.

61 Mariolina Eliantonio and Aneta Spendzharova, 'The European Union's new Better Regulation agenda: between
procedures and politics', European Journal of Law Reform, Vol. 19(1-2), 2017, p. 5.

62 Alemanno, p. 355.

63 A more systematic and comprehensive literature review on the broader topic of Better Regulation was conducted by

the European Commission's Joint Research Service, as a contribution to the Commission's stock-taking exercise: Giulia
Listorti et al.,, The debate on the Better Requlation Agenda: aliterature review, JRC,2019.
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2. What prompts Commission evaluations?

Key findings

This chapter outlines the factors that prompt evaluations in the European Commission. It first looks at the
various legal requirements that mandate evaluations, in particular provisions embedded in legal acts
requiring future evaluation, and financial thresholds. With regard to the timely delivery of legally
mandated evaluations, Parliament and the European Court of Auditors have observed that the completion
of evaluations often lags behind schedule, if compared with the provision in the legal act.

Non-legal evaluation triggers help to keep the EU acquis fit for purpose and generate evidence
regarding the functioning of legislation. This evidence feeds into the design of new legislation (this
conceptis generally referred to as 'instrumental use'in literature). Animportant Better Regulation principle
in this respectis to evaluate first.|tis meant to ensure that lessons learned from the past — by means of
an evaluation - inform future action in the policy cycle. Major evaluation initiatives and fitness checks are
usually considered in the Commission's annual work programme (CWP), under the heading 'REFIT
measures'.

The European Commission is committed to evaluate in a proportionate way all EU spending and
non-spending activities intended to have an impact on society and the economy.** Proportionality
isan importantkeyword in this context, as the sheer size of the EU acquis would make it impossible
to systematically evaluate all legislation. Some evaluations are legally mandated, while others are
envisaged by the Better Regulation Guidelines as a way to keep the stock of regulations fit for
purpose.® This chapter outlines legal and non-legal evaluation factors that trigger Commission
evaluations.

2.1. Evaluation-related Treaty provisions

A general evaluation dutyis enshrined in Article 318 TFEU. This provision, introduced by the Treaty
of Lisbon, requires the Commission to submit an annual'evaluation report on the Union's finances
based on the results achieved' to Parliament and Council. This report is used for the discharge
procedure ontheimplementationofthe EU budget.

The EU Treaties contain also a number of general sector-specific evaluation requirements,
notably in the areas of justice, freedom and security (Article 70 TFEU); research, technologicl
development and space (Article 181 TFEU); industry (Article 173 TFEU); employment (Article 149
TFEU); social policy (Article 153 and 156 TFEU); public health (Article 168 TFEU); and common
security and defence policy (Article 45 TEU). More specific evaluation requirements are commonly
includedin individuallegal acts.

2.2. Legal evaluation requirements

A large proportion of Commission evaluations are prompted by legal requirements. Such legal
requirements can take differentshapes:

> Often, individual legal acts include explicit provisions requiring future evaluation.
Such provisions are generally referred to as 'evaluation clauses' and belongto the

64 BRG, p. 54.

65 To recall, ECJ Advocate General Bobek argued that the EU has even a 'constitutional duty' to keep legislation 'reasonably
up todate' (see Chapter 1.2.1).
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family of review clauses.® Also, sunsetclauses embedded in legislation maytrigger
evaluations; theyare howeverrelativelyrare in EU legislation.

# Evaluations canalso be triggered by an evaluation clause in an 'umbrella’ act that
governs several EU measures.”’

> Moreover, alarge share of Commissionevaluationsresult from budgetary obligations.
The Financial Regulation® (Art. 34) and its rules of application set out that all EU
programmesand activities that entail significant spending (above € 5 million) are
subject to (proportionate) retrospective evaluation.

> Forspending programmes financed by the EU budget/MFF programmes, evaluations
aremandatoryatleast once duringthe each MFF term. In practice, such programmes
are often evaluated mid-term, at the end of the programme (final) and ex-post, i.e.
someyears after, when sufficientdata hasbeen generated. Detailed provisions
regarding the timeand nature of the evaluation are usually set outin the legal basis
for therespective programme.

> Finally, concerning EU development cooperation, evaluationsare also required when
indicated by Council Regulation (EU) 2018/1877 on the financial regulation applicable
to the 11th European Development Fund (EDF). The provisions regarding evaluation
and the principle of sound financial management(set outin article 10 of the above
citedregulation) are aligned with the EU's general Financial Regulation (2018/1046).%

Figure 3summarises the different types of legal evaluation requirements.

Figure 3 — Legal evaluation requirements at a glance

legal evaluation requirements
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Source: EPRS.

Frequently, evaluation clauses and other legal evaluation requirements have a precise due date
attached. In practice, however, evaluationdeadlinesare alltoo often not met. Parliamentaddressed

56 For a comprehensive repository of all review clauses — including evaluation clauses — adopted since the 6th term of the
European Parliament see:lvana Kiendl Kristo, Review clauses in EU legislation:a rolling check-list, European Parliament,
EPRS, 2018.To be noted, the level of precision of such evaluation requirement varies from case to case.

67 E.g. Council Regulation (EC) No 58/2003, which sets out the legal framework for executive agencies, requires in artide
25 a periodic external evaluation of the agencies' operations (every three years). Similarly, Regulation (EU) No 236/2014
laying down common rules and procedures for the implementation of the Union's instruments for financing external
action. Article 12 (Monitoring and evaluation of actions) sets out that the '‘Commission shall also evaluate the impact and
effectiveness of its sectoral policiesand actions and the effectiveness of programming, where appropriate by means of
independent external evaluations'.

68 Requlation 2018/1046 on the financial rules applicable to the general budget of the Union.

69 Council Regulation (EU) 2018/1877 on the financial regulation applicable to the 11th European Development Fund, and
repealing Regulation (EU) 2015/323, Article 10.
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thisissuein its 2018 resolution on the llA-BLM, urging the Commission 'to respect the mandatory
deadlines set for implementation reports and reviews of directives and regulations'.” In addition,
some parliamentary questions to the Commission broached the issue of delayed evaluations.” In
this respect, ECA argued in its performance audit of 2018 that 'the timely execution of European
Commission ex-post reviews is both a legitimate expectation of co-legislatorsand stakeholders and
a legal requirement when an ex-post review is mandated in legislation'.”> According to ECA's
sample-based calculations, evaluations and fitness checks are on average 16 months behind
schedule, if compared with the provision in the legal act, and effectively a large share of evaluations
was 'not conducted on time'.”

Typically, delays are the result of external factors, in particular Member States being late with
transposing orimplementing EUlaw, or reporting late about the application of EU law. In such cases,
there might not yet have sufficient data built up for a meaningful evaluation. However, even if the
delay in itself can be understandable, it would need to be communicated to the legislatorsand the
public. But, as ECA observed, 'there is little evidence [...] of the Commission explaining [delays] to
the co-legislators'.”

2.3. Non-legal evaluation triggers

While the Commission is obliged to respond to the aforementioned legally mandated evaluations,
it has more leeway for other kinds of evaluation. As a general rule, the Commission has a duty to
keep the existing body of EU legislation fit for purpose. In this spirit, the BRG consider evaluations
an 'essential step to manage and revise' the acquis.” Accordingly, any EU measure could be the
subject of an evaluation, especially if there are indications about shortcomings in the operation of
EU legislation/policies (including for instance complaints, infringement cases and stakeholder
pressure). Moreover, technological progress—above all digitalisation —, but also other factors such
as innovation, important societal or economic changes or new scientific evidence will necessitate
adjustmentsto existing legislation. If these adjustments are to be informed by evidence, evaluations
will 'take on even more prominence in regulatory policy activity'.”®

Thus, and irrespective of whether the underlying act contains an evaluation clause, evaluations
come into play when existing policy/legislation is revised. The Better Regulation's 'evaluate first
principle is meant to ensure thatlessonslearnedfromthe past- by means of anevaluation - inform
future policy cycle action. Therefore, any envisaged revision of legislation needs to plan sufficient
time for a preceding evaluation. This affects the Commission's multiannual evaluation planning,
since the completion of the policy cycle is a matter of years rather than months. In this regard
timeliness of evaluations is crucial, if evaluation results should be able to feed into the design/impact
assessment of the new initiative.”

7% European Parliament, Resolution IIA-BLM, P8 _TA(2018)0225, point 37.
1 e.g. question P-002508/2017 and E-000576/2016.

72 ECA report,2018, p. 22.

73 ECA report,2018, p. 23.

74 ECA report, 2018, p. 23

75 BRG Toolbox, tool #43.

76 Elizabeth Golberg, 'Better Requlation': European Union Style, Harvard Kennedy School, 2018, p. 70. Similarly, the
argumentation of Advocates General Bobek and Mischo regarding the constitutional duty to keep legislation up to date,
referred toin Chapter 1.2.1.

77 See Listorti et al,, Towards an evidence-based and integrated policy cycle in the EU: a review of the debate on the Better
Regulation Agenda, Journal of Common Market Studies, May 2020, p. 10: 'timeliness is crucial: in order to be used, an
evaluation must be completed before the IA starts'.
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Major initiatives meant to revise existing legislation are usually considered in the Commission's
annual work programme (CWP). This applies also to evaluations and fitness checks: major
evaluations — whetherdirectly related to legislative revisionsor not —and fitness checksare listed in
Annex2 of the CWP, under REFIT measures.”2It should be noted that a number of CWP evaluation
initiatives take inspiration from stakeholder input channelled via the REFIT Platform (5 out of 10 in
the CWP 2019, and 3 out of 44 in the CWP 2020).”

78 While the REFIT annex of the CWP 2019 comprised only 10 initiatives (6 evaluations and 4 fitness checks), the REFIT annex
of the CWP 2020 is more voluminous, including, inter alia, 25 evaluations and 4 fitness checks.

7% The REFIT Platform, whose mandate expiredin October 2019, has recently been replaced by the Fit for Future Platform
(F4F).
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3. Transparency requirementsin the evaluation process

Key findings

This chapter focuses on the Commission's commitments regarding transparency of the evaluation
process, as detailed in the Interinstitutional Agreement on Better Law-Making (IIA-BLM) and the
Commission's Better Regulation Guidelines (BRG), including its associated Toolbox. It examines the various
elements the Commission is bound to respectacross all procedural stages, from planning to completion,
when conducting evaluations, and assesses the Commission's compliance therein. It should be noted
however that the legal value of the two documents is different in the sense that the IIA-BLM is soft law
jointly agreed by the three institutions, while the BRG set out the Commission's own 'mandatory
requirements and obligations' (BRG, p. 3); the latter are not binding upon other institutions.

Regarding evaluation planning this study finds:

- Despite the Commission's explicit commitmentin the lIIA-BLM to share its multiannual evaluation
planning with Parliament and the Council, there is no recent central multiannual evaluation
planning publicly available (the last update dating back to 2017) or routinely shared with
Parliament. Instead, information about planned evaluations is scattered around a multitude of
sources, which makes it challenging to keep track of planned evaluations.

- The evaluation timingas setoutin legal acts is generally respected in the Commission's planning
documents (e.g. the CWP, evaluation roadmaps and management plans), however, the
completion of evaluations and fitness checks is often way behind schedule.

- Despite the Commission's commitment in the [IA-BLM to include Parliament's requests for
evaluationsinits planning, this appears to happen only in rare cases.

Since 2015, most Commission DGs have adopted the good practice of publishing the final evaluation in
form of a staff working document — and hence taking ownership of the evaluation -, also in cases where
external studies inform the evaluation process. Cases where an external study equals the final evaluation
product have become rare and are mostly limited to evaluations regarding purely institutional processes
and (geographic and thematic) programme evaluations in the remit of external relations.

The Commission generally complies with process-related evaluation standards defined by the BRG, and in
particular with the requirement to publish a set of documents along the evaluation process. However,
issues withinformation retrieval remain due to the lack of a single repository. Moreover, locating the
full text of completed evaluations can prove challenging. And finally, the interlinkage between
Commission evaluations and underlying studies is not always transparent.

To overcome theseissues ofinformation retrieval and access to the full text, the Commission might explore
different options, including the 'Have your say' platform and the interinstitutional studies database. It
might use the evaluation record on the 'Have your say' platform to announce delays and a change of scope
of an evaluation and also link to the final evaluation outcomes (evaluation SWD, SWD of the executive
summary, COM report, RSB opinion and supporting studies). Alternatively, the new interinstitutional
studies database might fulfil this role. However, the latter one is a purely interinstitutional database and
as such notaccessible to the broader public.

3.1. The Commission's (multiannual) evaluation planning

In general, in the BRGs, evaluation work encompasses evaluations of individual pieces of
legislation/programmes and fitness checks. The Commission prepares also other types of
retrospective assessment (e.g. reports on the implementation or application of EU legislation),
however, these are not subject to the same quality standards and they are not considered in this
present study.
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Commission evaluations are planned on a multiannual basis. It is the responsibility of each
Commission DG to screen the policy areasunderits remit to identify evaluation needs. BRG tool #44
sets out the practicalities for evaluation planning. Every DG manages its own five-year evaluation
plan. This plan is continuously fine-tuned to reflect evolving needs and political priorities. The
Commission'sSecretariat-General merges the evaluation plans of the different DGs centrally into a
single EC evaluation plan which should, for reasons of transparency, and in accordance with the
BRG, be published on a central Commission website.®

In practice however, the central five-year plan ceased to be updated in 2017, and no replacement
has been put online since. In this respect, the Commission does not seem to comply with the
provision of the IIA-BLM that requiresthe Commission 'to inform the European Parliamentand the
Council of its multiannual planning of evaluations of existing legislation' (paragraph 23). There was
some mention thatthe newinterinstitutional studies database® would in future replace the 'Single
Evaluation Plan’, but thisdoes not seemto be the case yet. Given that this database places the focus
on studies (rather than evaluations), it is not clear whether it will ever be able to assume that
function. Moreover, unlike the previous Single Evaluation Plans, this new database is not in the
public domain, but restricted to EU institutional use.

The lack of a published multiannual planning document makes it challenging for Parliament, the
Council and stakeholders to keep track of planned evaluations, as relevant information remains
scattered around a variety of sources. According to the BRG, evaluations and fitness checks are
subject to Commission-internal political validation through management plan endorsement at the
level of each DG. These (annual) managementplans are therefore importantinformation sources for
evaluation planning. They are, togetherwith the DGs' (multiannual) strategic plans, published on a
dedicated central Commissionwebsite.® Fitness checks and majorevaluations are also included in
the Commission'sannual work programme.

In addition, some DGs maintain separate sections on their websites where allinformationrelatedto
evaluation files is brought together, but this is not mandatory.®

As Figure 4shows, the lIA-BLM contains furthercommitmentsrelating toevaluation planning. First,
the Commission stated that its evaluation planning would 'respect the timing for reports and
reviews set out in Union legislation' (paragraph 21). This requirement appears generally fulfilled.
However, as discussedin Chapter2.2., the completionof evaluations and fitness checks is often way
behind schedule, anissue the EuropeanParliamentand the Courtof Auditors have raised.

8 Tool #44 indicates the following URL: http://ec.europa.eu/smart-requlation/evaluation/index_en.htm.

81 https://webgate.ec.testa.eu/publications/studiesdb/Home xhtml

82 https://ec.europa.eu/info/strateqy/strategic-planning/management-plans_en.

83 In this respect, tool #50 states that 'to maximise transparency and access [...] DGs may wish to consider establishing a
dedicated webpage for each evaluation orfitness check withintheirassociated general policy pages'. A positive example
in this regard is DG ECFIN, which provides a comprehensive and up-to-date access to all evaluations in its remit.
Individual webpages grant full-text access to all related documents, including supporting studies.
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Figure 4 — Evaluation planning requirements set out in the 11A-BLM

share multiannual planning with legislators
respect evaluation timing as set out in legal act

include EP and Council requests in evaluation planning

Source: EPRS.

Second, the Commission committed to include, 'to the extent possible’, requests by Parliament
and Council for 'in-depth evaluation of specific policy areas orlegal acts' intoits evaluation planning.
How this provision is to be implemented is not further detailed. On Parliament's side, in practical
terms, Parliament expresses its 'requests' by means of a resolution endorsed in plenary, typically
phrased as follows: 'Parliament calls on the Commission to conduct an evaluation' (or similar
wording). Assessing the extent to which such calls by Parliament have been positively met would
requirefurther research.

However, some preliminary findings can be derived from a recent EPRS study® that looks
systematically looks into the Commission's follow-up notes provided in response to Parliament's
resolutions.® The study is thusa tool for monitoring the Commission'scommitmentsandintentions.
It samples 219 non-legislative resolutions adopted by Parliament between January 2017 and May
2019, based either on 'ordinary' own-initiative reports or legislative own-initiative reports. Of the
sampled resolutions, 19 containexplicit requests thatthe Commission carry outan evaluation. From
the follow-up notes it would appear that in none of these cases did the Commission answer
favourably in the sense that it would commit to carry out an evaluation, and in a number of cases
the follow-up note simply lacked a specific or more substantiated answer to the evaluation
request.®* However, the overall judgment would fall short if it were based solely on the
Commission's follow-up note, as in a few isolated cases it could be observed that some records in
the Commission's evaluation planning did in fact match with topics raised by Parliament.? It is
difficult to say whether the consideration of these items was prompted by Parliament's call or by
other factors. The respective roadmaps might perhaps specify whetherParliament's requests played
arole.

To be noted, the figures taken from theaforementioned EPRS study need to be viewed with caution
because of some inherent limitations resulting from the study's scope definition. Firstly, and time-
wise, the study considers a time bracket of merely two and a half years (see above); secondly, it
considers exclusively the follow-up notesto Parliament in responseto Parliament'sresolutions;and

84 European Commission follow-up to European Parliament requests 2017-2019, European Parliament, EPRS, 2020.

85 These follow-up notes are based on point 16 of the Framework agreement on relations between the European
Parliament and the European Commission: Within three months of the adoption of a parliamentary resolution, the
Commission must provide Parliament with information in writing on action taken in response to specific requests
addressed toit in Parliament's resolutions, including in cases where it has not been able to follow Parliament's views. OJ
L 304,20.11.2010, p.47. The follow-up notes are accessible in OEIL.

86 In at least four instances however, the Commission later-on actually presented an evaluation (or at least a report), in
fulfilment of a review clause in the underlying act.

8 An example for this is Parliament's call for an evaluation of Directive 2011/24/EU, as voiced in its resolution
P8 TA(2017)0061 on EU options for improving access to medicines. The Commission replied that, as per the review
clause embedded in the act, it presents every year an implementation report. Notwithstanding, the evaluation of the
directive in questionisnow included in the Commission's evaluation planning, and its completionis envisaged for end-
2022. A similar case is resolution P8 TA(2018)0224 on the future of food and farming, in which Parliament included a
requestfor an evaluation of theimpact of the CAP on biodiversity. Although the Commission did not address this request
inits follow-up note, an evaluation is currently ongoing (evaluation roadmap dated November 2018).
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thirdly, the study's scopeis limited to resolutions based on own-initiative reports and consequently
does not consider other types of non-legislative resolutions, such as resolutions on topical subjects
that wind up a plenary debate,® which may also include requestsfor evaluation.*

To conclude, the available evidence suggests that the Commission's evaluation planning does not
systematically take Parliament's requests for evaluation of specific legal acts or policy areas into
account.

3.2.Transparency requirements throughout the
evaluation process

As stated above, the BRG added considerable clarity to what formally constitutes an evaluation, as
in the past, the lines between external studies and evaluations were blurred. The BRG not only set
out a detailed methodology for evaluations, but they also provide procedural guidance
throughout the evaluation process, for all stages, from the planning of an evaluation to its
completion, following Commission-internal political validation of an evaluation or fitness check.

A very important element in this context — and particularly for the external observer - are the
requirements included in the BRG to make a set of documents publicly available in the process of
an evaluation, 'to maximise transparency and ease access'.* The transparency provisionsin the BRG
and Toolbox cover the following documents:

an evaluation/fitness check roadmap;

a final evaluation staff workingdocument (SWD);

an executive summary (if applicable);

a Commission reportto the EuropeanParliamentand the Council (COM;if required);
the opinion of the Regulatory Scrutiny Board (RSB;if applicable);

a consultationstrategy and results ('synopsis report’);

terms of reference (technical specifications) and external study (if applicable);

> afollow-upactionreport (recommended).

e T T T T

3.2.1. Roadmap

The evaluation (or fitness check) roadmap (tool #46) constitutes the most comprehensive source of
information in the planning stage of an evaluation. It serves as a tool for communication with
stakeholders and forms the basis for public consultation. Therefore, the guidelines recommend
making the roadmap publicly available at an early stage in the evaluation process. Roadmaps are
published on a central Commission website, as part of all 'published initiatives' on the 'Have your
say' portal.”’ On this portal, each initiative hasits own webpage.

Evaluation roadmaps provide very detailed information about the context of the measure in
question (including the rationale and, if applicable, thelegal basis of the evaluation), its purpose and
scope as well as the proposed methodological approach. Furthermore, they indicate the expected
completion date and sketch out the consultation strategy. The importance of the evaluation
roadmap cannotbe underestimated. This is even more true of fitness checks, where theroadmap is

88 European Parliament, Rules of procedure, Rules 132 and 136.

8% To provide an example, resolution P8 TA(2015)0032 on anti-terrorism measures 'calls on the Commission and the
Council to conduct a comprehensive evaluation of the EU's counter-terrorismand relatedmeasures [...] and to introduce
this evaluation process as part of the European Agenda on Security' (point 23).

90 BRG, p. 65.

91 https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-requlation/have-your-say/initiatives.
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often the only information source that provides detailed information about the measures to be
covered by thefitness check.

Issues observed — possible improvements

As highlighted in previous editions of this study, it would be desirable if roadmaps were updated
when the scope of an evaluation or a fithess check changed. Such updates could simply take the
form of a standardised message ortextboxon the evaluation webpage (in the 'Have yoursay' portal)
that would outline the most significant changes, without requiring a complete review of the
roadmap.

Moreover, it would greatly add to transparency if the Commission could consistently update the
timeline for each evaluation file until its completion. The file on the central 'Have your say' portal
would also seem to be the appropriate place for announcing any delays in the completion of
evaluations or abandoned evaluation projects in a transparent manner. In a few recent instances it
was observed that completed evaluations were made available on this website. This can be
considered as good practice, and it would greatly add to transparency ifthe Commission madeall
completed evaluations systematically available on this website, ideally even linking all supporting
studies in this central place.

3.2.2. Staff working document (SWD)

Since 2015, all Commission DGs have gradually adopted the good practice of publishing the final
evaluation in the form of a staff working document (SWD). This contributed substantially to
transparency and accountability. Especially in cases where an evaluation was informed by external
expertise, the Commission takes effective ownership of the evaluation by means of the SWD. Prior
tothe BRG (and their fullimplementation), the concept of evaluations and studies appeared to be
overlapping, and it remained unclearwhich findings of anexternal study the Commissionendorsed.

According to the BRGand notably tool #49, it is the task of the lead DG to draw up the evaluation
SWD in the course of an evaluation. The BRG stipulate that an SWD is to be prepared for all
evaluations and fitness checks, unless an exception is granted (under tools#1 and #43).
Regardless whetheran evaluationwas conducted entirely in-house or whether itinvolved external
expertise acquired through public procurement procedures—which, by the way, applies to the vast
majority of Commission evaluations - the SWD constitutes 'the key deliverable' of the evaluation
process (tool #49). It serves to inform stakeholders and policymakers of the outcome of the
evaluation, presenting the assessment and lessons learned. It summarises the evaluation outcome
in a non-technical manner and elucidates the evaluation process and the methodology used in
about 50to 60 pages.

As the main outcome of the evaluation process, the SWDis to be made publicly available as soonas
possible (or by the date setin the legal base, if applicable). It follows a standard template and must
include details about the evidence base.®? All internal and external sources are to be referenced
thoroughlythroughoutthe text. The guidelines recommend that the dataon which the evaluation
is based be made easily available, alongside internet links to the external studies when possible.

Issues observed — accessto full text not always granted

Although SWDs are always published, obtaining acomprehensiveand systematic overview of newly
completed evaluationsand accessing themin full-text can prove challenging in practice. While the
record of completed evaluations (SWDs) and their related executive summaries are usually
uploaded into the Commission's Public Register of Documents without much delay, the full-text
is often not attached,or itisadded only atalater pointin time.In some cases, theregister provides

2|t is also considered good practice to disclose all non-confidential data.
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hyperlinks to EurLex. However, these are only supported if the document s storedin EurLex and
indeed, many SWDs are not (see below). In other cases, the SWD record in the publicregister offers
merely the possibility to request disclosure of the document under Regulation (EC) No 1049/2001.
Both practices described above are relatively common. However, they are unsatisfactoryin terms
of transparencyand access to documents.

Only a fraction of SWDs are retrievable in EurLex (typically, butnotexclusively, SWDs accompanying
COM reports), and in addition, a small selection of evaluation SWDs are recorded in the EU
Bookshop. While EurLex and the Bookshop provide by default access to the full text, the public
register does not do so in a systematic manner. The full text of quite a few SWDs can only be
retrieved via the Commission DG's website. An issue in this respect is that on DGs' websites
documents are not permanently stored, and additionally the hyperlink structure is more prone to
change than in the public register, EurLex or in the EU Bookshop. Again, in terms of transparency
andaccess to information, this situationis not ideal.

In general, it appears that the full text of many evaluation SWDs is retrievable on the Commission
server with a significant delay. Regarding the dataset of this present study, in eight cases, the full-
text of a published evaluation SWD could not beretrieved at all on the Commission server, despite
reasonable efforts.*

As emphasised above, it would greatly add to the transparency of the evaluation process if the
evaluation record on the Commission's central 'Have your say' portal (i.e. the portal that gathers all
evaluation roadmaps) were updated gradually as the evaluation process advanced. Ideally, this
record would be used to link also the final evaluation SWD together with its executive summary, any
associated COMreportand supporting study.**

3.2.3. Executive summary

The BRG state that for each evaluation SWD an executive summary of two pages length must be
published (in English, French and German) alongside the SWD. This summary is to be issued as a
stand-alone document, which in practical terms translates into a separate SWD. No executive
summary is required ifa communication to the legislators is submitted (COM document; see below
under 3.2.4).

Issues observed

Transparency issues encountered are broadly the same as described above under SWD. Again, in
many cases the record in the Commission's public register does not link to the full text. In some
instances, the document can only be retrieved on the website of the relevant DG, where the
hyperlink structureis likely of aless permanent nature than in the Register.In some cases (12 from
the datasetin this study), the full text of the summary could not be found at allon the Commission
server.

3.2.4. Commission report to Parliamentand Council (COM)

In certain cases, together with the evaluation SWD, the Commission also prepares a communication
(COM) for Parliament and Council and, if applicable, other institutional actors (e.g. the EESC). Most
of these COM reports are based on reporting requirements in the legislation itself, although the
Commission has the discretion to issue reports also in other cases, as it sees fit. Compared with

% On a side note: a general search in Google with the string "SWD(YEAR) xxx" site:europa.eu’ can in some cases lead to
the full text being retrieved in the Council's public register, but not in the Commission's.

94 See also Chapter 3.2.1.Roadmap.
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SWDs, COM reports carry more political weight. This is made evident by the fact that COM reports
are endorsed by the College of Commissioners, whereas the associated evaluation SWDs are
adopted by the competent DGs. Unlike the SWD, the COM report to co-legislators may include a
political message about the evaluation itself or subsequent follow-up action related to the
evaluation. Typically, a COM report would also contain some outlook on the next steps in the
process.

The share of COM reports linked to evaluations is surprisingly high:in the present dataset, 43 % of
all completed evaluations were accompanied by a COM report, whereby it appears interesting to
note that alarge numberof the sampled COMreports pertained to spending programmes. It should
be noted however, that a single COM document can cover several topically related SWDfiles, which
is effectively the case with quite a number of evaluations in the present dataset.”

Likely owing to their higher political significance, COM documents are usually recorded in EurLex,
mostly together with the related SWD. Typically, theyare also publishedin the Commission's public
register. To conclude, in the case of evaluations with anassociated COM report, access to documents
is provided fully via EurLex.

3.2.5. Opinion of the Regulatory Scrutiny Board (RSB)

Towards the end of the evaluation process, the Regulatory Scrutiny Board examines the quality of
all draft fitness checks and selected ('major') draft evaluations. Although neither the BRG nor RSB
sources provide a definitionas towhat constitutes a 'major' evaluation, the RSB'sannual reports hint
that such files would typically include evaluations that inform policy initiatives from priority areas;
programmes with large budgets, a high degree of innovation or political sensitivity; and cross-
cutting policy initiatives. In the last two and a half years, 25 evaluations underwent RSB scrutiny, in
addition to seven fitness checks (see Chapter4.2.).

The purpose of RSBscrutinyis to raise the overall quality of the Commission's evaluations (alongside
with impact assessments). The RSB examines the draft SWD® and assesses its strengths and
weaknesses in form of an opinion.Informally, the Commission services may consult the RSBalready
atan earlier stage of the process. Upstream, the role of the RSBis to advise the Commission DGs and
services on how to mitigate regulatory quality issues. The RSB suggests that it should be involved
early on in the evaluation process, as 'design problems are not solved through more scrutiny of
reports, fixes need to come earlier'.”’

Initially, the RSB did not issue ratings on evaluations, but since 2017 it started differentiating
between positive and negative opinions. A positive opinion represents 'the Board's certification of
integrity and sufficient analytical quality',”® while a negative rating attests to substantive
weaknesses in the dossier. Contrary to ex-ante impact assessments, a negative RSB opinion on an
evaluation does not block the file, however, in practice it appears that the services often do revise
the evaluation. In general terms, RSB opinions are also of relevance to parliamentary committees
working on related files, as they constitute an indicator of the quality of the evaluation concerned.

Issues observed

In principle, the RSB publishes its opinionson the Commissionwebsite at the same time the SWD is
published. In case the Commission is required to formally reportto Parliament and Council, the RSB

9 See for instance COM(2017) 720, Report from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council Mid-term
Review Report on the External Financing Instruments. This COM report covers the (separate) evaluations of 10 different
financial instruments.

9 To be noted in this context: any associated COM report is not submitted to the RSB.
97 RSB report 2018, p. 15.
98 RSB report 2018, p. 19.
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opinion is published after the College has adopted the COM document. However, in quite some
instances it was observed that theRSBopinion was made available on the RSB website onlyat a later
date.

Regarding the transparency of RSB's evaluation scrutiny planning, the Board'sannual business plans
include a section about the scrutinyworkfor the yearahead. It appears however that this document
is not shared publicly. To recall, while all impact assessments and fitness checks are automatically
subject to RSB scrutiny, scrutiny of evaluations is selective. If publicly accessible, theannual business
plan could provide information for the public, including the legislators, on the selection of 'major'
evaluation files it envisaged covering during the year ahead. At the moment it appears that
although the RSB reveals its rolling calendar of past meetings with Commission services regarding
files for scrutiny, no prospective informationis shared.”

3.2.6. Consultation strategy and results ('synopsis report’)

One of the major BRG innovations is mandatory stakeholder consultation also for ex-post
evaluations. The outcome of the consultation activities areto be appended to the evaluation (SWD).
In the exceptional case where no formal SWD or COM is issued, the guidelines state thatthe results
areto be publishedin a stand-alone SWD ('synopsis report'). This appearsto be widely the case.

Public consultation and stakeholder involvement have in general been flagged as an area where
substantialimprovements have taken place since 2015, but it is also deemed anissue that requires
further fine-tuning.1°° Concernsinclude for example:

> issues ofthe comprehensiveness of consultations (do all initiatives require the same
level of consultation?);

> consultation fatigue among stakeholders (toomany consultations?);

> therelative weighting to be given to each stakeholder(should the view of an
individual citizen have the same weight as an organisation representingmany
individuals?; should responses of organisationslisted in the Commission's
transparency register be given higher weighting?);

= theuseof consultation results for policymaking; and, related to this latter point,

> thecurrentlack of a proper feedback loop to stakeholders that describes how
consultation inputhas been used for policy-making.

On the side of Commission staff it is reported that in some cases 'targeted consultations are
perceived to be much more useful' than public consultations.™

3.2.7. External study

Most Commission evaluationsarebased on external studies. The BRG are explicit that 'the final study
conducted by an external party does not present the evidence-based judgements of the
Commission services — this is done in the evaluation SWD' (tool #43). At the same time, the
guidelines state that all external studiesshould be published, for the sakeof transparency.’®

99 See https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/meetings-requlatory-scrutiny-board_en.
190 Eyropean Commission, Better regulation: taking stock, COM(2019) 158, pp. 9 and 14;and more in detail in SWD(2019
156,pp. 11-16.

101 SWD(2019) 156, p. 16.
192 BRG p. 65 and tool #50.
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As a standard, these studies are made available in the EU Bookshop, which has become the central
repository for this type of document. In addition, some studies can also be retrieved on the DGs'
websites. However, it remains difficult to keep track of external studies supporting an evaluation,
and to establish the relation between a studyand anevaluation, a pointthathasbeen raised already
in previous editions of this rolling check-list.

In its 2018 resolution on the interpretation and implementation of the IIA-BLM, the European
Parliament insisted that the Commission 'should provide Parliament with all the independently
conducted studies on the basis of which they have taken their decisions, while at the same time
disclosing those which contradict their conclusions' (point94). Parliamentthereby referred not only
to evaluations, butalsoto impact assessmentsand to decision-makingin general.

Members have voiced their concerns regarding difficulties tracing completed evaluations in
parliamentary questions posed to the Commission. For instance, MEP Jasenko Selimovi¢ (ALDE,
Sweden), quoting the2017 edition of this presentrolling check-list, complained thatthe'quality and
quantity of the information provided' varied across DGs and that some evaluations required
'extensive searchesto locate afile."'® In its answer, the Commissionreferred to the establishment of
the interinstitutional studies database, ensuring that 'all of its evaluations and studies are made
available on this website' and stated that it was additionally 'exploring how to provide a full
overview of evaluations on its Better Regulation website on Europa’.

While the 2017 edition of this RCL suggested that the interinstitutional studies database would
indeed have the potential 'to resolve theproblem of accessing all relevantinformation on a specific
evaluation file for those working in the EU institutions', two and a half years on, this hope has not
yet been fully realised. For the time being, the level and detail of recording evaluations in the
database seemsto vary across DGs.

3.2.8. Follow-up action report

The Commission's evaluation communications (COM reports) addressed to the co-legislators
typically contain an outlook on the next steps. The BRG recommend preparing a follow-up action
plan (tool# 51) also for evaluation SWDs that are not associated with any COMreport. This follow-
up action plan should be drawn up within six months of completion of the evaluation, to ensure
transparency and accountability and to favour the inclusion of the evaluation findings in any
subsequent policy cycle work. The follow-up plan is recommended as 'good practice' but is not
mandatory. The document is usually produced by the same unit in charge of the policy area (and
the evaluation). If necessary, theadministrative-organisational follow-up can be separated fromthe
policy one, so that it may be published quicker. No fixed format is defined in the BRG for the follow-
up action plan; it could take the form of an SWD or other Commission-internal document.

This research paper did not look systematically into follow-up plans of completed evaluations.
However, it appears that the Court of Auditors' 2018 assessmentthat 'follow-up reportingis not yet
a standardpractice''™is still valid.

3.2.9. Summary of transparency issues encountered

Figure 5 captures the findings of this chapter at a glance.

103 Question E-007614-17.
104 ECA report, p. 29.
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Figure 5 — Transparency requirements - summary findings
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Source: EPRS.

3.3. Special cases
3.3.1. Back-to-back

Back-to-back exercises describe a process where the (ex-post) evaluationof an existing legal act and
the (ex-ante) impact assessment of the amending proposal are conducted in parallel and merged
into one dossier. This special process is chosen mainly when 'political urgencies or timing
constraints''® do notallowfor a standard process.Back-to-back exercisesare in principle subject to
the same quality standardsas stand-alone evaluationsand impact assessments.

However, doubts were expressed by the ECA as to whether time constraints would not put into
question the added value of the exercise for the policy cycle. In this respect, the ECA special report
highlighted 'two inherent risks' in back-to-back exercises: the first pertaining to the independence
of the two processes, and the second relating to the effective consideration of the evaluation
conclusions for theimpact assessmentwhen the evaluation is not yet completed.'®

Notwithstanding, there are indications that back-to-back is sometimes welcome by stakeholders
with regard to consultation, as they can at the same time provide input on the functioning of the
existing act and give their suggestions for future solutions. In a standard procedure (first the
evaluation and then the impact assessment), stakeholders would be consulted twice. Multiple
consultation processes on one and the same topic may lead to consultation fatigue.

With regard to transparency, the following observation can be made:

105 BRG, Toolbox, tool #7.
196 ECA report, pp. 31 and 37.

N
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At the initial stage, the back-to-back initiative is communicated in a combined evaluation
roadmap/inception impact assessment. The evaluation result of a back-to-back file is published,
although typically a bit hidden:it is usually presented as an annexto theimpact assessment SWD,
whereby this annexfollows the structure of an evaluation SWD. According to the BRG, alsoin a back-
to-back case the results of the evaluation study should inform the problem definition and the
inceptionimpact assessment.

3.3.2. External study as evaluation (not accompanied by an SWD)

As the BRG are by now well-implemented across the Commission DGs and services, cases where a
study completed by an external contractor is regarded as thefinal evaluation outcome - and thus
presented withoutany associated SWD -have becomerare.’””

There will always likely remain a few, since the BRG allow for procedural exceptions where
evaluations do not necessarily need to be conducted in a standard way. According to BRG tool #43,
such exceptionsincludein particular the evaluation of:

> spending programmes with many projects and sub-activities;

external programmes wherefindings come fromevaluations of country programmes;
Commission-internal administrative policies/activities;

performance of executive agencies;

performance atan early point of the implementation, when information is not yet
available.

L T T T

Indeed, most of the 43 evaluationsthat were published withoutan SWD in the time bracket October
2017 toJune 2020 (see Table 3in Part Il) appear to qualify as exceptions tothe standard process. For
instance, three evaluationsassess the performance of the Commission'sadministrative activities.'
Thelargest share are geographic/thematic evaluations in the remit of externalrelations (DG ECHO,
DEVCO and NEAR), which relate predominantly to the country programmes or spending
programmeswith sub-activities categories. On a moregenerallevel, these three DGs can be singled
out as positive examples for their high transparency standards with regard to evaluation planning,
given that their respective multiannual evaluation forward planning is not only annually updated,
but also publicly available on their respective websites. These multiannual planning documents
often indicate if the expected evaluation deliverable willbe a general study or an SWD. Increasingly,
also evaluation roadmapsinclude informationon the envisaged format of the evaluation.

Finally, in a few of the 43 cases, notably those publishedin 2017 and early 2018, the chosen final
presentationas external evaluation study (rather than formal SWD) may be due to the fact that the
start of the evaluation processes preceded the application of the BRG within the Commission.

197 This downward trend is evident by comparing this RCL with previous editions.

198 These are:a Study on open source software governance at the European Commission (DG DGIT, 2020); an Evaluation of
cooperationin communication between the European Parliament and European Commission in the Member States (DG
COMM, 2017);and an Evaluation of DG ECFIN Forecasting Services (2017).
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4. Analysis of the dataset of the Commission's planned/
ongoingand completedevaluations

Key findings

Planned and ongoing evaluations

- The Commission’s evaluation planning is scattered across a multitude of information sources, which
makes it challenging to keep track.

- Evaluation roadmaps constitute the most comprehensive information source regarding the scope,
purpose and timing of an individual evaluation.

- A total of 353 evaluations could be identified as currently ongoing or planned by the European
Commission DGs and services, according to evaluation roadmaps, Commission work programmes,
DGs'management plans and other publicly available sources.

- 8ofthese 353 are fitness checks, and further 9 are 'back-to-back' exercises.

- Over 60 % of the 353 evaluations in question appear to be prompted by a legal requirement to
evaluate, setout eitherin the legal act, a legal provision in the multiannual financial framework (MFF),
the EU's Financial Regulation or similar. The remaining 40 % were triggered by the Better Regulation
principle to 'evaluate first' before revising legislation, the REFIT programme, or more generally, the
Commission's endeavour to keep the EU's requlatory stock fit for purpose.

Completed evaluations

- BetweenOctober2017andJune 2020, the Commission published 183 evaluations in the format of
SWDs.
7 of these 183 completed evaluations concern fitness checks.

79 of these SWDs (43 %) were accompanied by a Commission communication (COM re port)
to the co-legislators.

0 32 evaluations/fitness checks (17 %) were quality checked by the Regulatory Scrutiny Board.
0 7 evaluations were conducted 'back-to-back’.

- An additional 43 evaluations could be identified that were published exclusively as extemal
studies, without their associated evaluation SWD. Over 60 % of these cases relate to EU external action
(DGs DEVCO, ECHO and NEAR) and appear to fall under the BRG exceptions to the standard procedure.

- Obtaining a comprehensive and systematic overview of newly completed evaluations and
accessing these in full can prove challenging. In roughly 4 % of cases, the full-text of the evaluation
could not be retrieved on the Europa server, even not time after the document was issued.

- Transparency regarding external supporting studies could be improved. Even if most evaluation
SWDs appear to contain a hyperlink or at least a reference to external supporting studies that informed
the SWD, this information is sometimes rather hidden.

4.1. Dataset of planned and ongoing Commission
evaluations

As per 30 June 2020, a total of 353 evaluations could be identified as currently ongoing or planned
by the European Commission DGs and services. Given that the Commission ceased to share its
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multiannual evaluation planning in 2017 (see Chapter 3.1.), any endeavour to keep track of the
planning proves challenging, as a multitude of information sources must be consulted.

4.1.1. Data sources used for planned and ongoing evaluations
Data wereretrieved from the following sources:

# TheBetter Regulationwebsite'Have your say', which is the Commission's portal for
stakeholder consultation. It is also the place where the Commission publishes
evaluation roadmaps for individualinitiatives. Roadmaps are the mostdetailed and
comprehensive preparatorydocumentsin the evaluation process.

> The Commission work programmes (CWP) for the years 2019 and 2020 (including
the May 2020 update following the COVID-19 pandemiccrisis), and in particular their
REFIT annexes, which includeinter alia the major evaluations and fitness checks for the
year ahead.

> The(prospective) management plans of the various Commissionservicesfor 2018
and 2019 as well as the (retrospective) activity plans for 2017 and 2018.

= Dedicated evaluation sectionson individual Commission services' websites, if
available.

> Forevaluationsin the area of external relations, in particular those of DG DEVCO,
ECHO and NEAR, dedicated strategic planning documents were consulted, notably:

- DG DEVCO's work programmes for strategic evaluations 2018-2022 and 2019-2023;

- DG NEAR's Strategic evaluation plan 2020-2024; and

- DG ECHO's general guidelines on operational priorities for humanitarianaid in 2019
and 2020, published as SWD(2018) 486 and SWD(2019) 421;

= finally, for MFF programme evaluations, S\WD(2014) 200 was consulted, which
provides an overview of the monitoring,reporting and evaluation frameworks for the
MFF 2014-2020 programmes.

In addition, in the course of 2019, the European Commission's Secretariat-General kindly shared an
internaldocumentof ongoing and planned evaluations in the formof an excel sheet. Thisis the only
Commission-internal source that was used for the establishment and cross-check of the dataset of
this present study, to ensureit is as complete as possible.

In afinal round, the datasetof 353 planned and ongoing evaluations was matched against the new
interinstitutional studies database. It turned out that at the time of writing less than one third of
evaluations records could be retrieved from this database (29 %). Records were unevenly spread
across DGs. For some DGs, all (or close to all) evaluation records could be retrieved (e.g. DGs CLIMA,
CONNECT, DEVCO, DIGIT, ECFIN, JRC, REGIO and the SG), whereas for others only a fraction of
ongoing evaluations or noneat allhad been uploaded.

With the objective in mind to present a comprehensive dataset of ongoing and planned
Commission evaluations, much effortwas put into data gathering,as described above. Needless to
say, any such exercise is prone to omissions, as some planned evaluations may be harder (or
impossible) to locate. It was essential to keep the time and effort invested into the data gathering
process proportional to the purpose and usefulness of this project, namely to serve Parliament's
committees as a technical aid for their work planning.
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4.1.2. Distribution of planned/ongoing evaluations per DG

Figure 6 shows how the 353 evaluation files are distributed across Commission DGs. DG DEVCO and
DG NEAR alone account for almost a quarter of the Commission total, with their high share of
geographical and thematic evaluations. In this context it is worth recalling existing differences in
the scope of evaluations, as some DGs — and notably those in charge of external relations —

undertake project evaluations linked to expenditure programmesratherthan policy evaluations.

Attheother end of the spectrum, several DGs have only few evaluations pending. There are 12 DGs
that have between 1 and 4 evaluations planned or ongoing; these 12 DGs account for 8% of the

total evaluations.

Figure 6 — Distribution of planned/ongoing evaluation files per Commission DG (2020)
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Of the 353 evaluation files, 8 are labelled fitness checks, while 9 are conceived as 'back-to-back'
exercises, where the ex-post evaluation and the ex-ante impact assessment processes are
conducted in parallel. Table 1 shows the distribution of fitness checks and back-to-back files per DG.
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Table 1 — Planned/ongoing fitness checks and back-to-backfiles per DG (2020)
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MARE 3
MOVE 1

SANTE 1 1
TAXUD 1
Total 8 9

Source: EPRS.

4.1.3. Evaluation triggers

A large proportion - over 60 % — of the 353 evaluations in question appear to be legally mandated
(compare Chapter2.2.).In mostcases the trigger is a review clause in the legal act (mostly an explicit
evaluation clause, in some cases also a reporting clause) or a budgetary requirement pursuant to
the EU's Financial Regulation governing the establishment and the implementation of the EU
budget; but the evaluation could also be prompted by other legal requirements as discussed in
Chapter 2.2. As there is a high prevalence of cases with more than one legal requirement (e.g. an
evaluation clause in the actitself plus a programme budgetexceeding the threshold of the Finandal
Regulation), andas it is not always straightforward toidentify theevaluationtrigger reliably, it would
not seem appropriate to breakthe data down further.'®

The remaining nearly 40 % (i.e. 136 evaluations and fitness checks) of other evaluations were
triggered by the BetterRegulation principle to 'evaluate first' before revising existing legislation, the
REFIT programme, or more generally, the Commission'sendeavourto keep the EU's regulatory stock
fit for purpose. Given thatthe trigger pointsare clearerfor somefiles thanfor others, this figure may
not be 100 % accurate, as for somefiles the attribution is based on assumption. Figure 7 shows the
share of legally mandated and otherevaluations.

Figure 7 — Distribution of legally mandated and other evaluations (2020)

)

Data source: European Commission.

And finally, Figure 8 shows the total number of evaluations per DG in relation to the number of
legally mandated evaluations. It shows that in some DGs the majority of evaluations —if not all-are
prompted by a legal requirement (e.g. DGs AGRI, CIMA, ENV, HOME, SANTE), whereas in other DGs,
such as GROW, JUST, TAXUD or TRADE, non-legal evaluation triggers prevail.

199 NB: Earlier editions of this RCL included more refined analysis on the different types of legal evaluation triggers, based
on Commission data from the Single Evaluation Plan. As this data source is no longer updated, attribution of legal
triggers would need to be based on assumptions and risk being inaccurate.
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Figure 8 — Number of legally mandated evaluations per DG (2020)
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4.2. Dataset of completed Commission evaluations: SWDs

4.2.1. Description of the dataset

According to data retrieved on the Europa server, the European Commission published a total of
183 completed evaluations as staff working documents (SWD) in the period between
1 October 2017 (the cut-off date of the previous edition) and 30 June 2020. Seven of these were
actually fitness checks. To recap, according to the BetterRegulation Guidelines, the SWD s the 'key
deliverable of the evaluation process' and drafted by the lead DG.

In certain cases, together withthe evaluation SWD, the Commissionalso preparesa communication
(COM report) addressed to the legislators. Most of these COM reports are based on reporting
requirements in the legislationitself, although the Commission has the discretion to issue reports
alsoin other cases, if it deems it politically opportune. Compared with SWDs, COM documents are
endorsed by the College of Commissionersand therefore carry considerably more political weight.
The share of COMreportslinked toevaluations is surprisingly high: in this dataset over40 % of SWDs
(79 out of 183 cases) came along with a COM report. Interestingly, a big share of these associated
COM reports relates to spending programmes. It should be noted that in certain cases one single
COM report may cover several topically related SWD files. As already mentioned in Chapter 3.24,
this is the case with COM(2017) 720, the Commission's mid-term review report on the external
financing instruments, which covers the evaluations of different financial instruments that were
published as 10 different SWDs."° This practice explains why the share of COMreports is so high in
the present dataset.

1% Further examples include COM(2018) 455, COM(2018) 456 and COM(2018) 464, covering several related spending
programmes.
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Of the 183 completed evaluations and fitness checks, 32 underwent a quality check by the
Regulatory Scrutiny Board. This corresponds to 17 %. For the seven fitness checks contained in
this figure, RSB scrutiny wasan automatic process, as the RSB systematically checks all fitness checks.
RSB scrutiny concerned evaluation files of 16 different DGs, whereby DGs ENV, GROW and MOVE
accounted alone for over one third of scrutinized evaluations (12 out of 32).

Figure 9 — Distribution of evaluations that underwent RSB scrutiny
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However, the number of evaluations examined by the RSB is actually higher, as the Board also
considers evaluations in back-to-back processes (tool #52). The dataset of 183 evaluations includes
7 back-to-back cases (DG FISMA: 3, DG JUST: 3, DG ENER: 1). If the latter files are taken into account,
the share of RSB scrutinyrises to 21 % (38 out of 183). Table 2 summarisesand visualises the figures
provided here above. However, to be noted, on back-to-back exercises the RSB does not issue a
separate opinion on the evaluation, but the findings feed into the opinion on the impact
assessment.'”

Table 2 — Breakdown of 183 evaluations published between October2017 and June 2020

COMreports RSB scrutiny Back-to-back

32(17 %)
183 7(4%) 79 (43 %) 39(21%)incl. 7(4%)
back-to-back

Data source: European Commission.

4.2.2. Data sources used

The BGR Toolboxrequires the publication of allcompleted evaluations, butdoes not further spedfy
where and when they are to be published. There is no central publicly accessible Commission
repository (e.g. a portal or database) that would provide a one-stop shop for all published
evaluations. Instead, evaluations need to be retrieved from differentsources. Therefore, it is possible
that thelist of 183 evaluations might not be exhaustive, asit remains somewhatchallengingto trace

"1 In addition, it should be borne in mind that when the RSB formally considers an impact assessment it will also look at
the quality of the preceding evaluation, if available, as part of the overall scrutiny of the impact assessment.
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completed Commission evaluations systematically,and even more so where access to the full text
ofthedocumentis concerned.

The following sources were systematically searched for evaluations and fitness checks published
since October 2017, although none of them appears to grant truly comprehensive coverage:

> EurLex;
> theEuropean Commission's public register of documents;
> andtheEUBookshop.

The resulting records were matched against information retrieved in the activity plans of the
various Commission DGs for 2017 and 2018. In addition, the RSB website was consulted to identify
the files that had undergone Board appraisal. Furthermore, some — but by no means all -
Commission services maintain dedicated websites gathering all planned and completed
evaluations under their responsibility. This allows for easy progress tracking, provided the DG
responsibleis known.

The dataset derived from the sources above was checked item by item against the third edition of
the rolling check-list, issued in November 2017, to filter out those evaluations that had been
completed in the meantime. Interestingly, a small number of evaluations that were already in the
pipeline in 2017 (or listed as planned) still appear as ongoing in this current edition. There can be
multiple reasons for this:

> thestartofthe evaluation mayhave been postponed;

> theevaluation may effectively be stillongoing, as policy evaluation is generally a
lengthy process which can easily spread overyears;

> theevaluation may have been abandoned in the meantime;

> andfinally, it is notimpossible that a completed and published evaluation was
overlooked, despite careful research.''?

4.2.3. Some observations regarding the various data sources

EurLex

In EurLex, the EU's law portal, a selection of evaluation SWDs is included in the 'preparatory
documents'section. Out of the 183 evaluations of the present data set, 98 (thus over 50 %) could be
retrieved in EurLex. This concerns predominantly those evaluations for which an associated COM
report was prepared. In general, evaluation COM reports are, with very few exceptions, indexed in
EurLex.' It is not clear what the delay for uploading evaluation data into EurLex s, nor according
to which criteria some evaluation SWDs (not accompanied by a COM report) are contained in EurLex
and others not.

European Commission publicregister of documents

The Commission's public register turned out to be the most reliable and up-to-date source of
information for retrieving evaluations and the related executive summaries. It seems that the
references are uploaded within days following publication. However, in many cases access to the
full text is not at all or not instantly provided. In quite a number of cases, the register features
hyperlinks to EurLexthatare not however supported, if the document is not stored in EurLex (and it
appears that by no means all evaluation SWDs enter EurLex, see above). In other cases the record

"2 For instance, an evaluation could have been included in a fitness check, or the title of the competed evaluation could
substantially deviate from the working title.

13 For the current data set, only 3 of the 79 COM evaluation reports could not be retrieved in EurLex.
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offers only the possibility to request disclosure of the document under Regulation (EQ)
No 1049/2001.Thus, access to the text of the evaluation is in many cases not straightforward.

EU Bookshop

Selected evaluation SWDs are also uploaded into the EU Bookshop in full text, as are evaluation
roadmaps, synopsis reports of stakeholder consultations and most of the external studies. The EU
Bookshop is in general the safest option to find external studies supporting Commission
evaluations. Alternatively, individuals from inside the EU institutions can also retrieve these studies
from the (new) interinstitutional studies database, which is currently being built up.

Finding the full text of evaluation SWDs (or the associated executive summary) proved tobe tricky
in a few instances. Sometimes the only way to locate the full text of the evaluation SWD (or
summary) on the Europa server would be an internet search with the string 'SWD(YEAR) xxx
site:ec.europa.eu'. However, despite considerable efforts, with regardto the datasetin question, for
8 evaluation SWDs (4 %) and 12 executive summaries (8 %) the search for the full text returned no
results. The initial failure rate was much higher, but it appears that some full text documents are
uploaded over time.

4.2.4. Distribution of completed evaluationfiles per DG

Figure 9, depicting the distribution of the 183 completed evaluations (SWDs) across Commission
DGs, shows that the evaluation outputis unevenly spread across DGs. Four DGs alone (DGs HOME,
MOVE, GROW and MARE) account forroughly one third (63) of the total number of evaluations (183).

Figure 10 — Distribution of completed evaluation files per Commission DG (2020)
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Figure 10 replicates the same data of completed evaluations per DG, but adds information on the
number of evaluations that were published with anassociated COMreport (either due to areporting
clause in the underlying act or for political considerations) and on the number of files that
underwent RSB scrutiny. The two criteria might well overlap, i.e. an evaluation or a fitness check
scrutinised by the RSB may or maynot be published as COMreport, in addition to the SWD.
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Figure 11 — Distribution of COM reports and RSB-checked evaluations per DG (2020)
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Finally, Table 3 shows the attribution of completed fitness checks and evaluations carried out 'back-
to-back' to the Commission DGs in charge.

Table 3 — Distribution of completedfitness checksand back-to-backfiles per DG (2020)

ENER 1
ENV 2
FISMA 1 2
GROW 1
HOME 2
JUST 3
MARE 1
MOVE 1
total 7 7

Source: EPRS.

4.3. Dataset of completed evaluations: studies without
SWDs

4.3.1. General observations

In addition to the 183 evaluations published under the BRG standard evaluation process as staff
working documents, 43 evaluations could be identified that were published only as external
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studies, without an associated evaluation SWD. They were retrieved either in the EU Bookshop
or on the websites of the DGs concerned. Some of these files were listed as planned or ongoingin
the previous edition of this rolling check-list (RCL) (November 2017). Comparedto previous editions
of the RCL, the number of evaluationrecords published without a SWD has decreased significantly,
as it has become standard practice across all Commission services to conduct evaluations in line
with the standard processesset out by the BRG.

As explained in Chapter 3.3.2, the BRG allow for exceptions, where evaluations do not necessarily
need to be conducted in a standard manner (tool #43). Most of the 43 evaluation studies listed in
Partll, Table 3 arguably qualify as exceptions tothe standard process. A significant share — over 60 %
(in figures: 26) —fall within the remit of the three external relations DGs DEVCO, ECHO and NEAR and
predominantly relate to the country programme or spending programme with sub-activities
categories. The multiannual planning documents of these DGs usually indicate whether the
expected evaluation deliverable will be an external study or an SWD. Furthermore, evaluation
roadmaps would typically give a hint of the evaluationformat envisaged.

In a few of the 43 cases, notably those published in 2017 and in early 2018, the chosen final
presentationas external evaluation study (rather than formal SWD) may be due to the fact that the
start of the evaluation process preceded the application of the BRG within the Commission.

In some cases, however, it is difficult to see why the Commission chose not to follow the standard
evaluation process, for example in the case of the evaluation of the European Union'shumanitarian
response to the refugee crisis in Turkey 2016-2017 (DG ECHO). For a politically sensitive file like this,
which is prone to extensive media coverage and polemics not least from the receiving country, it
might have been more appropriate for the Commissionto take ownership of the evaluationfindings
in form ofan SWD or even COM report,'*even if based on an independentexternal assessment.

Furthermore, in a few cases it is not entirely clear whether the published external study represents
the final evaluation outcome or whether it will still be followed by an SWD. This is the case for
instance for a DG GROW evaluation entitled 'Support study for the evaluation of the International
Intellectual Property Rights SME Helpdesks', published in February 2020. To date, no related SWD
could be identified.

4.3.2. Distribution of evaluation studies (without SWD) per DG

The practice of publishing an external evaluation study withouta Commission SWD has become an
exception. As Figure 11 shows, 43 such cases could be identified during the reporting period of this
present study. These 43 studies were carried out under the responsibility of 13 Commission DGs,
three of which are responsible for the implementation of external action programmes (DGs DEVCO,
ECHO and NEAR). Theremaining 10 DGs account altogetherfor 16 evaluation studies. Atleast three
studies by DGs COMM, DIGIT and ECFIN assess the performance of internal administrative activities.

"4 With regard to thisfile, the short description on the 'Have your say' portal statesthe objective as follows: 'To provide an
overall, independent assessment of the European Union's humanitarian response to the Syrian crisis in Turkey, with
reference to the Humanitarian Aid Regulation (1257/96).The period covered is 2016-2017.The study will inform future
decision making'.
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Figure 12 — Distribution of evaluation studies (without SWD) per DG (2020)
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Data source: European Commission.

Overall, the existence of evaluations that were completed entirely by external contractors has
become a fringe phenomenon. This suggests that five years along the road, the Better Regulation
Guidelines have widely clarified the concept of evaluation, and they have streamlined evaluation-
related working methods, processes and deliverables in the Commission.
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5. Conclusions

The European Commission's 2015 Better Regulation Guidelines (BRG) and the 2016 Inter-
Institutional Agreement on Better Law-Making (IIA-BLM) gave new impetus to policy evaluation.
Both contain a strong political commitment to evaluation as a key stage in the policy cycle. The
reform broughtabout substantial changestothe wayevaluationsarecarried out by the Commission
in terms of methods as well as process. This also holds true for the transparency of the evaluation
process and outcome; precisely these transparency requirementsare the focus of this study.

The 2015 Better Regulation reform made the evaluation process more openand transparent. A case
in point is the Commission's self-commitment to publish evaluation findings in form of a staff
working document (SWD), instead of simply labelling an externally commissioned study
'Commission evaluation', as used to be common practice before the implementation of the BRG.
With the separate SWD, which exists now in most of cases, the Commissiontakes ownership of the
evaluation results. Thus, the SWD clarifies which aspects and findings of an externally conducted
study the Commission endorses and which not; this adds to transparency and accountability.

Despite considerable progress in many areas, some issues remain, in particular with regard to the
Commission's evaluation planning (especially multiannual planning) and access to evaluation
documents. This study compares the Commission's own commitments with regard to evaluation
against delivery.

Concerning forwardplanning, the Commissiondoesnotappearto comply with therequirement set
out in the lIA-BLM and the BRG to share its central multiannual evaluation planning with the co-
legislators. The lack of a unique, public repository makes it difficult to obtain a complete overview
of ongoing and planned Commission evaluations. Relevant information is scattered around
different sources. The present study aims to fill this gap. However, despite all diligence, any such
exercise is inevitably prone to inaccuracies, thus the data provided can only strive towards
comprehensiveness, but notguaranteeit.

This present fourth edition of the rolling check-list of Commission evaluations identified a total of
353 planned or ongoing evaluations across various sources. Roughly 60 % of these appear to be
prompted either by explicit provisionsin the legalact or by financial requirements.

This edition also considers evaluations the Commission completed between October 2017 and
June 2020. 183 completed evaluations have been published in form of an SWD, and an additional
43 evaluations appear to have been published exclusively as external studies (without any
associated evaluation SWD). The latter cases relate mostly to EU external action and appear to fall
under the BRG exceptions to the standard procedure.

With regard to completed evaluations, accessing the full text of completed evaluations (SWDs) and
executive summaries can prove challenging, since the full text is not always attached to records in
the Commission's public register of documents. Similarly, transparency regarding external studies
supporting evaluations could be improved.

Legally mandated evaluations are often delayed, as Parliament and the Court of Auditors have
observed. There can be a variety of reasonsfor delaysand they can be welljustified, but they should
be communicated to the public and to the legislators. The Commission might consider using the
individual evaluation webpageson the 'Have your say' portal tocommunicate changesin a file more
proactively,including delays or changes in scope, and publishing all documents directly related to
an evaluation on this portal.
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Partll;: Datasets

1. Check-list of planned and ongoing evaluations

The following tablelists all planned and ongoing evaluationsand fitness checks identified in Commission sourcesfor each Commission DG. Their number
totals 353, as per 30 June 2020. An analysis of this datasetis provided in chapter 4.1.

How to use the dataset

Within every DG, evaluation records are sorted by envisaged completion year. For every record, a brief description of the purpose and scope of the
evaluation is provided, taken from Commission sources. Given that the most comprehensive information regarding the coverage of a prospective
evaluation is contained in the evaluation roadmap, this document is linked wherever available. The field 'Status' summarises Commission information
regarding the evaluation's expected completiondate.

Furthermore, an attemptwas made to indicate for each recordthe trigger point that prompted the evaluation in question. The data distinguish between

> threecategories of legaltriggers(requirement in a legal act, MFF and Financial Regulation), specified when appropriate, and
7 evaluations prompted by othermotives(such as REFIT,evaluatefirst, CWP).

Forasmallnumber of records (9) the trigger field remained empty because the respective hint was missingin the original informationsource.

Acronyms used for the different trigger categories

L Evaluation requiredby legal act;

MFF Evaluation requiredfor a multiannual framework programme;
FR Evaluation requiredby the EU's Financial Regulation;

0o Other

Compared with previous editions of the Rolling Check-list, the presentdata set contains two novelties:

First, to increase the usability of the dataset within Parliament, for each evaluation record the competent parliamentary committee has been identified.
Wherever possible, this informationwas taken from the Legislative Observatory (OEIL). For records not contained in OEIL, the committee attribution was
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derived from annexVlof Parliament's Rules of procedure. The attribution was carried outwith diligence, but it goes without saying that any such exerdse
is proneto inaccuracies. Therefore, the committee attribution is purely indicative.

The second innovation concerns the information source: for each record, the Commission information sources mentioning the evaluation project is
indicated. Thefollowing information sources were used to establish the dataset:

Acronym

BR

CWP 19
CWP 20
EU-B
EC18

[I-SDB

MP 19
SWD(2018) 486
SWD(2019) 421
WPSE18

WPSE 19

information source

Better Regulation website - section published initiatives
(for roadmaps of evaluations and fitness checks and, in case of back-to-back files, inception impact assessments)

2019 Commission Work Programme, REFIT annex
2020 Commission Work Programme, REFIT annex (initial CWP and revision of May 2020)

EU Bookshop https://op.curopa.eu

The European Commission's internal multiannual evaluation planning, extract 2018 (only listed if it is the only information source or
additional information regardingcompletiondate)

Interinstitutional studies database

2019 Management Plans of the various Commission DGs and services

General Guidelines on Operational Priorities for Humanitarian Aid in 2019 (DG ECHO)
General Guidelines on Operational Priorities for Humanitarian Aid in 2020 (DG ECHO)
DG DEVCO's Work programmefor strategic evaluations 2018-2022

DG DEVCO's Work programmefor strategic evaluations 2019-2023
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1.1. DG AGRI

Y Titl T P R Tri

Legal act - To assess the impacts of the CAP AGRI
measures applicable to the wine sector,

with a focus on agricultural income, market BR
balance including marketability and _an.dma of October 2017

. . indicates Q2 2019 as planned MP 19
marketing standards, quality as well as

Evaluation of CAP measures applicable completion date. 2019

2019 . competitiveness including strengthening
to the wine sector titive struct . Management plan announces
competitive structures, conversion, SWD for 2019. External study
restructuring, market orientation and . .
. . . published in March 2019.
investment boosting economic
performance. Art.61 and 225 of Regulation
1308/2013.
Legal act, MFF - Council Regulation L BR AGRI
1698/2005 on support for rural Roadmap of June 2017 indicates
. . May 2018 as planned L MP 19
Summary of ex-post evaluations of rural development by the European Agricultural .
2019 . completion date; 2019
development programmes 2007-2013 Fund for Rural Development (EAFRD); Art.
, . Management plan announces MFF
87: 'The summary of ex post evaluations SWD for 2019
shall be completed by 31 December 2016. ’
Legal act - Elements of regulations EU-B AGRI
1305/2013;1306/2013;1307/2013;
1308/2013 influencing the CAP contribution | Roadmap of July 2018 indicates BR
to local development. The evaluation will Q42019 as planned completion MP 19
Evaluation of the impact of the CAP on assess to what extent the currently date; 2019 Management plan
2020 generational renewal, local applicable CAP regulations (on rural announces SWD for 2019. L
development and jobs in rural areas development, direct payments, the External study published in
horizontal and the CMO regulations) November 2019. Subject to RSB

address generational renewal in agriculture. | scrutiny in 2020.
Focus lieson programming period 2014-
2020.
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-5455226_en
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/21c4fc5f-5064-11e9-a8ed-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/1413-Summary-of-the-ex-post-evaluations-of-2007-2013-rural-development-programmes
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-780196_en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/4bd0b0a2-0503-11ea-8c1f-01aa75ed71a1

Purpose/Reason and — “m

2020

2020

2020

Evaluation of the impact of the CAP

measures towards the general objective

"viable food production"

Evaluation of marketing standards
(contained inthe Common Markets
Organisation (CMO) Regulation, the
'breakfast directives'and CMO
secondary legislation)

Evaluation of the impact of the CAP on
climate change and greenhouse gas
emissions

(alternative title:

Evaluation of the impact of the CAP
towards the general objective

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Interim
evaluation

Legal act - Elements of regulations
1305/2013;1306/2013;1307/2013;
1308/2013 influencing viable food
production. Article 110(5) of Regulation (EU)
No 1306/2013 on the common monitoring
and evaluation framework of the CAP
requiresthe Commission to present areport
on the CAP performance by 31 December
2018 and a second report by 31 December
2021.This evaluation focuses on knowledge
transfer, innovation and advisory services.

Marketing standards so far have not been
subject to a horizontal and comprehensive
evaluation. This evaluation will contribute to
the performance check requiredinthe
Commission's policy making cycle. Itsresults
might feedinto a Commission report to the
EP and to the Council which according to
Article 75.6 of Regulation 1308/2013 is
required before any change in the list of
products covered by marketing standards.
The evaluation will help assess the
coherence between the various pieces of
legislation and identify potential for
simplification.

Legal act - The evaluation covers elements
of regulations 1305/2013;1306/2013;
1307/2013,1308/2013 influencing GHG
emissions from agriculture. Article 110(5) of
Regulation 1306/2013 on the common
monitoring and evaluation framework of
the CAP requires the Commission to present
a report with the first results of the
performance of the CAP by 31 December

The Roadmap of February 2017
indicates June 2018 as planned
completion date; 2019
Management plan announces
SWD for 2019.EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2020 as completion
date.

Roadmap of June 2017 indicates
Q4 2018 as planned completion
date; 2019 Management plan
announces SWD for 2019/2020.
Included in CWP 2020.

Roadmap of June 2017 indicates
8/2018 as planned completion
date; 2019 Management plan
announces SWD for 2019.EC
planning 2018 indicates Q4 2020
as completion date. External
study published inJuly 2019.

MP 19

EC18

EU-B

BR

MP 19

CWP 20

EU-B
MP 19
EC18

11-SDB

AGRI

AGRI

AGRI
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2020

2020

2020

2020

"sustainable management of natural
resourcesand climate action")

Evaluation of the EU agricultural
promotion policy - internal and third
country markets

(alternative title: Evaluation of the EU
agricultural promotion policy)

Evaluation of the EU Information Policy
on the CAP

(alternative title: EU farm policy —
evaluation of external communication
measures)

Evaluation of the impact of the Common
Agricultural Policy (CAP) on habitats,
landscapes and biodiversity

(alternative title: EU farm policy —
evaluation of itsimpact on habitats,
landscapes and biodiversity)

Evaluation of the impact of the Common
Agricultural Policy (CAP) on water

2018 and a second report, including an
assessment of the performance of the CAP,
by 31 December 2021.

Legal act, Financial Regulation - This
evaluation will contribute to the
preparation of the report which the
Commission has to submit by 31 December
2020 to the EP and to the Council on the
application of Regulation (EU) No
1144/2014.

This evaluation covers the information
activities carried out to implement the EU
information policy on the CAP and includes
an assessment of the communication
strategy 2016-2020.

Legal act - Elements of regulations
1305/2013;1306/2013;1307/2013,
1308/2013 impacting on habitats,
biodiversity, landscapes. The findings of the
present evaluation will feed into the
evaluation of the EU Biodiversity Strategy.
This evaluation is a specific action under the
Action Plan for nature, people and the
economy. It will contribute to the policy
discussions regarding negotiations on the
legislative proposals for the CAP post-2020
in view of environmental/climate objectives.

Legal act - Elements of regulations
1305/2013;1306/2013;1307/2013,
1308/2013 influencing CAP impact on water
(quality and quantity). The evaluation covers
all instruments under the 2014-2020 CAP,

Roadmap of July 2018 indicates
Q42019 as planned completion

date; 2019 Management plan
announces SWD for Q4 2019/Q 1 FR
2020.EC planning 2018 indicates
Q32020 as completion date.

Roadmap of July 2018 indicates
Q42019 as planned completion
date; 2019 Management plan
announces SWD for Q42019/Q 1
2020.EC planning 2018 indicates
Q22021 as completion date.

0]

Roadmap of November 2018
indicates Q12020 as planned
completion date; BR website Q2
2020;2019 Management plan
announces external study for L
2019.EC planning 2018 indicates

Q3 2020 as completion date.

External study published in

March 2020.

Roadmap of October 2018
indicates Q1-2 2020 as planned
completion date; 2019
Management plan announces
external study for 2019.EC

EU-B AGRI
BR

MP 19

BR AGRI

EU-B AGRI
BR
MP 19

11-SDB

EU-B AGRI
BR

MP 19


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/2096-Evaluation-of-the-information-Policy-on-the-CAP
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-656913_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5223823_en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/6d9e0724-4d8a-11ea-aece-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5223861_en

Purpose/Reason and — “m

2020

2020

2020

(alternative title: EU farm policy —
evaluation of itsimpact on water)

Evaluation of the mandatory indication
of the country of origin or place of

provenance for fresh, chilled and frozen
meat of swine, sheep, goats and poultry

(alternative title: Origin-labelling for
meat - evaluation)

Evaluation of the instruments applicable
to State aid in the agricultural and
forestry sectors and in rural areas

Evaluation of Geographical Indications
and Traditional Specialities Guaranteed
protectedinthe EU
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Mid-term
evaluation

with a focus on the direct payments support
schemes as set out in Regulation 1307/2013,
the horizontal measures as set out in articles
12-15and 91-101 of Regulation 1306/2013
as well as mainly the Rural Development
measures of Regulation 1305/2013.

Legal act - The Commission is required to
submit a report to evaluate the mandatory
indication of the country of origin or place
of provenance for fresh, chilled and frozen
meat of swine, sheep, goats and poultry by
1 April 2020 (Regulation 1169/2011); covers
also Commission implementing Regulation
1337/2013.

Legal/Treaty - The current framework for
State aid in the agricultural and forestry
sectors and inrural areas applies since 2014
and expireson 31 December 2020.The
focus of this evaluation isthe
implementation of the framework, esp. its
impact on the internal market. Results will
be used for the review of the State aid rules,
to be carried outin 2020 with view to
establishing a new State aid framework for
the agricultural and forestry sectorsand for
rural areas for the period 2021-2028. Article
108 TFEU lays down the obligation to keep
aid granted by the MS under constant
review and to assess ifitiscompatible with
the internal market.

Legal act - The currently applicable rulesfor
quality schemes are in place: for spirit drinks
since 2008, for agricultural products and
foodstuffs since 2012, for wines since 2013

planning 2018 indicates Q3 2020
as completion date. External
study published in February
2020.

Roadmap of September 2018
indicates Q2 2020 as planned
completion date; EC planning
2018 indicates Q4 2020 as
completion date.

Roadmap of April 2017 indicates
Q4 2020 as planned completion
date; final external study
published November 2018;2019
Management plan announces
SWD for 2019.

Roadmap of April 2019 indicates
Q4 2020 as planned completion
date; includedin CWP 2020.

EC18

11-SDB

EU-B

BR
EC18

BR

MP 19

I1-SDB

EU-B

BR

ENVI

AGRI

AGRI
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Year

2021

2021

2021

Title

(alternative title: Evaluation of EU food
quality schemes)

Evaluation of the Common Agricultural
Policy's impact on territorial
development of rural areas:
socioeconomic aspects

(Alternative titles: Evaluation of the
impact of the CAP towards the objective
“balanced territorial development”; EU
farm policy — impact on society and the
economy in rural areas)

Evaluation of the EU Information Policy
on the CAP

Evaluation of the Common Agricultural
Policy's impact on knowledge exchange
and advisory activities

(alternative title: EU farm policy —
evaluation of itsimpact on knowledge
exchange and advisory activities)

Type

Purpose/Reason and scope

and for aromatised wines since 2014.The
evaluation covers Regulation 1151/2012 on
quality schemes for agricultural products
and foodstuffs and relevant elements of
Regulation 1308/2013.

Legal act - The evaluation will cover
instruments and measures under the CAP
2014-2020, as set out in the Direct Payment
and Rural Development regulations. It is
part of a series of evaluations of the CAP
performance against its general objectives
and will assess the extent to which CAP
instruments/measures have contributed to
balanced territorial development in rural
areas with a focus on socio-economic
aspects, including social inclusion and
territorial impacts of direct payments.

This evaluation covers the activities carried
out to implement the EU information policy
on the CAP and includes an assessment of
the communication strategy 2016-2020.

The evaluation assesses the extent to which
the specific CAP objectives “fostering
knowledge transfer and innovation in
agriculture, forestry and rural areas” has
been achieved. It will identify strong and
weak points of the various CAP
instruments/measures and identify gaps
between farming and forestry practice and
required knowledge, information and
advice for farmers/foresters. It will
contribute to the CAP performance report
due by 2021.

Roadmap of May 2019 indicates
Q22021 as planned completion
date; BR website Q1 2021.

Roadmap of March 2019
indicates Q2 2021 as planned
completion date

Roadmap of May 2019 indicates
Q32021 as planned completion
date.

Trigger

EP
Committee
CWP 20
EU-B AGRI
BR
MP 19
EU-B AGRI
BR
EU-B AGRI
BR


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-2133696_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-3822583_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-1795664_en

Purpose/Reason and — “m

2021

2021

2021

2022

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

EU farm policy — impact on sustainable
management of the soil

Evaluation of the impact of the CAP
measures towards the general objective
"viable food production"

Second
evaluation

Evaluation of the impact of the CAP on
climate change and greenhouse gas
emissions

(alternative title:

Evaluation of the impact of the CAP
towards the general objective
"sustainable management of natural
resourcesand climate action")

Rural development - evaluation of the
LEADER programme

This evaluation will assess the extent to
which the EU's farm policy (CAP instruments
and measures) has helped farmers manage
the soil more sustainably. It will contribute

to the CAP performance report due by 2021.

Legal act - Elements of regulations
1305/2013;1306/2013;1307/2013;
1308/2013 influencing viable food
production. Article 110(5) of Regulation
1306/2013 on the common monitoring and
evaluation framework of the CAP requires
the EC to present a second report on the
performance of the CAP by 31 December
2021.This evaluation focuses on knowledge
transfer, innovation and advisory services.

Legal act - The evaluation covers elements
of regulations 1305/2013;1306/2013;
1307/2013,1308/2013 influencing GHG
emissions from agriculture. Article 110(5) of
Regulation 1306/2013 on the common
monitoring and evaluation framework of
the CAP requiresthe EC to present a second
CAP performance report by 31 December
2021.

MFF - This initiative will assess whether the
CAP has helped improve socio-economic
aspects of territorial development. It will
focus on whether LEADER has boosted
economic development, diversification and
social inclusion; improved local services;
strengthened the social fabric in rural areas.

Roadmap of July 2019 indicates
Q32021 as planned completion
date

2019 Management plan
announces the launch of this
evaluation for 2019.

EC planning 2018 indicates Q4
2021 as completion date.

Roadmap not yet available as
per June 2020.BR website
envisages completion for Q2
2022.

o)

MP 19
L

EC18
L

BR
MFF

AGRI

AGRI

AGRI

AGRI

47


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11834-EU-farm-policy-Evaluation-of-its-impact-on-sustainable-management-of-the-soil
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POSEI isthe EU scheme of specific measures EC18 AGRI
for agriculture in favour of the outermost

2022 Evaluation of POSEI reglons. The I.EC publ|sh§d an EC planning 201§ indicates Q4 0
implementation reportin 2016 and an 2022 as completion date.

external evaluation study in 2017 for the
period 2006-2014.

Legal act - Art. 12 of the Directive (EU) EC18 IMCO
Evaluation of the directive on unfair 2019/633 requiresan ev:.:IIuatl.on by EC planning 2018 indicates 2
2023 trading practicesin business to business November 2025, and an interim report on P 9 2V L
the state of the transposition and 2023 as completion date.

relationships in the food supply chain
Implementation by November 2021.

2024 Evaluation of the school schemes Legal aFt - Regulation 2016/791 requiresan | EC planning 201§ indicates Q2 L EC18 AGRI
evaluation by July 2023. 2024 as completion date.
2024 Interim evaluation of the CAP (tbc) Interim Legal act EC planning 2018 indicates Q2 L EC18 AGRI

evaluation 2024 as completion date.
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=COM%3A2016%3A797%3AFIN
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/7e21ac03-dbb8-11e6-ad7c-01aa75ed71a1

2021

2021

2022

1.2. DG CLIMA

Ex post evaluation of the LIFE 2014-2020

Evaluation of the Regulation setting CO,
standards for Heavy Duty Vehicles

Evaluation of the post-2020 CO, emission
standards for cars and vans

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Final
evaluatio
n

Legal act, MFF - Climate action sub-
programme of the LIFE programme 2014-
2020.The EU added value of the new LIFE
Programme stems from itsincreased link to
EU policiesas well as its capacity to lead to
marketable environmental and climate
solutions easily measurable on the basis of
performance indicators. The programme is
subject to a mid-term evaluation (2017) and
a final evaluation (2020-22). Article 27 of
Regulation (EC) No 1293/2013 stipulates
that the ex-post evaluation isdue by 31
December 2023.

Legal act - Regulation (EU) 2019/1242:
evaluation not later than 2023.

Legal act — Article 15 of Regulation (EU)
2019/631:The Commission shall, in 2023,
thoroughly review the effectiveness of this
Regulation

Following the 2017 mid-term
evaluation, the DG's Strategic
Plan 2016-2020 announces the
final evaluation for 2020-2022.

EC planning 2018 indicates Q4
2021 as completion date.

EC planning 2018 indicates Q4
2022 as completion date.

MFF

Strategic
Plan 2020

11-SDB

EC18
11-SDB
EC18

11-SDB

ENVI

ENVI

ENVI

49



EPRS | European Parliamentary Research Service

1.3. DG COMM

EP
Year Title Type Purpose/Reason and scope “ Committee

The 2018 MP announces MP 18 CULT
the launch of the

evaluation for Q3 2018.

EC planning 2018

indicates Q22019 as

completion date. 0

The Europe Direct Contact Centre,
managed by DG Communication,
provides free of charge, general
multilingual information services about
European Union matters, replying to
questions received via phone, email.
External mid-term evaluation
published in 2016.

Evaluation of the performance
2019 of the Europe Direct Contact
Centre (EDCC)
(Note: Itisnot clear
whether the result will
be an SWD or an external
study.)
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/mid-term-evaluation-europe-direct-information-centres-2013-2017.pdf

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

1.4. DG COMP

Government aid for regions in the REGI
EU should not distort competition
i i EC18
or affect trade inthe smgle. markgt. BR website indicates Q3
The current rulesfor assessing this | — —~ — —
. ) 2019 as planned 11-SDB
are set out in a series of EU )
L oo completion date;
guidelinesthat are due to expire in

2020, when they will be reviewed. Roadmap not yet

Evaluation of the regional aid published as of June

2019 . . i 0
framework applicable in 2014-20 The EC will evaluate the curren‘F 2020.
rules, incl. the method for drawing
up regional aid maps and the EC planning 2018
compatibility criteriafor regional indicates Q4 2019 as
investment and operating aid. completion date.
(not clear whether this evaluation
is part of the SAM fitness check)
The ongoing evaluation focuses on EU-B ECON
simplification and cutting red tape
where appropriate, streamlining of MP 19
the referral system and other The Roadmap of August CWP 20
improvements of a technical 2016 indicatesQ3 2017
. nature. Inlight of the recent as planned completion
Evaluation of procedural and .
N debate on the effectiveness of the | date. The 2019
2020 jurisdictional aspects of EU merger 0
control purely turnover-based Management Plan
jurisdictional thresholds of the EU announces a SWD for
Merger Regulation, the evaluation 2019.Included in CWP
also seeks to assess whether these 2020.
allow capturing all transactions,
which can potentially have an
impact in the internal market.
. . . Legal act, sunset clause - The Roadmap of February o EU-B ECON
2020 Fitness c.heFk of the 2012 S.tate Aid Fitness check current fitness check will coverthe | 2019 indicates Q1/2020
Modernisation package, railways . . L/ BR
General Block Exemption as planned completion
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-2607008_en
http://ec.europa.eu/smart-regulation/roadmaps/docs/2017_comp_003_evaluation.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-6623981_en
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guidelinesand short-term export
credit insurance

Evaluation of the Commission
Regulation (EU) No 330/2010 of 20
April 2010 on the application of
Article 101(3) of the Treaty on the

2020 Functioning of the European
Union to categories of vertical
agreements and concerted
practices (Vertical Block Exemption
Regulation)

52

Regulation (GBER), De minimis
Regulation, Regional aid
Guidelines, Research,
Development and Innovation (RDI)
Framework, Communication on
State aid for important projects of
common European interest (IPCEI
Communication), Riskfinance,
Airport and aviation Guidelines,
Energy and Environmental Aid
Guidelines (EEAG), Rescue and
restructuring Guidelines but also
the Railways Guidelinesas well as
the Short term export credit
Communication (the two latter are
not includedin the 2012 SAM
package). Most of the State aid

rules will expire by the end of 2020.

As the Fitness checkis not ready

before the SAM rules expire, the EC

envisages to prolong them.

Legal act, sunset clause - The
Vertical Block Exemption
Regulation 330/2010 is set to
expire on 31 May 2022.The
purpose of the evaluation is to
gather evidence on the
functioning of the Regulation (and
relevant Guidelines) so as to
determine whether it should be
lapsed, prolonged or revised. It
takes account of new market
developments, e.g. the increased
importance of online sales and the

date. BR website Sunset MP 19

updated forecast to Q3 clause

2020. CWP 20

Included in CWP 2020. 11-SDB
EU-B IMCO
BR

Roadmap of November 0]
2018 indicates Q2/2020 MP 19
as planned completion

date. EC planning 2018 CWP 20
indicates Q3 2020 as 11-SDB
completion date. Sunset

Included in CWP 2020. clause


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5068981_en

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

emergence of new market players
such as online platforms.

EU competitionrulesrelyon a BR ECON
common definition of terms,

including the concepts of 'relevant

product market' and 'relevant

geographic market'. The EC

defined these concepts inits 1997 Roadmap of April 2020

2021 EU competition law — market notice. It will now evalluate. indicates Q2 202? as 0
definition notice (evaluation) whether to update this notice to planned completion
ensure: date.
- itisaccurate and up-to-date;
« it setsout a clear and consistent
approach to market definitionin
competition cases (antitrust,
merger) across different industries.
Legal act, sunset clause - EU-B ECON
Compensation measures for health
and social servicesare subject to BR
EU State aid rulesand, more
. 11-SDB
particularly, the four texts that the L
Evaluation of State aid rulesfor Commission adopted as part of its = Roadmap of June 2019
2021 health and social services of 2012 SGEI package (SGEI indicates Q1/2021 as
general (economic) interest and of Communication, SGEI Decision, planned completion
the SGEI de minimis Regulation SGEI Framework and SGEI de date. Sunset
minimis Regulation, which is the clause
only text expiring on 31 December
2020). The current rules applicable
to health and social SGEls have not
been reviewed so far.
Evaluation of Commission Legal act, sunset clause - Roadmap of February EU-B TRAN
Regulation (EU) No 461/2010 of 27 Commission Regulation 461/2010 2019 indicates Q2/2021 L
ol May 2010 on the application of is set to expire on 31 May 2023. as planned completion BR ECON
Article 101(3) of the Treaty on the Pursuant to Art.7 thereof, the date; 2019 Management
Functioning of the European Commission has to draw up an plan announces a study
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12325-Evaluation-of-the-Commission-Notice-on-market-definition-in-EU-competition-law
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-3777435_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-6188380_en
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2021

2021

2024

54

Union to categories of vertical
agreements and concerted
practicesin the motor vehicle
sector (Motor Vehicle Block
Exemption Regulation)

Antitrust: Ex-post evaluation of
horizontal BERs/guidelines

Broadband network deployment -
evaluation of EU state aid rules

Antitrust: Private enforcement:
Evaluation of the Damages
Directive

1.5. DG CONNECT

evaluation report onits operation
by 31 May 2021.

Legal act, sunset clause -
Evaluation of the two Block
Exemption Regulations (BERs) for
horizontal co-operation
agreements between companies,
1217/2010and 1218/2010, which
will expire on 31 December 2022.

State subsidy ruleson the
broadband sector aim to support
the deployment of high-speed
broadband networks that are
competition-driven. This ensures
that public funding is steered
towards areas that need it most
(mainly rural and remote regions),
and prevents private investment
from being crowded out.

This evaluation will assess whether
the rules (Broadband Guidelines
and the relevant provisions in the
GBER) are working as intended.

Directive 2014/104/EU on antitrust
damages actions

tofor early2020 and an
evaluation report by May
2021.Timing confirmed
by EC planning 2018.

Roadmap of July 2019
indicates Q12021 as
planned completion
date.

Roadmap of June 2020
indicates Q2 2021 as
planned completion date

EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2024 as
completion date.

Sunset MP 19
clause

11-SDB

BR ECON
L
Sunset
clause

BR ITRE
(0]

EC18 ECON
(0}


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11886-Evaluation-of-EU-competition-rules-on-horizontal-agreements
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12398-Evaluation-of-State-Aid-rules-for-broadband-infrastructure-deployment
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Directive 2012/28 on certain permitted MP19 JURI
uses of orphan works faces several
2019 M | -
problems, as identified by the two EU 53 gestzn:r?eer\:;elsgt?o?\n II-DB
co-financed projects FORWARD and b gJ?me 2019. Roadma
Evaluation of the Orphan Works ENDOW. The Directive foresees y . P
2019 . . . . I not yet published as of
Directive reporting on its application and on the ;
s . April 2020. Tender for
possibility of extending the scope by .
. . . external study published
including publishers and/or other 42019
protected material such as stand-alone en ’
photographs and other images.
Legal Act - Art.49 of Regulation BR ITRE
910/2014 on electronic identification
and trust services for electronic CWP 20
t ti inthe int | ket
Report on the Application of rans.ac fons In .e !n ernal marke I1-SDB
Regulation (EU) 910/2014 requiresa Commission report on the Roadmap of September
eguiation : ) on application by 1 July 2020. Such 2019 indicates Q2 2020
electronicidentification and . : .
2020 transactions comprise e.g. e- as completion date.

trust servicesfor electronic
transactions in the internal
market (eIDAS Regulation)

signatures, e-seals, e-time stamping, e-
delivery and website authentication
certificates. The evaluation will cover
the whole elDAS legal framework incl.
itsimplementing acts and sectoral
legislation.

Evaluation includedin
CWP 2020.
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The review aims to reduce unnecessary CWP 20 ITRE
and costly administrative burden,
which can significantly deter and delay II-SDB

network deployment. It aims to
improve further the current measure

Review of the Broadband Cost by simplifying permits and procedures
2020 Reduction Directive (Directive or by making the engineering works Included in CWP 2020. 0
2014/61/EV) more agile by improving coordination

with other infrastructures (roads,
energy, etc.) This can represent an
opportunity for new legislation to
reduce overall administrative burdens
in the sector.

Legal act - The Commission shall CWP 20 IMCO
report on the evaluation of this
Regulation to the European ITRE

Parliament, the Council and the

European Economic and Social

Committee by 23 March 2020, as

required by Article 9 of the Regulation L
(EV) .302/2018.The Commlsspn shall Included in CWP 2020.

take into account the overall impact of 0
the Regulation on the internal market

and cross-border e-commerce,

including, the potential additional

administrative and financial burden for

traders stemming from the existence

of different applicable regulatory

consumer contract law regimes.

JURI

Review of the Regulation on the
2020 internal market and cross-border
e-commerce (Geo-Blocking)
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1.6. DG DEVCO

Geographic evaluations inthe
area of international cooperation
and development (DG DEVCO)
(Regional Latin America, El
Salvador, Nicaragua, Myanmar,
Rwanda, Somalia)

2019

Thematic Evaluation of EU's
Support to Conflict Prevention
and Peace-Building (CPPB) 2013-
2017

2019

Evaluation of the EU's State

2019 Building Contracts (2012-2018)

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

geographic

thematic

thematic

Legal act Article 12 of the Common
Implementing Regulation (CIR) requiresthe
Commission to "regularly evaluate the results
of geographical and cross-border policies
and programmes and of sectoral policiesand
the effectiveness of programming in order to
ascertain whether the objectives have been
met and enable it to formulate
recommendations with a view to improving
future operations".

Legal act - The legal base for carrying out this
external evaluationis derived from the
Article 12 of the Common Implementing
Regulation (CIR) of 2014 which foresees that
the Commission should “evaluate the impact
and effectiveness of its sector policiesand
actions and the effectiveness of
programming, where appropriate by means
of independent external evaluations”. This
external evaluation will feed the overarching
final evaluation of the financing instruments
(See article 17 of the Common Implementing
Regulation (CIR)).

Legal - This evaluative study is part of the DG
DEVCO multiannual Evaluation plan. Itis
carried out pursuant Article 12 of the
Common Implementing Regulation (CIR) of
2014, which foreseesthat the Commission
should “evaluate the impact and
effectiveness of its sector policies and actions
and the effectiveness of programming,

Roadmap of January
2018 indicates Q2 2019
as planned completion
date; Nicaragua
suspended according to
DEVCO WPSE 2019.
External studies
published for Latin
America, El Salvador

Roadmap of January
2018 indicatesQ4 2019
as planned completion
date

Roadmap of October
2018 indicatesQ4 2019
as planned completion
date

WPSE19

L

EU-B
BR

11-SDB

EU-B

BR
11-SDB

DEVE

AFET
DEVE

AFET

DEVE
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-3855161_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/evaluation-eus-regional-development-cooperation-latin-america-2009-2017_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/evaluation-eus-regional-development-cooperation-latin-america-2009-2017_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/evaluation-eu-budget-support-el-salvador-2009-2017_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-292394_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5279053_en
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2019

2019

2019

2019

2019

Evaluation of EU Development
Cooperation on Drugs

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Rwanda

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
the Central African Republic

Evaluation of EU cooperation with

Myanmar

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Mali

thematic

geographic

geographic

geographic

geographic

where appropriate by means of independent
external evaluations”. State Building
Contracts (SBC) are a type of budget support
programmes designed to support countries
in fragile situations and to enable the EU to
deploy rapid support mechanisms in difficult
contexts.

This evaluation derivesfrom the need to
integrate the new approach pledged by the
UN General Assembly Special Session on
Drugs (UNGASS) and its link to development
cooperation aspects. Moreover, it isfuelled
by the need of investing ina common
approach on drugs within the EU.

Legal act - Article 12 of the Common
Implementing Regulation (CIR) 236/2014.
Geographic evaluations assess the
cooperation policies, and the contribution of
projects, programmes and instruments to
these policies over a significant period of
time in a given country or region.

Legal act- Art 12 CIR

Legal act— Art 12 CIR

Legal act- Art 12 CIR

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2018-2022 planned for
2019

In the DEVCO Work
programme for strategic
evaluations 2018-2022
(WPSE) planned for 2018;
postponed from 2017;
WPSE 2019-2023 lists
evaluation as ongoing.

In the DEVCO WPSE
2018-2022 planned for
2018 (relaunched); WPSE
2019-2023 lists

evaluation as ongoing.

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 listed as
ongoing.

In the DEVCO WPSE
2018-2022 planned for
2018.WPSE 2019-2023

—

WPSE18
11-SDB

WPSE18

WPSE19
11-SDB

WPSE18

11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE18

DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET


https://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/evaluation-work-programme-2018-2022_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/evaluation-work-programme-2018-2022_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/evaluation-work-programme-2018-2022_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/system/files/evaluation-work-programme-2019-2023_en.pdf
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. . EP

lists evaluation as 11-SDB DEVE
ongoing.
Evaluation of EU cooperation with In the DEVCO WPSE WPSE18 o
2019 Iraq (tbe) geographic Legal act- Art 12 CIR 2018-2022 planned for L
2019 11-SDB DEVE
The evaluation of Civil Society Organisations WPSE19 DEVE
and Local Authorities, first thematic
programme of the DCI - Development 11-SDB
Evaluation of Civil Society Cooperation Instrument - will start with afirst = Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2020 Organisations and local programme phase (2018) to ensure the evaluability of the = 2019-2023 planned for 0]
authorities programme (2014-2020) through robust 2019
primary information, and continue with a
second phase (2019) to carry out a
comprehensive evaluation.
The evaluation follows up on a previous WPSE19 DEVE
evaluation from 2006. It will allow to gather
evidence in times of reform of the World 11-5DB
Bank Group trust fund (WBG TF) system. This
would e.g. create abetter basis to facilitate a
more strategic use of the WBG TFs by the
Commission, allowing it to capitalise better
on them. This should help reducin
Evaluation on delivery through fragmentation, increasinginﬂuencz over In the DEVCO WPSE
2020 thematic 2019-2023 announced 0

international development banks them, strengthen the position of the
Commission in TF governance, as well as
better visibility and involvement in decision-
making. The Commission currentlyisthe
third largest contributor to WBG TFs (156
active WBG TF contributions with around
USD 2,406 million for 2014-2018 [DEVCO
alone contributesaround EUR 430 million

per year to 79 TF for the period 2010-2017]).

for 2020.
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2020

2020

2020

2020

60

Mid-term Evaluation of EU's

Emergency Trust Fund for stability mid-term
and addressing root causes of evaluation;
lrregular. mlgr'atlon and displaced thematic
persons in Africa2015-2019

thematic,

EU Trust Funds .
meta evaluation

Evaluation of the European
Union's co-operation on

Vocational Education and thematic

Training, for inclusive and

sustainable Growth (2014-2018)

Economic Partnership .
thematic

Agreements (EPAs)

Legal act - Art 12 CIR. Established in 2015, the
ETF has financed so far 146 programmes
across itsthree regions of intervention (Sahel
Regionand Lake Chad, Horn of Africa, North
Africa). This mid-term evaluation will cover
the period 2015-2019.

Evaluation of this new delivery modality
based on 5 years of experience by 2020. This
meta evaluation will be based on the
information of 3 evaluations of EU trust
funds: Bekou (RCA evaluation); Madad
evaluation (DG NEAR); EU TF for Africa

Legal act - Art 12 CIR. Vocational education
and training have a prominent place inthe
2030 Agenda for Sustainable Development.
The purpose of this evaluation is to assess EU
action on vocational education and training
in development cooperation between 2014
and 2018 and its contribution to reducing
unemployment. It mainly concernsthe
partner countries financed by the European
Development Fund and the Development
Cooperation Instrument.

Legal act - EPAs are trade and development
agreements negotiated between the EU and
African, Caribbean and Pacific regions
engaged in aregional economic integration
process. The EPAs were put in place to help
ACP countriesintegrate into the world
economy and share in the opportunities
offered by globalization. The objective of this
evaluation isto assess the extent to which
the implementation of the EU support for
EPAs has created favourable conditions to

Roadmap of November
2018 indicates Q12020
as planned completion
date

In the DEVCO WPSE
2018-2022 planned for
2020

Roadmap of October
2018 indicates Q4 2020
as planned completion
date

In the DEVCO WPSE
2018-2022 planned for
2020

L

EU-B

BR

WPSE18

11-SDB

EU-B

BR

WPSE18

11-SDB

DEVE

AFET

DEVE

DEVE

INTA


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5681771_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5516150_en

. . EP

2020

2020

2020

2020

2020

Meta evaluation of governance,
human rightsand the rule of law

Meta evaluation - Biodiversity

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Kyrgyzstan

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Mauritania

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Niger

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

thematic,

meta evaluation

thematic,
meta evaluation

geographic

geographic

geographic (joint
evaluation with
other donors)

boost trade in the targeted regions, stimulate
growth and facilitate job creation.

This evaluation will focus on the assessment
of the thematic programme 'Global Public
Goods and Challenges'. Itslegal base lays in
Regulation 233/2014 'establishing a
financing Instrument for Development
Cooperation (DCI)'. Actions that range from
environment, human development,
sustainable energy and agriculture to
migration and asylum are funded through
this programme.

Biodiversity and development are closely
linked. The European Commission has
provided official aid funds for biodiversity-
related activities of around €1.3 billion
between 2002 and 2017.This evaluation will
encompass lessons learnt and practices
focused on agro-biodiversity and wildlife.

Legal act- Art 12 CIR

Legal act- Art 12 CIR

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation
published 2010. Usefulness in the context of
the G5 Sahel initiative for cooperation on
development and security policy

In the DEVCO WPSE
2018-2022 planned for
2020

Inthe DEVCO WPSE 201-
2023 advanced to0 2020
to allow having initial
findings for the
Conference of the Parties
for the Convention on
Biological Diversity in
October 2020.

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2020

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2020

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2020

WPSE18

o)

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19

L 11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19
11-SDB

DEVE

DEVE

AFET
DEVE

AFET
DEVE

AFET
DEVE
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2021

2021

2021

2021

2021

2021

Evaluation of EU support to
agriculture — growth -
employment

Meta evaluation “Global public
goods and challenges”
programme

PFM including domestic resource
mobilisation and utilisation

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Angola

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Tajikistan

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Guatemala

thematic

thematic,

meta evaluation

thematic

geographic

geographic

geographic

The need for thisevaluation isunderpinned
by the fact that in more and more ACP
countries the sector of rural development is
an essential focal sector in line with our
commitments. The objective of the
evaluation is to evaluate the results of the
support provided by the EU inthisarea.

The purpose of these meta-evaluations is to
make use of the findings from completed
evaluations and to feed into the final
evaluation of the Instruments post-2022. The
legal base of this Programme lays in the
Regulation 233/2014 establishing a financing
Instrument for Development Cooperation
(D). Actionsranging from environment,
human development, sustainable energy
and agriculture to migration and asylum are
funded through this programme.

Cross-cutting issue New Consensus:
Assessment of policy dialogue and assistance
provided for public financial management
(PFM) including impact on anti-corruption.

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation

published 2009.

Legal act- Art 12 CIR

Legal act- Art 12 CIR

WPSE18
Inthe DEVCO WPSE II-SDB
2019-2023 postponedto | O
2020
WPSE19
11-SDB
Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for 0]
2021
In the DEVCO WPSE WPSETS
2019-2023 planned for 0] 11-SDB
2021
Inthe DEVCO WPSE WPSE19
2019-2023 planned for L
2020 11-SDB
Inthe DEVCO WPSE WPSE19
2019-2023 planned for L
Inthe DEVCO WPSE WPSE19
2019-2023 planned for L I1-SDB

2021

DEVE

DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET

DEVE
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Purpose/Reason and e “m

2021

2022

2022

2022

Evaluation of EU cooperation with

Somalia geographic

Meta evaluation - External thematic,

Investment Plan meta evaluation

thematic,
(Meta-) evaluation SDGs
Meta evaluation

thematic,
meta evaluation

Meta evaluation - Joint
implementation

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Evaluation possibly
together with ECHO (Horn of Africa).

The European External Investment Planis an
example of a'smarter' use of Official
Development Assistance to leverage funding
from other sources, create quality and decent
jobs, and generate inclusive sustainable
growth for the benefit of the poorest. It
encourages investments that otherwise
would not happen - for example in conflict-
affected areas or where economic
governance is lacking.

Based on the New European Consensus that
translates SDGs into the EU policy framework
and the revised development results
framework (2018) this evaluation would
assess in how far EU contributed to
implementation of SDGs and with which
results 6 years after their launch, in order to
feed into the second Joint Synthesis Report
on the implementation of the Consensus
ahead of High Level Political Forum 2023.

Having a prominent role in the new
European Consensus, Joint implementation
isa way of promoting a more coherent,
effective and coordinated EU support based
on shared objectivesin selected sectors or on
cross-sectoral specific themes, tailored to the
country contexts. It ranges from delegated
cooperation, joint operational programmes
to technical expertise (twinning), thematic
Trust Funds and Joint management centres.

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2021

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2022

In the DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2022

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2018-2022 planned for
2022

L

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19
11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE18

11-SDB

DEVE

AFET
DEVE

AFET
DEVE

DEVE
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64

2022

2022

2022

2022

2022

2023

2023

2023

2023

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Malawi

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Guyana

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
South Sudan

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Zimbabwe

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Papua New Guinea

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Nepal

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Ethiopia

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Nigeria

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Benin

geographic

geographic

geographic

geographic

geographic

geographic

geographic

geographic

geographic

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation

published 2011.

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation

published 2008.

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. possibly together with

ECHO

Legal act— Art 12 CIR

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation

published 2000.

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation

published 2012.

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation

published 2012.

Legal act — Art 12 CIR: Last evaluation

published 2010.

Legal act- Art 12 CIR

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2022

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2022

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2022

In the DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2022

In the DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2022

In the DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2023

In the DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2023

In the DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2023

In the DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2023

L

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19
11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

DEVE

AFET
DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET
DEVE

AFET
DEVE

AFET

DEVE



Purpose/Reason and e “m

2023

2024

2024

2024

2024

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Jamaica

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Mozambique

Mid-term evaluation of the
External financing instruments:
NDICI, Overseas Association
Decision (OAD), European
Instrument for Nuclear Safety
(INSQ)

Innovative engagement with
more advanced developing
countries

Evaluation of European
Development Days

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

geographic

geographic

thematic,

mid-term
evaluation

thematic

thematic

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation
published 2012.

Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation
published 2009

Legal act — The evaluation will assess the
NDICI, INSC and OAD at the mid-point of

their implementation as set out in the
regulations (currently under negotiation). At
the same time, the evaluation will feed the
final evaluation of the existing instruments.

New Consensus and 9 years after DCI-
graduation. With MFF 2014-2020 graduation
of partner countries was introduced for first
time at EU-level to develop further the
cooperation with upper MICs and economies
with a share of more than 1% of world gross
national income towards more of a
partnership focussing stronger on shared
interestson the assumption that those
countries could afford the financing of their
development themselves.

Evaluation on the impact of the EDD on the
international development exchange and in
how far the EDD have become areference for
the exchange and developments inthe
policy area.

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2023.

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2024

In the DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2024

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2024

Inthe DEVCO WPSE
2019-2023 planned for
2024

L

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19
11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

WPSE19

11-SDB

DEVE

AFET
DEVE

AFET
DEVE

AFET
DEVE

AFET

DEVE
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Inthe DEVCO WPSE WPSE19

Evaluation of EU cooperation with Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation

2024 Liberia geographic published 2010. 2019-2023 planned for L 11-SDB .
2024
Evaluation of EU cooperation with geographic Legal act — Art 12 CIR. Last evaluation In the DEVCO WPSE WPSE19 o
2024 . . 2019-2023 planned for L
ASEAN (regional) published 2009 2024 11-SDB DEVE
Evaluation of EU cooperation with In the DEVCO WPSE WPSET9 2
2024 P geographic Legal act - Art 12CIR 2019-2023 planned for L
Cuba 2023 I1-SDB DEVE
The DG's 2019 MP 19 AFET
. . . Management Plan
Evaluation of the implementation indicates that the DEVE

n/a of EU external actions in the area ) . 0

of forced displacement evaluation will be
P launched in the first half

of 2019
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1.7. DG DIGIT

. EP
Year Title Type Purpose/Reason and scope T"?ge Commi
ttee
. BR ITRE
Legal act, MFF - Art. 13 of the Decision (EU) 2015/2240 .
S - L ) EC planning 2018
establishing a programme on interoperability solutionsand | . DG
: 2 . - . indicates Q4 2021 as
Evaluation of the ISA common frameworks for European public administrations, . websit
. . . L ) completion date.
2021 Programme (eGovernment Final evaluation businesses and citizens (ISA? programme) as a means for e
. L . . . Roadmap notyet
servicesacross the EU) modernising the public sector, requires a final evaluation blished ) MFF
by 31 December 2021.Interim evaluation published in publisned as of June
2020.
2019.
11-SDB
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12311-Final-evaluation-of-the-programme-on-interoperability-solutions-for-administrations-businesses-and-citizens-ISA-

EPRS | European Parliamentary Research Service

1.8. DG EAC

Trlgg

This evaluation covers the core of EU cultural CULT
cooperation, based on the 2007 European
Agenda for Culture. It follows a request from BR
the Council, inits Conclusions on a Work
Plan for Culture (2015-2018), which invite Roadman of October
the Commission to 'adopt, before the end of —Q. .
. 2017 indicates Q4 2018
Evaluation of the European the first half of 2018, and on the basis of as planned completion
2018 P voluntary contributions from Member P . P
Agenda for Culture (2007-2017) ) . . date. EC planning 2018
States, a final report on the implementation | . dicates Q4 2024 as
and relevance of the Work Plan.’ Its focus is indica .
on the implementation of the WP 2015-2018 completion date.
(as past WPs have been the object of
previous evaluations). The new European
Agenda for Culture has been issued in 2018,
as (COM(2018)267.
FR - The evaluation of the European Week of EU-B CULT
Sport covers 2015 and 2016 as well as the Roadmap of July 2017
2elueien G0l Breean Wadlk 'live' evaluation of the organisation of the indicates Q2 2018 as BR
2019 Weekin 2017, both at European and planned completion FR
oL national levels. The Financial regulation date. Study published
requiresthat all activities with resources in February 2019
over 5 million EUR are regularly evaluated.
Legal act - Decision No 1194/2011/EU.The EU-B CULT
aim of thisinterim evaluation is to assess the = Roadmap ofJuly 2017
implementation of the European Heritage indicates Q4 2018 as
2019 Evaluation of the European Interim evaluation Label (EHL) actionin the first six years since planned completion L

Heritage Label

68

its creation (2011-2017). According to the
Legal Base an evaluation should be
deliveredin 2018 for the first time, and every
six years thereafter.

date. External study
published in June
2019.


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-4922523_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/1417-SWD-on-the-Evaluation-of-the-European-Week-of-Sport
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/09961b30-3a44-11e9-8d04-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-3383232_en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/6d66be3f-8d84-11e9-9369-01aa75ed71a1

Year

2019

2019

2020

Title

Ex-Post evaluation of the 2018
European Capitals of Culture
(Leeuwarden and Valetta)

Validation of non-formal and
informal learning - evaluation

Digitisation and online access of
cultural material and digital
preservation

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Type

Ex-post evaluation

Purpose/Reason and scope

Legal act - Article 12 of Decision
1622/2006/EC lays down the obligation to
ensure "the external and independent
evaluation of the results of the European
Capital of Culture event of the previous
year". The EC isobliged to present a report
on that evaluation by the end of the year
following the event;in this case, by end
2019.

Legal act - This evaluation concerns the
Council Recommendation of 20 December
2012 onthe validation of non-formal and
informal learning. It invites Member States
to put in place national arrangements for
validation by 2018.The act itselfrequiresthe
Commission assesses and evaluates the
action taken and reports to the Council by
31 December 2019 on the experience
gained and implications for the future,
including if necessary, a possible review and
revision of this Recommendation.

The Commission Recommendation
2011/711/EUis one of the main policy
instruments on digitisation, online access
and digital preservation of cultural heritage
material. The purpose of the evaluation is to
assess whether the Recommendation has
delivered as expected and ifit is still adapted
to the current situation in the EU cultural
heritage sector. |t should also explore
options for the way forward, with a view to
revise the Recommendation based on
lessons learned and relevant new
technologies.

Roadmap of April 2018
indicates Q4 2019 as
planned completion
date. EC planning 2018
indicates Q12020 as L
completion date.

External study

published in December
2019.

Roadmap of October
2018 indicates Q4 2019

as planned completion L
date.

Roadmap of July 2019
indicates Q3 2020 as 0

planned completion
date.

Trigg EP
er Committee
EU-B

CULT
BR
BR CULT
BR CULT
CWP 20
11-SDB
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-1936090_en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/6312a17a-1b6a-11ea-8c1f-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5123386_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11837-Evaluation-of-the-Recommendation-on-digitisation-and-online-accessibility-of-cultural-material-and-digital-preservation
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Trlgg

Legal act - Article 12 of Decision CULT
1622/2006/EC of the EP and of the Council

lays down the obligation to ensure "the mgzggg;g 2 BR
Ex-Post evaluation of the 2019 external and independent evaluation of the lanned completion
2021 European Capitals of Culture Ex-post evaluation | resultsof the European Capital of Culture P p.
. . " . date. EC planning 2018
(Matera and Plovdiv) event of the previous year". The Commission

indicates Q1 2021 as

isobliged to present a report on that .
9 P P completion date.

evaluation by the end of the year following
the event - in this case, by end 2020.

Legal act - Article 12 of Decision CULT
1622/2006/EC of the EP and of the Council
lays down the obligation to ensure "the

Ex-Post evaluation of the 2020 external and independent evaluation of the
2021 European Capitals of Culture Ex-post evaluation | resultsof the European Capital of Culture L
(Rijeka) event of the previous year". The Commission

isobliged to present a report on that
evaluation by the end of the year following
the event - in this case, by end 2021.

Evaluation of European EC planning 2018 EC18 CULT
2021 Commission Library and e- Interim evaluation published in 2015. indicates Q4 2021 as o)
Resources Centre completion date.
Legal act - As required by Article 25(1) of the EC18 CULT

Framework Regulation for executive
agencies of the Commission, an evaluation

Evaluation of the Education, of the Education, Audiovisual and Culture EC planning 2018
2021 Audiovisual and Culture Executive periodic Executive Agency (EACEA) is performed with | indicates Q42021 as L
Agency (EACEA) 2018-2020 a 3-year frequency to assess EACEA's completion date.

implementation of the parts of the EU
funding programmes which have been
entrusted toit.

70


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-3143701_en

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

. Trigg EP

2021

2022

2024

2024

2024

2024

Evaluation of DG EAC
communication activities

European cooperationin
education and training (ET 2020)

Evaluation of the European

. Final evaluation
Heritage Label

Evaluation of European Capitals of
Culture - initial interim report
under new legal basis

Interim evaluation

Evaluation of Marie Sktodowska-
Curie Actions (final evaluation
2014-2020 and interim evaluation
2021-2027)

Final and interim
evaluation

Evaluation of sport policy

Legal act - Evaluation of Strategic policy
framework in the field of education and
training (Council Conclusions 2009/C
119/02) with aview to inform the European
education and training policy beyond 2020.
Mid-term evaluation published in 2015.

Legal act - Decision No 1194/2011/EU.The
aim of thisinterim evaluation is to assess the
implementation of the European Heritage
Label (EHL) actionin the first six years since
its creation (2011-2017). According to the
legal base an evaluation should be delivered
in 2018 for the first time, and every six years
thereafter.

Legal act - Art. 16:“The Commission shall
present to the European Parliament, (..): (a)
an initial interim report by 31 December
2024,

Legal act

EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2021 as
completion date.

EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2022 as
completion date.

EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2024 as
completion date.

EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2024 as
completion date.

EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2024 as
completion date.

EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2024 as
completion date.

0]

EC18

EC18

EC18

EC18

EC18

EC18

CULT

CULT

CULT

CULT

ITRE

CULT
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. Trigg EP

Evaluation of the EC Traineeshi EC planning 2018 EC18 cuLT
2024 P The last evaluation dates from 2014. indicates Q4 2024 as 0]
Scheme .
completion date.
Evz;\.l;at.lz)ncof tht?fEurIopealn . R EC planning 2018 EC18 CULT
2024 olidarity Corps (final evaluation inal an |r.1 erim Legal act indicates Q4 2024 as L
2018-2020 and interim evaluation evaluation completion date
2021-2027) P '
Evalgat!on DI ) n Legal act - Article 25(1) of the Framework EC planning 2018 EC18 cuLT
Audiovisual and Culture Executive Lo ; . . L
2024 . periodic Regulation for executive agencies of the indicates Q4 2024 as L
AeEey (SAAER) e s piion) Commission completion date
2021-2023 P '
Legal act, MFF - review clause The EC18 CULT
Evaluation of Creative Europe Final and interim Commission shall submit the final evaluation = EC planning 2018 L
2024 (final evaluation 2014-2020 and ovaluation report referred to in paragraph 5 to the indicates Q4 2024 as
interim evaluation 2021-2027) European Parliament and the Council by 30 completion date. MFF
June 2022/
Evaluation of Erasmus + (final ) . . EC planning 2018 L EC18 CULT
. . . Final and interim o
2024 evaluation 2014-2020 and interim luati Legal act, MFF indicates Q4 2024 as
evaluation 2021-2027) evaluation completion date. MFF
F:gilizilngfrirzgsai?;:p'l?:cnhnology Final and interim EC planning 2018 e e
indi 42024
2024 (EIT) (final evaluation 2014-2020 evaluation Legal act 'Cr;icite?o% da'?e a |t
and interim evaluation 2021-2027) P )
EC planning 2018 EC18 CULT
2024 Evaluation of youth policy indicates Q4 2024 as 0

completion date.
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1.9. DG ECFIN

q . EP

Legal act - The evaluation will assess the first EU-B INTA
MFA operation to Tunisia detailedin EP and
Council Decision No 534/2014/EU. It focuses BR
on the contribution of MFA to structural
Ex-post evaluation of reformand the macroeconomic performance. mﬁg?;&e;aT 8
macro-financial assistance . -
2019 to Tunisia over the period Ex-post evaluation ' article 8(2) of the Decision stipulates: ‘No later planned completion L

date; BR Website

o than two years after the expiry of the
2014-2017 ’ Py suggests Q32019

availability period referred toin Article 1(4), the
Commission shall submit to the European
Parliament and to the Council an ex-post
evaluation report.

EC18 IMCO
Busi dc DG ECFIN conducts regular harmonised EC planning 2018
2019 usiness an (?nsumer surveys for different sectors of the economies | indicates October 2020 0 11-SDB
Surveys Evaluation . . . A .
inthe EU and in the applicant countries. as completion date.
Legal act - The ex-post evaluation will assess BR INTA
the MFA 1l to Ukraine in line with the
requirements of Decision (EU) 2015/601.The 11-SDB

MFA aims at alleviating the country's large

external financing needs and to support the The Roadman of March

Evaluajclon c?f macro- . ambltl(')l:IS reform programme of the . 2020 indicates Q3 2020
2020 financial assistance to ex-post evaluation authorities. The programme largely builds on as planned completion L
Ukraine Il (2015-2017) the reform agenda pursued by the Ukrainian P P

o date.
authorities and covers a broad range of areas,

including public finance management,
governance and transparency, the energy
sector, social safety nets, business
environment and the financial sector.
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-3054078_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12118-Ex-post-evaluation-of-macro-financial-assistance-to-Ukraine-
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Year Title

Uniform rounding rules
(Follow up of Report on
2020 recent developments as
regards euro coins
COM(2018) 787)

EU financial aid (macro-
financial assistance) —
analysis of several
evaluations (2010-20);
2021
[previous working title:
Meta-evaluation of Macro
Financial Assistance
evaluations]

Ex-post evaluation of the
2021 Greece economic

adjustment programmes

74

Type

Meta evaluation

Purpose/Reason and scope

Legal act - Evaluation of the use of one- and
two-euro cent coins and of the possibility to
introduce common rounding rules. A possible
proposal would introduce common rounding
rulesto address the challenges related to the
use of one-and two euro cent coins. This
evaluation ismandated by recital 7 of
Regulation (EU) 651/2012.

The EU provides non-EU partner countries
with loans or grants in the form of macro-
financial assistance.

This analysis will:

- examine the results of 15 evaluations of
financial aid carried out between 2010-2020;
- strengthen knowledge management,
thereby improving the financial aid
instrument;

« make the Commission's Directorate-General
for Economic and Financial Affairs more
transparent and accountable.

Financial Regulation - This evaluation will
assess the EU's 2010-18 financial assistance
programmes (‘economic adjustment
programmes') for Greece, intended to helpit
recover from its debt crisis. The evaluation will
consist of an ex post assessment of the
economic objectives, content and results of
the programme. The analysis will be primarily
economic and based on data analysis and
stakeholder interviews. Similar evaluations
have already been completed onthe IE, ES &
PT programmes and CY is planned.

Trigger

CWP 20  ECON

EC CWP 2020 indicates
Q42020 as completion L
date

BR INTA

11-SDB

Roadmap not yet

available as of June 2020.

BR website indicates )
Q22021 as completion

date.

BR ECON
EC planning 2018 11-5DB
indicates June 2020 as
starting date. Roadmap
not yet published as of
June 2020.BR website
indicates Q3 2021 as
planned completion
date.

EP

Committee


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12146-Meta-evaluation-of-macro-financial-assistance-operations-2010-2020-
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12145-Evaluation-economic-adjustment-programmes-Greece-

EP
Y Titl T P R d Tri

2021

2021

2021

2021

2021

Ex-post evaluation of the
Pericles 2020 Programme

Evaluation of the Quarterly

Report on the Euro Area

Ex-post evaluation of the
Jordan Il macro-financial

assistance (MFA)
programme

Ex-post evaluation of the
Tunisia Il macro-financial
assistance (MFA)
programme

Evaluation of the EU
financial assistance to
Moldova

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Ex-post evaluation

geographic

Legal act, MFF — Pericles 2020 isthe
Programme for exchange, assistance and
training for the protection of the euro against
counterfeiting ('Pericles 2020' Programme).
Art. 12 of Regulation 2014/331 requiresafinal
evaluation by end-2021.The mid-term
evaluation was published as SWD(2017) 443.

The evaluation will assess the effectiveness,
efficiency and utility of the Quarterly Report
on the Euro Area (QREA) publication.

Legal act

Legal act

Legal act. EU assistance to Moldova — worth
€335-410 millionin this period — focuses
mainly on helping the country reformiits
public administration, develop its economy
and become more connected with the EU (in
terms of both infrastructure and people-to-
people contacts). This evaluation will examine
how far thisaid is helping meet the targets for
Moldova's development and closer links with
the EU, against the backdrop of the country's
association agreement with the EU. Art. 8 of
Decision (EU) 2017/1565.

EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2021 as
completion date.

EC planning 2018
indicates June 2020 as
starting date

EC planning 2018
indicates June 2020 as
starting date

EC planning 2018
indicates June 2020 as
starting date

EC planning 2018
indicates September
2021 as starting date.

Roadmap not yet
available as of June 2020.

MFF

L

EC18

11-SDB

EC18
11-SDB

EC18

11-SDB

EC18

11-SDB

BR

NEAR19

11-SDB

LIBE

ECON

INTA

INTA

AFET
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0443
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12107-Evaluation-of-EU-s-cooperation-with-Republic-of-Moldova-2014-2020-
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(Also listed in the planning of DG NEAR.)

The evaluation of the Communication EC18 ECON
Strategy will assess the Commission's 11-SDB
Evaluation of DG ECFIN's commumcatnon activities anq provide !EC plannlng 2018
2021 T . guidance and recommendations towards indicates June 2019 as 0]
9y refining and further developing the next starting date

communication strategy. The last evaluation
report dates from 2015.

EC planning 2018 EC18 BUDG
2022 Evaluation of EFSI 2.0 Legal act indicates September L
2021 as starting date I1-SDB ECON
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1.10. DGECHO

Evaluation of the Financial Regulation, legal act - Evaluation SWD(2018) 486 SWD(2018)
based on Art.30(4) of the Financial FR 486
European Union's . o indicates the
2020 L geographic Regulation and Art. 18 of the Humanitarian - .
humanitarian ) - . . evaluation will be
. . . Aid Regulation (Council Regulation (EC) No .
interventionsin Iraq 1257/96) launched in 2019.
Evaluation of the Financial Regulation, legal act - Evaluation SWD(2019) 421 SWD(2019) DEVE
European Union's based on Art.30(4) of the Financial indicates the FR 421
2020 humanitarian geographic Regulation and Art. 18 of the Humanitarian luati ilb
assistance in Ukraine, Aid Regulation (Council Regulation (EC) No eva UT 'Or;‘,m 2020 L
2014-2018 1257/96) completedin 2020.
Evaluation of the EU ) . . . SWD(2019) DEVE
L Financial Regulation, legal act - Evaluation
humanitarian response . . SWD(2019) 421 421
. based on Art.30(4) of the Financial — FR
to the Rohingya . . _— indicates the
2020 P geographic Regulation and Art. 18 of the Humanitarian . )
refugee crisisin . . . - evaluation will be
Aid Regulation (Council Regulation (EC) No . L
Myanmar and 1257/96) completedin 2020.
Bangladesh, 2017-2019
Evaluation of the Financial Regulation, legal act - Evaluation SWD(2019) 421 SWD(2019) DEVE
- ) . ( )
European Union's based on Art.30(4) of the Financial indicates the FR 421
2020 humanitarian geographic Regulation and Art. 18 of the Humanitarian evaluation will be
assistance in Syria, Aid Regulation (Council Regulation (EC) No v UI : d\'NI 2020 L
2015-2018 1257/96) completedin 2020.
Evaluation of the EU's SWD(2019) DEVE
implementation of the 421
DG ECHO thematic SWD(2019) 421
2020 policy document thematic indicates the 0

Gender: Different
needs, adapted
assistance of July2013,
(2014-2018)

evaluation will be

completedin 2020.
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https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/1_en_ggopha_2020.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/1_en_ggopha_2020.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/1_en_ggopha_2020.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/1_en_ggopha_2020.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/ggophafinal.pdf
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Evaluation of the Civil

2021 . . Final evaluation
Protection Mechanism
Evaluation of the

2021 implementation of the Final evaluation
EU Volunteers Initiative
Interim evaluation of Interim

2022 the European Union's .

evaluation

RescEU instrument

78

Legal act, MFF - Under Art. 34 of the
Decision No 1313/2013/EU on a Union Civil
Protection Mechanism, an ex-post
evaluation reportisrequired by no later
than 31 December 2021.An interim
evaluation (2014-2016) was published in
2017.

Legal act — Under Art.27 of the Regulation
(EU) No 375/2014 of the European
Parliament and of the Council of 3 April
2014 establishing the European Voluntary
Humanitarian Aid Corps ('EU Aid Volunteers
initiative'), an ex post evaluation report for
the seven-year financial period of
implementation no later than 31 December
2021.The interim evaluation was published
in2018.From 2021, the volunteer scheme
will be replaced by the humanitarian aid
strand of the European Solidarity corps,
which will then be the main vehicle for EU
volunteering.

Legal act — The Decision (EU) 2019/420 on a
Union Civil Protection Mechanism requires
an evaluation by end-2023 and every five
years thereafter.

EC18 ENVI

EC planning 2018 L
indicates Q4 2021 as
completion date. MFF

BR DEVE

11-SDB

The Roadmap of March
2020 indicates Q3 2021
as planned completion
date. L

EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2021 as
completion date.

EC planning 2018 EC18 ENVI

indicates Q3 2022 as L
completion date.

11-SDB


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12307-Ex-post-evaluation-of-the-EU-Aid-Volunteers-initiative

2018

2018

2019

2019

1.11. DG EMPL

Evaluation of implementation of
Directives 1999/70/EC on Fixed-
Term Employment and
1997/81/ECon Part-Time Work

Evaluation of the relevant
elements of the social acquis in the
light of the principles set out in the
European Pillar of Social Rights

Evaluation of the
Recommendation on the
validation of non-formal and
informal learning

2019 Evaluation of the support to
youth employment by the Youth
Employment Initiative and the
European Social Fund

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

To evaluate ex-post the relevance,
effectivenessand efficiency, as well as
sustainability of the impact of the
directives. The last evaluation of the
Part-Time and Fixed-Term Work
Directives was put forward in 2013.

Legal act — Council Recommendation of
20 December 2012 on the validation of
non-formal and informal learning
stipulates that the Commission submits
an evaluation to the Council by 31
December 2019 on the experience
gained and implications for the future,
including if necessary, a possible review
and revision of this Recommendation.

The evaluation findings should be used
in the implementation of the final stages
of the existing Youth Employment
Initiative and European Social Fund
programmes dedicated to youth
employment. They should also feed into
the next programming period and pave
the way for the ex-post evaluation of the
ESF, to be completed by December
2024.

The 2018 Management
plan announces a
communication and a SWD
for Q42018

The 2018 Management
plan indicates that the
evaluation would be
completedin 2018

The 2019 Management
plan announces the SWD
for Q42019

Roadmap of July 2018
indicates Q4 2019 as
planned completion date

T T T A ; EP

0]

L

MP 18

MP 18

MP 19

EU-B
BR

MP 19

EMPL

EMPL

EMPL
CULT

EMPL
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiative/1863/publication/273121/attachment/090166e5bc626044_en
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2019

2020

2020

2019 Evaluation of the support to
employment and mobility by the
European Social Fund (Thematic

Objective 8 excluding Youth)

Evaluation of the European

Disability Strategy (2010-2020)

2020 Evaluation of the ESF support
to promoting social inclusion,

combatting poverty and any

discrimination by the European
Social Fund (Thematic objective 9)

The conclusions of the evaluation
should be used in the implementation
of the remainder of the period 2014-
2020.They could also feed the
preparation for the next programming
period. It will pave the way for the ex-
post evaluation of the ESF, to be
completed by December 2024.

The evaluation of the Strategy is part of
the 2018 CWP. It is carried out also to
respect the “evaluate first” principle as
the Strategy comes to an end by 2020,
and with the purpose to explore
avenues for the period post-2020. The
Strategy is the tool for the
implementation at EU level of the
UNCRPD.

Regulation (EU) No 1304/2013 for the
programming period 2014-2020
stipulates that the Members states
needed to allocate at least 20% of their
ESF resourceson thematic objective 9 of
the European Structural and Investment
Fund. At least twice during the
programming period, an evaluation
shall assess the effectiveness, efficiency
and impact of joint support from the
ESF. The conclusions of the evaluation
will feed into the preparation for the
next programming period. It will also
pave the way for the ex-post evaluation
of the ESF by the Commission to be
completed by December 2024.

Roadmap of July 2018
indicates Q4 2019 as
planned completion date

Roadmap of September
2018 indicatesQ1 2020 as
planned completion date.
EC planning 2018 indicates
Q42019 as completion
date.

Roadmap of December
2018 indicates Q4 2020 as
planned completion date.
EC planning 2018 indicates
May 2020 as completion
date.

o)

EMPL
BR

MP 19

EU-B EMPL
BR
MP 19

11-SDB

EU-B EMPL
BR

MP 19


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-3876443_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-4958882_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-6547571_en

2020

2021

2021

2021

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

2020 evaluation of ESF support to
investing in education, training
and vocational training for skills
and life-long learning (Thematic
Objective 10)

Evaluation on the Council
Recommendation on upskilling
pathways: new opportunities for
adults

European network of employment

services (EURES evaluation 2016- e\f:lf:t?:)n
2020)

Ex-post evaluation of the

European Globalisation Final ex-post
Adjustment Fund (EGF) for the evaluation

programming period 2014-2020

Evaluation of European Social Fund
support to education. Regulation (EU)
No 1304/2013 for the programming
period 2014-2020 sets thematic
objective 10 'investing in education,
training and vocational training for skills
and life-long learning'. The conclusions
of the evaluation will feed into the
preparation for the next programming
period 2021-2027. It will also pave the
way for the ex-post evaluation of the
ESF by the Commission to be completed
by December 2024.

Legal act - Council recommendation of
19 December 2016 on Upskilling
Pathways: New Opportunitiesfor Adults

Legal act — Regulation 2016/589 on a
European network of employment
services (EURES), workers' access to
mobility services and the further
integration of labour markets stipulates
that an ex post evaluation report of the
operation and effects of this Regulation
isdue by 13 May 2021.EURES is
designed to help workers within the EU,
Switzerland, Iceland, Liechtenstein and
Norway to move countries to work.

Legal act, MFF - Article 20 of Regulation
(EU) No 1309/2013 requiresthe
Commission to carry out an ex-post
evaluation of the EGF in order to
measure itsimpact EGF and added value
by end of 2021.This evaluation is

Roadmap of December
2018 indicates Q4 2020 as
planned completion date

EC planning 2018 indicates
Q22021 as completion
date.

Roadmap of July 2019
indicates Q2 2021 as
planned evaluation date.

Roadmap of May 2019
indicates Q4 2021 as
planned completion date

o)

L

MFF

BR

MP 19

EC18

BR

EU-B
BR

EMPL

EMPL

EMPL

EMPL

81


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-6620755_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-4087395_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-2673406_en
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2022

2024

2024

EaSl ex-post evaluation - including
the final evaluation of Progress
MICROFINANCE facility

Evaluation of the Fund for
European Aid to the Most
Deprived (FEAD)

Ex-post evaluation of ESF 2014-
2020

Ex-post
evaluation

Ex-post
evaluation

Ex-post
evaluation

following up the mid-term evaluation of
the EGF 2014-2020 and takes into
account the impact assessment
accompanying the Proposal for a
Regulation on the EGF post-2020.

Legal act, MFF - Article 13.4 of
Regulation 1296/2013, Employment and
Social Innovation (EaSl) requiresan ex-
post evaluation by the end of 2022.

Legal act, MFF - Art. 18 of Reg. 223/2014
on the Fund for European Aid tothe Most
Deprived requires an ex post evaluation
to be completed by 31 December 2024.

Legal act, MFF - Legal requirementArt.57
of Reg. 1303/2013.

EC planning 2018 indicates
Q42022 as completion
date.

EC planning 2018 indicates
Q4 2024 as completion
date.

EC planning 2018 indicates
January 2024 as
completion date.

MFF

MFF

MFF

EC18 EMPL
11--SDB

EC18 EMPL
EC18 EMPL



Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

1.12. DGENER

Evaluation of Regulation 302/2005 The 2019 MP MP 19 ITRE
on the application of Euratom announces completion
2019 Safeqguards of an internal review

for Q3 2019; carried
over from 2016

Legal act - Pursuant to Art.40 of the EU-B ITRE
Directive, by 19 July 2019, the EC
“shall, taking due account of the efforts BR
and experiences of competent
- . MP 19
authorities, assess the experience of
implementing this Directive. The
Commission shall submit a report to Roadmap of May 2018
the European Parliament and to the indicates Q2 2019 as
Evaluation of Directive 2013/30/EU Council with the result of that planned completion
(Offshore Safety Directive) on the assessment. The report shall include date; 2019
2019 . . L
safety of offshore oil and gas any appropriate proposals for Management plan
operations amending this Directive”. On 1 announces it for Q3
December 2016 the EP adopted a 2019.Subject to RSB
resolution on liability, compensation scrutiny in 2020.
and financial security for offshore oil
and gas operations (2015/2352(INI), by
which itinvited the Commission to
carry out analysis and to consider
legislation for reinforcing and
harmonising existing rules.
Legal act - In March 2019, as part of the | Roadmap of June 2019 EU-B ITRE
. o political agreement between the EP indicates Q4 2020 as
Evaluation of the guidelines for and the Council on the Connecting planned completion BR
2020 Trans-European Energy (TEN-E) Back-to-back Europe Facility proposal for the period | date. CWP 2020 lists
infrastructure CWP 20

2021-2027,the co-legislators agreed the Revision of the
that the Commission shall evaluate the | Trans-European Energy 11-SDB
effectivenessand policy coherence of Networks (TEN-E)

83


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-2361494_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-3443380_en
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2020

2024

n/a

n/a

Assistance with the verification of
compliance of national legislative
measures implementing the
Articles of Directive (EU)
2015/1513 (ILUC Directive)
relevant for Directive 2009/28/EC
(Renewable Energy Directive)

Evaluation and review studies in
support of the required review of
the Energy Performance of
Buildings Directive

Interim evaluation on the
implementation of the Decision
establishing the European Joint
Undertaking for ITER and the
Development of Fusion Energy in
the period 2021-2027

Evaluation in order to recast the
Gas Directive

Interim evaluation

the TEN-E Regulation and submit an Regulation under REFIT
evaluation by 31 December 2020.This | measures.
initiative will ensure that the TEN-E

Regulationis fully in line with the

European Green Deal and the Union's

long-term decarbonisation objectives

while contributing to sector and

market integration, security of supply

and competition. (legislative, incl.

impact assessment, Articles170-171

TFEU, Q4 2020)

EC planning 2018
Legal act indicates Q4 2020 as L
completion date.

EC planning 2018
Legal act indicates Q4 2024 as L
completion date.

EC planning 2018
Legal act indicates October 2023 | L
as starting date.

EC planning 2018
indicates June 2019 as 0}
starting date.

EC18

EC18

EC18

EC18

ENVI

ITRE

ITRE

ITRE



Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Final evaluation of the Nuclear EC 18
EC planning 2018
Decommissioning Assistance

n/a Programme in the period 2014- Final evaluation Legal act ;?;irltciitesd;t:ley 2021 as L
2020 g date.
Assessment on implementation of EC18 ITRE
Council Directive
EC planning 2018
n/a 2011/70/Euratom on safe and indicates July 2020 as 0

responsible long-term
management of spent fuel and
radioactive waste

starting date.
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1.13. DGENV

86

Legal act. The Environmental Technology | The Roadmap of ENVI
Verification (ETV) Pilot programme was @ February 2017
Evaluation of the Environmental launched on an experimental basis under ' indicates Q42017 as EU-B
2018 Technology Verification (ETV) Pilot the framework of the Eco-innovation @ planned completion L
Programme Action Plan (Eco-AP) in 2011; the EC has | date. External study
committed to evaluate it after two to three | published in November
years of actual operation. 2018.
Legal act. Art.14. The Commission shall SEP 17 ENVI
review the adopted list of priority
substances at the latest four years after the
Evaluation of Directive 2013/39 date of entry intoforce of this Directive and
amending DlrectlveSZQOQ/GO and at least every six years thereafter, and Listed in the 2017;
2018 2008/105 a§ regards priority N/A come 'forward Wlth proposals  as Single Evaluation Plan; | L
substances in the field of water appropriate. Art. 8 Review of Annex X to JRC study of 2018
policy (not clear whether covered Directive 2000/60 (i.e. at the latest four
by the Water fitness check 2019) years after the date of entry into force of
Directive 2000/60 (22/12/2003) and at least
every four years thereafter, and come
forward with proposals as appropriate).
Roadmap of July 2017 BR ENVI
indicates Q4 2019 as
Legal act. The evaluation of the SEA planned completion MP 19
Evaluation of Directive 2001/42/EC Directive isincludedinthe CWP 2015.The | date; 2019
2019 on Strategic Environmental implementation report (due on the basis Management plan L

Assessment (SEA)

of Article 12(3) of the SEA Directive) will be
followed by an evaluation.

announces completion
for Q3 2019. External
study published in
2018.


http://ec.europa.eu/smart-regulation/roadmaps/docs/plan_2017_871_evaluation_environmental_technology_en.pdf
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/fcfe4b7b-f133-11e8-9982-01aa75ed71a1
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/1a3f79a5-7a80-11e8-ac6a-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-3481432_en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/c85d0724-a131-11e9-9d01-01aa75ed71a1

Year

2019

2020

2020

Title

Evaluation of Directive 2000/53/EU
on end-of-life vehicles

Evaluation of the Directive
2010/75/EU on industrial
emissions

Evaluation of Directive 2011/65/EU
on the restriction of the use of
certain hazardous substances in
electrical and electronic
equipment (RoHS)

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Type

Purpose/Reason and scope

Legal act - The Commission undertook an
ex-post evaluation of five waste streams
to assess if the legislation is “fit for
purpose” as part of the 2010 CWP,
including the ELV Directive in 2014.The
Commission has a legal obligation to
review the ELV Directive, by 31 December
2020.The evaluation will assess its
effectiveness, efficiency, coherence with
other legislation and relevance in light of
the wider policy objectiveson circular
economy, plastics, resource efficiency, raw
materials etc.

Legal act - By 2020 most requirements for
emission reduction under the IED will
have beenreviewed or elaborated
through BREFs, most of the BAT
Conclusions will have been adopted and
well over half the IED installations will
have had their permitsreviewed as a
result. The 2019 Commission report on
implementation of the IED will feed into
the evaluation. The evaluation will address
important (agro) industrial sources of air,
water and soil pollution.

Legal act - By July 2021, the Commission
shall evaluate the Directive and report on
itsresultsto the European Parliament and
the Council. The evaluation of the ROHS
Directive will assess its effectiveness and
efficiency in terms of the procedure for
adopting substance restrictions and
granting exemptions to restrictions. It will
also assess its coherence with and

Roadmap of October

2018 indicates Q4 2019
as planned completion
date. Part of CWP 2020.

Roadmap of November
2018 indicatesQ1 2020
as planned completion
date

Roadmap of
September 2018
indicates Q4 2020 as
planned completion
date.

L

L

Trigger

EU-B

BR

CWP 20

EU-B
BR

CWP 20

EU-B
BR

CWP 20

EP
Committee

ENVI

ENVI

ENVI

87


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-4731779_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiative/1913/publication/326298/attachment/090166e5bf01919a_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-3106007_en

EPRS | European Parliamentary Research Service

q . EP

Revision of the Guidelines on
certain State aid measures in the

2020 context of the greenhouse gas
emission allowance trading
scheme post-2020

Fitness check of EU rules against
illegal logging (EU Timber

2020 Regulation (EU) No 995/2010 and
EU FLEGT Regulation (EC) No
2173/200)

88

Fitness check

relevance to other EU legislation, in
particular, in light of the evaluations of
REACH and Ecodesign Directive.

Member States can compensate some
electro-intensive users for part of the
higher electricity costs resulting from the
EU Emissions Trading Scheme. The
objective of such compensation isto
minimise carbon leakage risk, which
materialises when emission costs cause
relocation from the EU to third countries
without comparable constraints. The
existing rules allowing for compensation
will be revised to ensure that they are
adapted to the new Emissions Trading
Scheme for the period 2021-2030

Legal act - The EU has two key legal acts to
fight illegal logging: the forest law
enforcement, governance and trade
regulation (FLEGT) and the EU timber
regulation. Although the fitness check will
cover the whole periodsince the
instruments entered into force, the focus
will be on the last three years, given that
in 2016 evaluations of the EUTR and of the
FLEGT Action Plan were published. Article
20(3) of the EUTR provides that by 3
December 2021 and every five years
thereafter, the Commission shall review
the functioning and effectiveness of the
regulation. The lessons learnt from the
fitness check will be useful for the
assessment of demand side measures for
other commodities.

EC CWP 2020 indicates
Q42020 as planned
completion date.

Roadmap of January
2020 indicates Q4 2020
as planned completion
date. Includedin CWP
2020.

L

0]

CWP 20 ENVI

BR INTA

CWP 20


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11630-Illegal-logging-evaluation-of-EU-rules-fitness-check-

Y Titl T P R d T
“m

2020

2020

2021

2021

Final evaluation of the EU

Biodiversity Strategy to 2020

Wildlife trafficking — EU action plan

(evaluation)

Sewage sludge use infarming —

evaluation

Sharing geospatial data on the
environment — evaluation of the

INSPIRE Directive

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Final evaluation

The Commission undertook a mid-term
review of the strategy implementationin
2015.The findings of this evaluation
(including preliminary findings) will
inform the reflections on post 2020
biodiversity policy in the EU and globally.

The EU Action Plan on Wildlife trafficking
covers a five-year period from 2016 to
2020.1t calls on the Commission to
evaluate progress made in 2020.

Directive 86/278 aims to ensure that the
use of sewage sludge in farming does not
harm the environment, animals and
humans. Adopted 30 yearsago, the
Directive no longer matches current
needs and expectations, such as properly
regulating pollutants found in sludge
(‘emerging contaminants' like
pharmaceuticals and microplastics).

The INSPIRE Directive 2007/2/EC created
an online portal to enable geospatial data
on the environment to be shared among
public authoritiesin Europe. This includes
common standards for collecting data on
e.g. groundwater, transport networks,
land use, air temperatures. This initiative
will assess whether the Directive is
effective in protecting the environment;
still relevant for its stakeholders; in line
with other EU legislation, specifically the
new Green Deal data space initiative

Roadmap of June 2018
indicates Q4 2020 as
planned completion
date

Roadmap of February
2020 indicates Q4 2020
as planned completion
date.

Roadmap of June 2020
indicates Q3 2021 as
planned completion
date.

Roadmap not yet
available as of June
2020. Consultation on
roadmap planned for
Q3 2020.

0]

EU-B

BR

BR

ENVI

ENVI

INTA

ENVI
AGRI

ENVI

89


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-3259397_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12117-Wildlife-trafficking-EU-action-plan-evaluation-
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12328-Evaluation-of-the-Sewage-Sludge-Directive-86-278-EEC-
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12427-Setting-up-an-Infrastructure-for-Spatial-Information-INSPIRE-Evaluation-of-the-Directive
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2023

2023

2023

2023

2023

2023

Directive 2006/7/EC concerning
the management of bathing water
quality

Evaluation of Regulation (EU) No
511/2014 on compliance measures
for users from the Nagoya Protocol
on ABS

Evaluation of the Directive on the
Protection of Animals used for
Scientific Purposes

Analysis and summary of the
Seveso Directive implementation
reports

Directive 2008/56/EC establishing
a framework for community action
in the field of marine
environmental policy (Marine
Strategy Framework Directive)

Ex post evaluation of the LIFE
2014-2020 Regulation (EC) No
1293/2013

Ex-post
evaluation

Legal act. Article 14(3) requiresa review of
the directive “with particular regard to the
parameters for bathing water quality,
including whether it would be appropriate
to phase out the 'sufficient’ classification or
modify the applicable standards” by 2020.

Legal act - The report isalegal requirement
under Article 20 of the Regulation and
should review the functioning and
effectiveness of the Regulation.

Legal act

Legal act - Evaluation according to Artide
20 and 23:the Commission is requiredto
evaluate the Directive by 2019 the latest
and to review it by 15 July 2023.

Legal act, MFF - review clause in the act
requires no later than 31 December 2023,
an external and independent ex-post
evaluation report covering the
implementation and results of the LIFE
Programme (and its sub programmes)

Announced in SEP
2017.EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2023 as
completion date.
Roadmap not yet
published as of June
2020. Consultation on
roadmap planned for
Q3 2020.

EC planning 2018
indicates Q12023 as
completion date.

Implementation report
published 2020.

EC planning 2018
indicates July2019 as
starting date

Announced in SEP
2017.EC planning 2018
indicates Q4 2023 as
completion date.

EC planning 2018
indicates March 2021
as starting date.

SEP 2017

EC18

EC18

EC18

SEP 2017

EC18

11-SDB

ENVI

ENVI

AGRI

ENVI

ENVI

ENVI


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12147-EU-bathing-water-quality-evaluation-of-rules

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

EP
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Assessment on implementation of EC18 ITRE
Council Directive .
EC planning 2018
n/a 2011/70/Euratom on safe and ndicates June 2020as | O

responsible long-term
management of spent fuel and
radioactive waste

starting date.
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1.14. DG ESTAT

Final evaluation of the extended

2021 European Statistical Programme
2013-2020
Evaluation for the amendment
2021 of Regulation (EU) 691/2011 on

European environmental
accounts - 2021

92

Final evaluation

Legal act, MFF - review clause: ‘3. By 31
December 2021, the Commission shall,
after consulting the ESSC and the
European Statistical Advisory
Committee, submit a final evaluation
report on the implementation of the
programme to the European
Parliament and to the Council. The
report shall in particular evaluate: (a)
the outcome of the reprioritisation and
cost evaluation of statistical products;
(b) the actions taken by the ESS to
reduce the implementation and
production costs for Member States
and to limit the overall burden
stemming from the statistical projects
and fields covered by the programme;
(c) the progress on rendering access to
official statistics easier and more user-
friendly, including the provision of data
on the Eurostat website; and (d) the
progress on the improvement of data
availability, including on social
economy activitiesand on the Europe
2020 indicators.'

Legal act - the regulation stipulates an
implementation report every three
years.

ECON

Roadmap of July 2020 L
indicates Q4 2021 as
planned completion date MFF

EC planning 2018 indicates EC18 207

Q42021 as completion L
date


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12474-Evaluation-of-the-European-statistical-programme-2013-2020

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

1.15. DG FISMA

q . EP

Legal act - Full Report on the MP 19 ECON
application of the Directive to be 2019 MP announces
2019 Evaluation of the Payment prepared by the Commission and completion for Q4 L

Accounts Directive presented to EP and Council by 2019; jointly with DG
18/09/2019 according to Article 28 = JUST
(review) and 27 (evaluation).
The Fitness Check on corporate EU-B JURI
reporting requirements will
evaluate whether the current BR
corpus of accounting and
reporting legislation is still fit for CWP 19
purpose and whether it could be CWP 20
modernised. Itincludes the
Accounting Directive 2013/34, the MP 19

Fitness check on public reporting Non-financial reporting Directive

by companies (Accounting 2014/95/EC, the Transparency Roa—dr.nag. of February

g . ; . . . 2018 indicatesQ2 2019
Directive, Transparency Directive, Directive 2013/50,and the .
. . . . . . ) as planned completion
2020 Non-financial reporting Directive, Fitness check International Accounting

Bank Accounts Directive et
Insurance Accounts Directive and
IAS Regulation)

Standards Regulation 1606/2002.
These acts underwent continuous
changes over the years, with the
latest improvements in 2013.The
FC builds on hindsight after
implementation in the Member
States, assesses the performance
and consistency of the different
developments of EU legislationin
the last 10 years, and responds to a
number of specific review clauses.

date; listed in CWP
2019 and again in
2020.
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1.16. FPI

Y Titl T P R d T
“m

Legal act - Regulation (EU) 2019/125 ('Anti- JURI
torture Regulation') concerning trade in certain
goods, which could be used for capital CWP 2020
punishment, torture or other cruel,inhuman or
degrading treatment or punishment. Under
Article 32 of the 'Anti-torture Regulation', the Roadmap of July
Review of EU Anti-Torture Commission shall review itsimplementation by —9201 9indicates Q4
Regulation (2016-20) 31 July 2020, and every five years thereafter.On 2018 as planned
2020 the basis of areview report to be adopted by . L
(alternative title:Torture-free July 2020, the Commission will decide whether ICOTFjeE(?ngSJS'
trade) any amendments to the Regulation should be Znoczl(; edin
proposed. Without prejudice to the outcome of ’
the review and while ensuring that relevant
goods remain subject to effective restrictions,
potential areas of simplification on for instance
reporting requirements or exchanging
information could be considered.
EC Planning 2018 EC18 AFET
Final evaluation of the Final indicates that the FR
2021 Instrument contributing to . FR, MFF - Midterm evaluation published in2017 | evaluation should
Stability and Peace (IcSP) evaluation be completed by MFF
Q32021
EC18 AFET
EC Planning 2018
Final evaluation of the Final FR, MFF — Mid-term evaluation published in |nd|cat(?s that the FR
2021 Partnership Instrument (PI) evaluation 2017 evaluation should
be completed by MFF
Q32021
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-4201434_en
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1.17. DG GROW

T T T ; EP

Legal act - This evaluation concerns EU-B IMCO
Directive 2009/48/EC on the safety of toys
since its entry into force. BR

“By 20 July 2014 and every five years
thereafter, Member States shall send the

Commission a report on the application of indi
Sy e e Ty Sty p pp Roadmap of July 2018 indicates

2019 i . this Directive. That report shall contain an Q22019 as planned completion L
Directive evaluation of the situation concerning the | date
safety of toys and of the effectiveness of
this Directive, as well as a presentation of
the market surveillance activities
performed by that Member State. The
Commission shall draw up and publish a
summary of the national reports.”
The Observatory is managed by the No roadmap published: MP 19 JURI
Evaluation of Regulation 386/2012 European Union Intellectual Property consultation held in 2018.MP 19
Office (EUIPO). Its aimis to improve the -
- European Observatory on . . s . indicates June 2019 as planned
2019 . fight against counterfeiting and piracy by . .
Infringements of Intellectual Lo . . evaluation completion date. A
Property Rights sharing information and best practice, supporting study was published
pertyRig raising public awareness, strengthening in2018
cooperation, and developing better tools. ’
o Myraet The Inception Impact R
The Outdoor Noise Directive 2000/14/EU & Inception Impac B ENVI
- ) Assessment of November 2017
(OND) - amended by Directive 2005/88/EC = .~ . MP 19
. f Directi d by Regulation (EC) No 219/2009 indicates that the Impact
Evaluation of Directive 2000/14/EC and by Regulation (EC) No 009 - Assessment will be carried out
2019 on noise emission by outdoor Back-to-back concerns noise emissions by equipment 'back to back’ with an evaluation
equipment and machines for use outdoors such as of the current Directive

those used in construction sites, road
maintenance, gardening and forestry
activities. It needs to be adjusted to the

According tothe 2019
Management plan, the
evaluation is planned to be
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-5128184_en
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/473872dd-12cc-11e8-9253-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-2868537_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-2868537_en
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q . EP

2019

2019

2020

96

Fitness Check of the construction
sector

(not clear whether the evaluation
of Regulation No 305/2011,
SWD(2019) 1770, replaces the
fitness check)

Evaluation of the Entrepreneurship
and Innovation programme (EIP)

EU incentivesfor the
pharmaceutical sector -
evaluation of the supplementary
protection certificate scheme -
Evaluation of the EU
Supplementary Protection
Certificate (SPC) system and the
patent research exemption

Fitness check

Back-to-back

market needsand to technological
progress.

The Commission Work Programme 2015
foreseesamongst the REFIT actions a
‘Sectoral Fitness Check of the most
relevant EU legislation impacting on the
construction sector in the area of internal
market and energy efficiency, to be
startedin 2015".

The Entrepreneurship and Innovation
programme (2007-13) was part of a
broader package of EU measures
designed to help small firmsacross the
bloc remain competitive in the face of
challenges from globalisation. In
particular it helped these firms access
finance to start up and grow, and
provided support for them to innovate.

Pharmaceutical research plays akey role
in protecting human & plant health, and
EU ruleson medicinesand pesticidesaim

to encourage research & innovation (R&I).

The supplementary protection certificate
(SPQ) grants extended intellectual
property rights for specific products,
making the efforts of producers
worthwhile and helping keep them
competitive. This initiative assesses the
SPC scheme, particularly its ability to
encourage and attract R&l and how
consistently it isapplied across the EU.

finalised by Q3 2019. See also
the dedicated website. External
study published in November

2018.
BR IMCO
The Roadmap of 2015 indicates
Q12017 as planned completion MP 19
date. The 2019 Management 0
Plan indicates01/04/2019 as
completion date.
EU-B EMPL
BR
BR website indicates Q4 2019 as
planned completion date;
roadmap not yet available as per
June 2020
BR JURI
Roadmap not yet available as of
June 2020.Public consultation MP 19

planned for Q2 2020

The Inception Impact

Assessment of February 2017 0
states that the 'Commission will
conduct a back-to-back

evaluation and impact

assessment'. Q42017 is

indicated as planned completion
date. The 2019 Management


http://ec.europa.eu/growth/sectors/mechanical-engineering/noise-emissions_fr
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/90f4d795-e192-11e8-b690-01aa75ed71a1
http://ec.europa.eu/smart-regulation/roadmaps/docs/2016_grow_001_fitness_check_construction_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-1019859_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12412-Evaluation-of-the-EU-Supplementary-Protection-Certificate-system
http://ec.europa.eu/smart-regulation/roadmaps/docs/2017_grow_051_supplementary_protection_certificates_en.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/smart-regulation/roadmaps/docs/2017_grow_051_supplementary_protection_certificates_en.pdf
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q . EP

The relevant EU legislation is Regulation plan states December 2019 as
(EC) No 469/2009 and Regulation (EC) No planned completion date.
1610/96 on SPC covering pharmaceutical

and plant protection products

respectively. The Bolar patent exemption

aims at speeding up the entry of generic

medicinesinto the market. The EC

conducts aback-to-back evaluation and 1A

of all relevant provisions and options for

modernising the SPC Regulationsand the

provisions of the Directives dealing with

the Bolar exemption. This will be the first

EC evaluation of this legislation.

The 2019 Management Plan MP 19 ITRE
Ex-Post evaluation of the CIP announces the completion of
2020 programme (Competitiveness and the evaluation for Q1 2020. 0
Innovation Programme) March 2020 is confirmed by EC

planning 2018.

The low voltage directive (LVD) ensures EU-B IMCO
that electrical equipment within certain
R f 2017
voltage limits provides a high level of m of October 20 BR
rotection for European citizens,and indicates Q4 2018 as planned
P P ' completion date; BR website CWP 20

benefits fully from the single market. It has

Evaluation of the Low Voltage suggests Q2 2019.EC planning

AL Directive 2014/35/EU been aPpllcabIe sinee 2.0 April 2016.0n 2018 indicates September 2019 ©
the basis of the conclusions on the . .
) . as completion date. Includedin
performance of the Directive, the
o . . CWP 2020. External study
Commission will assess which next steps .
. published February 2020.
may be necessary toimprove the
performance of the Directive.
No overall evaluation of Directive Roadmap of July 2018 indicates EU-B JURI
2020 Evaluation of EU legislation on 98/71/ECand Regulation (EC) 6/2002 has Q22019 as planned completion o
design protection taken place since their adoption. This date; listed in CWP 2019 and BR
evaluation will provide an in-depth again in CWP 2020.

assessment of the overall functioning of
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-5291384_en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/48c2118c-4d4d-11ea-aece-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-3527248_en
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the design protection system in the EU CWP 19
including both Union and national levels,
in particular in view of the recent EU
trademark revision, the development of
new technologies such as 3D-printing and
the spare parts market. It shall identify
opportunities for streamlining registration
procedures with a view to facilitating the
simple uptake of design protectionin the
EU with potential reduction of costs and
administrative burdens to the benefit of
businesses, designers and SMEs.

CWP 20

Legal act - Both, Regulation (EC) No BR LIBE
273/2004 on intra-EU trade and Council
Regulation (EC) No 111/2005 on trade MP 19 INTA
between the EU and the rest of the world,
contain legal obligation for the CWP 20
Commission to report by31.12.2019 on
the implementation and functioning of
the Regulations, and in particular on the
possible need for additional action to
Evaluation of legislation on trade monitor and control suspicious
in drug precursors transactions with non-scheduled
substances. The 2005 regulation was
amended by Regulation 1259/2013.The date. Includedin CWP 2020.
regulations will be evaluatedin the light
of their objective, whichis tosetup a
monitoring and control system of the
trade in drug precursors to prevent their
diversion from the legal supply chain into
the illicit drug production. In addition to
those two Regulations, the evaluation will
cover their associated acts, Delegated

Evaluation undertaken jointly

with DG TAXUD. The Roadmap

of August 2017 indicates Q4 L
2019 as planned completion

2020
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http://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-4108611_en
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Regulation 2015/1011 and Implementing
Regulation2015/1013.

The SME Definition as provided in BR EMPL
Recommendation 2003/361/ECis the
structural tool to identify those CWP 20 ECON

The Inception Impact
Assessment of June 2017 11-SDB

indicates that 'The Commission
has opted for a 'back to back'
evaluation and impact

enterprises which are confronted with
market failures and particular challenges
(e.g. access tofinance) due to their size,

Evaluation of the EU SME and therefore are allowed to receive

2020 . Back-to-back preferential treatment in public support. . . )
definition assessment in support of this
Currently,around 100 EU legal acts S . ]
. . initiative and to inform its
contain a reference to the SME definition. L
. . decision'. The expected
Following rulings by the ECJ, the SME . .
L . completion date isQ12019.
definition needs to be revised to create -
. . Included in the CWP 2020.
legal certainty on which company
qualifies as a small and medium-sized
enterprise.
The Roadmap of March 2020 BR TRAN
The postal sector is going through Indicates Q4 2020 as planned CWP 20
substantial changes due to digitalisation. completion date. BR website
The Postal Services Directive (97/67/EC) updated forecast to Q2 2021.
2021 Evaluation of the Postal Services dates from 1997 and was revised in 2002 o
Directive 97/67/EC and 2008.The report on the application of | 2019 Management plan
the Directive will be accompanied by an indicates September 2020 as
evaluation to assess if the Directive isstill | completion date. Date
fit for purpose and future-proof. confirmed by EC planning 2018.
The Electromagnetic Compatibility BR IMCO
Evaluation of the Electromagnetic Directive 2014/30/EU (EMCD) addresses The Roadmap of January 2020
2021 Compatibility Directive electrical equipment placed on the indicates Q2 2021 as planned 0 MP 19
(2014/30/EU) completion date.

EU market. Its scope covers products for
consumer and professional use, both
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-2868537_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-2868537_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11965-Report-on-the-Application-and-Evaluation-of-the-Postal-Services-Directive
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Evaluation of Regulation

2021 (EU)2015/78 of the eCall in-vehicle

system

Final evaluation of the COSME
programme

2022

100

Final
evaluation

apparatus and fixed installations. After
almost 30 years without any major
modifications, it is necessary to assess, in
the context of regular evaluation of the
acquis, if the Directive has achieved its
objectives. The areas subject to evaluation
are the scope, the essential requirements
and the interaction with other EU acts,
such as the Low Voltage Directive (LVD)
2014/35/EU, the Radio Equipment
Directive (RED) 2014/53/EU or the
Machinery Directive 2006/42/EC.

Legal act - Art. 12 of the Directive
stipulates that by March 2021, the
Commission shall prepare an evaluation
report on the achievements of the 112-
based eCall in-vehicle system, including its
penetration rate.

The BR website indicates Q2 MP19

2021 as planned completion

date. Date confirmed by EC L
planning 2018.Roadmap not yet
available as per April 2020.

2019 Management Plan MP 19
announces completion for July
2022.Date confirmed by EC MFF

planning 2018.

IMCO

ITRE
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1.18. DG HOME

. . EP

Evaluation of Council Directive The fur?ct|on|r}g of t.he {-\PI Dlre.ctlve will be evaluated = Roadmap of EU-B LIBE
L. in the light of its objectives, which are to combat December 2018
2004/82 on the obligation of . S . - BR
. . irregular immigration and to improve border control. | indicates Q32019 as
carriers to communicate h S -
2019 It will also assess to what extent the API Directive has | planned completion 0
passenger data (Advance Lo .
Passenger Information (API) been effective in supporting law enforcement date. External study
. . authoritiesin EU Member Statesand Schengen published in March
Directive) . .
associated countries. 2020.
EC planning 2018 EC18 LIBE
Evaluation of the European indicates December
2019 . . P Legal act 2019 as completion L
Migration Network
date. External study
published in 2018.
EC pl ing 201
. - ) MFF - To assess effectiveness and impact of the & . c p anning 2018 EC18 LIBE
Evaluation of the Mobility Final . - . indicates December
2019 . o . instrument and provide recommendations for the . MFF
Partnership Facility evaluation | . . - 2019 as completion
fine-tuning of phase Il of the Facility. date
Roadmap of EU-B LIBE
Evaluation of the EU Drugs The outcomes of the evaluation will support the .NO\./ember 2018 BR
2020 Strategy 2013-2020 and of the EU reflection process on the way forward in this policy indicates January o)
Action Plan on Drugs 2017-2020 area, to be decided by the next Commission. 2020 as planned
completion date.
The scope of the evaluation coversthe work of the EU-B LIBE
network since the last evaluation (2012) with a focus Roadmap of February
Evaluation of the European Crime on its current multiannual strategy for 2016-2020.The | 2019 indicates Q1 BR
2020 Prevention Network evaluation will assess the network's performance 2020 as planned °
against the framework set by Council Decision completion date.

2009/902/JHA, in particular its relevance in terms of
political and operational prioritiesand activities.
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5803367_en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/3ef3a394-5dcb-11ea-b735-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/12a_greece_labour_market_integration_final_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5803367_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5803367_en
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Joint Evaluation of the Agreement
between the EU and the US on the

AL use and transfer of Passenger

Name Record (PNR) data

Joint Evaluation of the Agreement

between the EU and Australiaon

2020 the processing and transfer of
Passenger Name Record (PNR)
data

Evaluation of Directive 2011/36 on

preventing and combating
trafficking in human beings and
protecting its victims

2020

102

Conducting the evaluation in2019/2020 allows its
results to feed into the discussions of EUCPN's next
multi-annual strategy (2021-2025).

Adoption of a report on the joint evaluation. DG
HOME is preparing for the joint evaluation of the EU-
US PNR Agreement and the joint review and joint
evaluation of the EU-Australia PNR Agreement in
2019.The Court's Opinion has no direct implications
on Member States' obligation to implement Directive
(EU) 2016/681 on the use of PNR data for the
prevention, detection, investigation and prosecution
of terrorist offences and serious crime. An assessment
of the completeness and conformity of the
transposition process of the Directive will be
conducted in2019.

Adoption of a report on the joint review. DG HOME is
preparing for the joint evaluation of the EU-US PNR
Agreement and the joint review and joint evaluation
of the EU-Australia PNR Agreement in 2019.The
Court's Opinion has no direct implications on
Member States' obligation to implement Directive
(EU) 2016/681 on the use of PNR data for the
prevention, detection, investigation and prosecution
of terrorist offencesand serious crime. An assessment
of the completeness and conformity of the
transposition process of the Directive will be
conducted in2019.

Legal act - Based on the information provided by
Member States as per Article 20 of Directive 2011/36

The 2019
Management Plan
states that the
'planning depends
on the timing of the
joint evaluation (still
to be agreed with
US)". EC planning
2018 indicatesJune
2020 as completion
date.

The 2019
Management Plan
states that the
'planning depends
on the timing of the
joint evaluation (still
to be agreed with
AUS)". EC planning
2018 indicatesJune
2020 as completion
date.

EC planning 2018
indicates September
2020 as completion
date

o)

MP 19
EC18

11-SDB

MP 19

EC18

EC18

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE



q . EP

2020

2020

2021

2021

2021

Evaluation of the Visa Information
System

Evaluation of the Schengen
Information System (SIS II)

Evaluation of the European Border
and Coast Guard Agency

Evaluation of Directive 2017/541
on combating terrorism

Evaluation of the EU Agency for
law enforcement training (CEPOL)

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Legal act

Legal act

Legal act — As per Art.29(2) of the directive The
Commission shall, by 8 September 2021, submit a
report to the European Parliament and to the Council,
assessing the added value of this Directive with
regard to combating terrorism.The report shall also
cover the impact of this Directive on fundamental
rightsand freedoms, including on non-
discrimination, on the rule of law, and on the level of
protection and assistance provided to victims of
terrorism.’

Legal act — As per Art.32 of the Regulation 2015/2219
on CEPOL an evaluation is due by 1 July 2021 and
every five years thereafter. CEPOL develops,
implements and coordinates training for law
enforcement officers tackling serious and organised
crime across the EU. This initiative will assess whether
CEPOL is working as intended; provide input on the
way forward in this policy area; assess how CEPOL
cooperates with relevant international organisations
and EU institutions.

EC planning 2018
indicates September
2020 as completion
date

EC planning 2018
indicates September
2020 as completion
date

EC planning 2018
indicates December
2020 as completion
date

EC planning 2018
indicates September
2021 as completion
date

Roadmap of July
2020

indicates Q32021 as
planned completion
date

EC18

EC18

EC18

EC18

11-SDB

BR

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE
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Evaluation of the EU Agency for
2021 law enforcement cooperation
(Europol)

Ex-post evaluation of the "Europe

2022 for Citizens" Programme 2014-
2020

Evaluation of the European
Agency for the operational
2023 management of large-scale IT
systems in the area of freedom,
security and justice (EU-LISA)

2024 Migration and Integration Fund

2024 Security Fund

104

Ex-post evaluation of the Asylum,

Ex-post evaluation of the Internal

periodic

Ex-post
evaluation

Ex-post
evaluation

Legal act — As per Art.68 of the Regulation 2016/794
on Europol an evaluation isdue by 1 May 2022 and
every five years thereafter.

Legal act, MFF — A review clause in the act stipulates
that an ex-post evaluation reportisdue by 1 July
2023.

Legal act — As per Regulation 1077/2011 an
evaluation isrequired every four years.

Legal act, MFF - ex-post evaluation report on the
effects of the Asylum, Migration and Integration
Fund, following the closure of the national
programmes, by 30 June 2024

Legal act, MFF — ex-post evaluation report on the
effects of the Internal Security Fund, following the
closure of the national programmes, by 30 June 2024

EC planning 2018
indicates December
2021 as completion
date

EC planning 2018
indicates June 2022
as completion date

EC planning 2018
indicates January
2023 as completion
date

L

MFF

MFF

MFF

EC18

EC18

EC18

SWD(2014)
200

SWD(2014)
200

LIBE

CULT

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE
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1.19. DG JRC

. . EP

Endocrine disruptors are substances that EU-B ENVI
alter the functioning of the endocrine
(hormonal) system and negatively affect the BR

health of humans or animals. A variety of EU
measures regulates these substances. The
fitness check will assess whether these 11-SDB
measures deliver the overall objective to
protect human health and the environment.
It will assess the coherence, effectiveness,
efficiency, relevance and EU added-value of
EU legislation, with emphasis on coherence
across the chemicalsacquis. In 2018, the
Commission adopted its Communication
“Towards a comprehensive EU framework on Included in CWP
endocrine disruptors”, updating the Strategy 2020.

of 1999. 1t announces the launch of across-

cutting Fitness Check on endocrine

disruptors. While evaluations or Fitness

Checks of relevance for endocrine disruptors

have already been carried out or are under

way, a systematic analysis of the coherence

of relevant provisions on endocrine

disruptors across the EU legal measures has

not yet been completed.

CWP 20

Roadmap of June

2019 indicates Q2

2020 as planned
completion date. 0]

Fitness Check on the relevant EU
2020 legislation on endocrine Fitness check
disruptors
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2019 . announces the evaluation forQ2 = O
Campaign on energy
. 2019
efficiency
The evaluation will lookinto the EU-B IMCO
functioning of the consumer credit Roadmap of June 2018 indicates
market. The REFIT Platform recommended | Q42019 as planned completion CwpP 19
Evaluation of the Consumer that the Commission assess the relevance, = date; listedin CWP 2019;2019 MP 19
2019 Credit Directive (Directive effectivenessand efficiency of the Management plan suggests Q4 )
2008/48/EQ) standard information requirements 2019:CWP 2020 suggests CWP 20
triggered by Article 4 of the Directive, Q42020. Subject to RSB scrutiny
regarding the standard information tobe | in2020.
included in advertising.
Roadmap of December 2018 EU-B JURI
As announced inthe 2019 CWP, the indicates Q4 2019 as planned
Evaluation of Directive Commission will carry out an evaluation of | completion date; listed in CWP BR
2019 2002/65/EC on the distance the Distance Marketing of Financial 2019;2019 Management Plan CWP 2019
marketing of consumer Services Directive, in line with the Better announces it for Q4 2019/Q1
financial services Regulation Principles. The evaluation is 2020.CWP 2020 suggest MP 19
planned to be concluded in2019. completionin Q4 2020. Subject
to RSB scrutiny in 2020. CWP 20
The Directive criminalises serious EU-B JURI
violations of over 70 legal instruments in
Directive 2008/99/EC on the the field of environment and requires w of March 2019 BR
. Protection of the effective sanctions. The evaluation will Icr::‘?rlmc;)jfeet?o?w1d§gez;02?)slganned o MP 19

106

Environment through
Criminal law

assess if the Directive meetsits specific
objectivesand contributes to effective
environmental protection. In 2016, the
Council inits Conclusions invited the EC to
monitor the effectiveness of EU legislation

Management Plan announces it
for Q4 2019.


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-3472049_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-6079786_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-4981980_en

q . EP

2020

2020

2021

2021

2021

Evaluation of the application
of the Takeover Bids Directive
(Directive 2004/25/EC)

Evaluation of the application
of the General Data
Protection Regulation

Fitness check of the EU
legislation on violence
against women and domestic
violence

Evaluation of the European
Enforcement Order (EEO) for
uncontested claims
Regulation

Final/ex-post evaluation
report of the Justice
Programme 2014-2020

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Fitness check

Final
evaluation

inthe field of countering environmental
crime. The result of this evaluation will be
used to determine whether to review the
current EU policy of using criminal law to
protect the environment.

Mid-2019, the EC is taking stock of the
application of the GDPR; it will feed into
the evaluation to be issued in 2020.

To initiate the implementation of the
Gender Equality Strategy as regards the
prevention and combatting of violence
against women and domestic violence,
the Commission intends to evaluate the
existing legislative EU framework by
means of this fitness check to gather
evidence in support of its policy and
legislative work envisaged on the topic.

Regulation (EC) 805/2004. This evaluation
aims to assess whether or not to propose
a repeal of this instrument.

Legal act, MFF - The ex-post evaluation
report shall assess the long-term impacts
of the Programme and the sustainability

Evaluation listedinthe 2019
Management Plan; expected
completion date: 2020. EC
Planning 2018 announces
completion for Q4 2021.

Evaluation listedinthe 2019

Management Plan, with planned

completion date 2020.

Roadmap of July 2020 indicates
Q22021 as planned completion
date.

Evaluation listedinthe 2019
Management Plan; expected to
be completed in 2021; EC
Planning 2018.

EC Planning 2018 indicates Q4
2021 as completion date.

@]

o

MFF

MP 19

EC18

MP 19

BR

MP 19

EC18

JURI

LIBE

FEMM

JURI

JURI

LIBE
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of its effects, with a view to feedingintoa
decision on a subsequent programme.

Final/Ex-post evaluation Legal act, MFF - The ex-post evaluation EC18 LIBE
2021 report of the Rights, Equality Final report shall assess the long-term impacts EC Planning 2018 indicates Q4 L

and Citizenship Programme evaluation of the Programme and the sustainability 2021 as completion date. MFF

2014 -2020 of its effects.

Ex-post evaluation of the Legal act, MFF - The ex-post evalgat|on ] EC18 IMCO

Ex-post report shall assess the long-term impacts

2021 Consumer Programme 2014- . R

2020 evaluation of the Programme and the sustainability MFF

of its effects. Due by 2021.
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1.21. DG MARE

Evaluation of the European Marine
2018 Observation and Data Network
(EMODnet)

Protecting the seabed from
2018 bottom trawling by fishing vessels
- evaluation

Evaluation of the EU-Liberia

2019 Fisheries Partnership Agreement

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Back-to-back

This evaluation looks into the performance
and functioning of EMODnet. The findings will
be used to guide activities undertaken in
support of marine knowledge in the
remaining years 2019-2020 of the European
Maritime and Fisheries Fund (EMFF) and to
feedinto the preparatory process for a follow-
up post 2020.The EC announced its
commitment to carry out an evaluation of the
second phase of EMODnet in its Marine
Knowledge 2020 (roadmap). The budget
allocated to EMODnet is a significant
proportion of the EMFF and in view of the
preparation of the post-2020 Multiannual
Financial Framework, there isaneed to verify
the approach chosen.

This evaluation will identify how to improve
the EU rules on protecting marine

ecosystems, especially as regards the impact
of vessels using fishing gear that can damage
the seabed. It will assess how well the relevant
Regulation is working, to provide evidence for
the changes needed to make it more
effective.

Ahead of renewal negotiations, the EU will
assess how well its Fisheries Partnership
Agreement with Liberia has been working (as
set out in the protocol governing its
operation). These agreements enable EU
vessels to access local fish stocks, in return for
financial and technical help to the host

BR

Roadmap of January
2018 indicates
August 2018 as
planned completion
date; 2019
Management plan
announces it for Q1
2019. External study
published in May
2020.

BR
BR Website
announces
completion for Q4
2018; Roadmap not
yet out as of June
2020

BR Website does not BR
yet announce a

completion date; EC18

Roadmap not yet out
as of June 2020.EC
Planning 2018
indicates Q4 2019 as

MP 19

PECH

PECH

PECH
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Evaluation of the European

2019 . . .

Fisheries Statistics

Interim evaluation of the direct
2019 management under the European

Maritime and Fisheries Fund
(EMFF)

110

Interim
evaluation

country. They require EU fishing in these
waters to be sustainable, complying with
scientific advice on the health of local stocks
as well as local social and economicinterests.

Legal act - The Commission collects data on
catches and landings of fisheries products,
aquaculture and the EU fishing fleet.The
following statistical legal acts govern these
data collections: the landings Regulation (EC)
No 1921/2006, three catches regulations for
areas in the north-east Atlantic, north-west
Atlantic, and certain other areas (Regulations
(EC) No 216/2009, (EC) No 217/2009 and (EC)
No 218/2009), and the aquaculture Regulation
(EC) No 762/2008.The EU has a legal
obligation to deliver statisticsto the
Northwest Atlantic Fisheries

Organization (NAFO) (Council Regulation on
Convention on Future Multilateral
Cooperation inthe Northwest Atlantic
Fisheries (EEC No 3179/78), Catch regulation
(Regulation (EC) No 217/2009), to the North
East Atlantic Fisheries Commission (NEAFC)
(Council Regulation on Convention on Future
Multilateral Cooperation in the North-East
Atlantic Fisheries (EEC No 81/608, Catch
Regulation (EC) No 218/2009) and to the FAO
(Catch Regulation (EC) No 216/2009).

Legal act, MFF - The purpose of the evaluation
isto assess the performance of and fine-tune
the implementation of the direct
management component of the EMFF for the
programming period 2014-2020.The
establishment and objectives of the EMFF are

completion date.
External study
published in March
2020.

Roadmap of May
2019 indicates Q3

2019 as planned
completion date

Roadmap of February
2018 indicates Q4
2018 as planned
completion date;
2019 Management
plan announces SWD

MFF

EU-B

BR

EU-B

MP 19

BR

PECH

PECH


https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/f407575c-6d7e-11ea-b735-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-3790936_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-862904_en
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set out in Regulation 508/2014. Direct for Q2 2019; external
management operations under the EMFF shall | study published in
facilitate the implementation of the CFP and 2018.

the IMP. Article 15 of the EMFF Regulation

508/2014 stipulates that the Commission shall

review the implementation of Chapter | and Il

of Title VI,incl. the need for adjustments of

the indicative distribution of funds as laid

down in Annex I, and shall by 30 June 2017

submit an interim evaluation on the results

obtained and the qualitative and quantitative

aspects of the EMFF. Council and EP have

been informed that, owing to the late

adoption of the Regulation, the report will be

delivered later.

2019 Management MP 19 PECH
plan announces
DG MARE “will launch the results of the completion of the MP 18
2019 Retrospective evaluation of the Mediterranean Regulation once the Technical | evaluation by Q4 0
Mediterranean Regulation Measures Regulation has been adopted (MP 2019 (“carry-over
18)". from 2018"). External
study published in
October 2019.
This evaluation will assess the extent to which EU-B PECH
the existing marketing standards framework
for fishery and aquaculture products set out in Roadman of Januar BR
Regulation 1379/2013 isfit for purpose. Its —9 y
. . . . - 2018 indicates Q1 CWP 20
Evaluation of the marketing results will inform a possible future impact
. . 2019 as planned
2020 standards framework for fishery assessment and legislative proposal to revise ) 0]
completion date.
and aquaculture products the current standards framework.

Included in CWP

CWP 20: This revision will simplify the legal 2020 under REFIT.
set-up: one (EU) Regulation will replace three

regulations currently covering also

aquaculture products, transparency.
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2020

2020

2020

2020
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Evaluation of state aid guidelines
for fisheries

Evaluation of EU ruleson deep-sea
fishing in the north-east Atlantic

Evaluation of Council Regulation
(EC) No 734/2008 on the
protection of vulnerable marine
ecosystems

Evaluation of Action Plan for
reducing incidental catches of
seabirds in fishing gears

Back-to-back

Review of the framework of rules on State aid
in the fishery and aquaculture sector, in view
of adopting new/revised De minimis
Regulation, Block Exemption Regulation
(FIBER), and State aid Guidelines for the
period 2021 to 2027 (post-2020 EMFF
Regulation). The evaluation will assess to what
extent the State aid framework achieved its
objectives. Its conclusions will feedinto the
impact assessment of the reviewed State aid
framework to be applicable as of 2021.

Legal act - EU vessels fishing for deep-sea
stocks inthisregion are governed by
Regulation (EU) 2016/2336.The regulation
helps ensure stocks are fished sustainably and
with minimal impact on vulnerable marine
ecosystems, and also broadens the
information base for scientific assessment.
This evaluation examines whether the
regulation is working as it should. Itis
mandated by the Regulationitself,and due
for completion by January 2021.

Legal act. According to Art.3.5 of COM(2012)
665 the EC carries out ‘afull review and
evaluation of the EU-PoA after the fourth
report (eight years) of implementation and

Inception impact
assessment of May

2019 indicates Q4
2020 as planned
completion date.

Roadmap of
September 2019

announces
completion for Q4
2020; EC Planning
2018 indicates
January 2021 as
completion date.

2018 Management
plan indicates 2018
as launch date and
2019 as completion
date. EC Planning
2018 indicates Q4
2020 as completion
date.

EC Planning 2018
indicates Q4 2020 as
completion date.

0]

L

EU-B

BR

EC18

MP 18

EC18

EC18

PECH

PECH

PECH

PECH


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-2932425_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-2932425_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11815-Evaluation-of-access-to-deep-sea-fishing-in-the-north-east-Atlantic
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update the EU-PoA accordingly. This review
would be timed to coincide with the
obligation under the MSFD to reach GES for
marine ecosystems by 2020".

Evaluation of the overall policy framework of EC18 PECH
bilateral Sustainable Fisheries Partnership

Agreements with third countries. It will be

carried out in parallel to the evaluation of the

Evaluation of the framework of the CFP and focus on the latter's external EC Planning 2018
2020 Sustainable FisheriesPartnership dimension with regard to SFPAs. It will draw indicates Q4 2020as ' O
Agreements (SFPAS) on and complement individual and regional completion date.

evaluations as well as the ex-post evaluation
of the 2nd Financial Instrument (providing
funding for SFPAs) and the Court of Auditors
2015 Special Report on SFPAs.

In 2014, the Commission set out an action BR ITRE
plan to harness the potential of oceans and

seas to generate clean, sustainable energy.

Part of that plan, this evaluation takes stock of

ocean energy projects, investment and

Ocean energy — evaluation of EU capauty in Europe. The evaluatlo‘n aims to RoadrTwaQ. of May
. determine to what extent the EU's policy 2020 indicates Q4
2020 renewable power generation & . . 0]
lic actions on ocean energy have helpedindustry = 2020 as planned

poficy and public authoritiesto create a more completion date.
facilitating context for the development and
deployment of ocean energy
devices/projects. It isalso part of a review on
the future direction of EU policy on renewable
energy.
The purpose of this evaluation is to assess the EU-B PECH

Roadmap of January

2018 indicates Q1 0 BR
2019 as planned

completion date.

Evaluation of the marketing
2020 standards framework for fishery
and aquaculture products

extent to which the existing marketing
standards framework for fishery and
aquaculture products set out in Regulation
(EU) No 1379/2013 isfit for purpose. Its results
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will inform a possible future impact Included in CWP CWP 20
assessment and legislative proposal to revise 2020 under REFIT.
the current standards framework.
CWP 20: This revision will simplify the legal
set-up: one (EU) Regulation will replace three
regulations currently covering also
aquaculture products, transparency
Ex-post evaluation of the EMFF .
mezsures financed under direct EC Planning 2018 e P
2021 o Final evaluation | MFF indicates Q4 20271as | MFF
management (European Maritime .
and Fisheries Fund) completion date.
Evaluation of the consequences of EC18 TRAN
the application of the Directive
2014/89/EU of the European EC Planning 2018
2022 Parliament and of the Council of indicates Q4 2022as | O
23 July 2014 establishing a completion date.
framework for maritime spatial
planning
2022 Eyaluation of the CFP (incl. :Erlcdlrcl:::s”g]fz%]zsz as | O EC18 PG
discards) .
completion date.
Legal act, MFF - According to Article 117 to EC18 PECH
the Regulation (EU) No 508/2014 on the
Ex-post evaluation of the EMFF Ex-post European Maritime and Fisheries Fund (EMFF) | EC Planning 2018 L
2024 measures financed under shared evaluation 'Inaccordance with Article 57 of Regulation indicates Q4 2024 as
management (EU) No 1303/2013, an ex post evaluation completion date. MFF

report shall be prepared by the Commission
in close cooperation with Member States'.



Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

1.22. DG MOVE

T B T } EP

Legal act - Directive 2012/34/EU on a single European EU-B TRAN
railway areaempowered the Commission to develop
rules for charging for rail noise. On this basis the EC BR

adopted Implementing Regulation (EU) 2015/429 that
provides the legal framework for noise differentiated 2018 indicatesQ4 2018
track access charges (NDTAC) schemes withinthe EU. as planned completion
The legislation obliges the Commission to assess the date

effects of the implementation of the noise

differentiated track access charges schemes by 31

Evaluation of noise Roadmap of October

2018 differentiated track access
charges schemes

December 2018.
R K
. Legal act, MFF - The present evaluation isan ex-post MQ, of February EU-B HLES
Ex-post evaluation of the L . . . 2018 indicatesQ4 2018
ex-post evaluation, in line with Article 30(4) of Regulation (EU, . L BR
Trans-European Transport . S . as planned completion
2018 evaluatio | Euratom) No 966/2012.The Commission will assess the
Network (TEN-T) programme . . . date; 2019 Management MFF
n implementation of projectsfunded under the TEN-T MP 19
2007-2013 p for th i0d 2007-2013 Plan announces SWD for
rogramme for the perio - . Q32019.
Evaluation of the impacts on SEP 17 | TRAN
growth and jobs of the Desk research to identify and assess existing materials No roadmap available it
2019 investments into trans- on the question of effects on growth and jobs from seems; external study 0
European transport investments into transport infrastructure and transport. | conducted in2018 MOVE
infrastructure website
The purpose of thisevaluation is to review - after 5 EU-B TRAN
years — the UMP 2013 to validate the appropriateness of
the proposed approach and measures, as well as their Roadmap of February BR
2019 Evaluation of the EU Urban effectivenessin delivering the projected results. The 2019 indicatesQ4 2019 o MP 19

Mobility Package of 2013

package includes guidance for cycling projectsin EU
cities, a guidance document on urban vehicle access
regulations (UVARs) and revised guidelineson
sustainable urban mobility planning (SUMP).

as planned completion
date
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-5269124_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-1023988_en
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/studies/ten-t-growth-and-jobs-synthesis.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5942636_en
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Evaluation of the Council
Directive 2012/34/ECon access
to the ground handling market
at Community airports

2020

Evaluation of the Regulation
(EU) N°1315/2013 on Union
2020 Guidelines for the
development of a trans-
European transport network

Evaluation of Directive
2014/94/EU on the
deployment of alternative fuels
infrastructure

2020

Evaluation of Regulation (EU)
913/2010 concerninga
2020 European rail network for
competitive freight (Rail
Freight Corridor Regulation)

116

In the context of the Commission's Aviation Strategy for
Europe (SWD(2015) 261) stakeholders highlighted the
need for more choice and better value among ground-
handling providers. The evaluation will assess the
performance of all provisions of the Directive across
EEA countries. The evaluation was also announced in
the 2015 Aviation Strategy Plan.

Legal act - Regulation (EU) N°1315/2013 on Union
Guidelinesfor the development of the trans-European
transport network (TEN-T) governs the EU policy on
transport infrastructure. The Regulation and its
implementation also need to be evaluated in the light
of new developments in transport policy (e.g. the
further development of transport infrastructure policy)
within the context of quickly changing mobility
patterns as well as technological, societal and social
conditions.

Legal act - The Directive requiresthe Commission to
assess the effects of itsimplementation (Articles 10(3)
and 10(5)). Moreover, the EP has called upon the EC to
revise the Directive (October 2018 resolution). The Graz
Declaration of the Informal Environment and Transport
Council of October 2018 reiterated the need for
stepping up policy actions to accelerate the market
introduction of low- and zero-emission vehicles,
including the development of appropriate charging
infrastructure.

Legal act-1In2015, the Commission launched the
evaluation to assess the implementation and effects of
Regulation (EU) 913/2010 concerning a European rail
network for competitive freight,in force since 2010.
However, after the completion of an initial internal
analysis, the EC concluded that some impacts had not
yet materialised to a degree allowing a reliable

Roadmap of February
2019 indicatesQ1 2020
as planned completion
date. EC Planning 2018
indicates September
2020 as completion date.

0]

Roadmap of September
2018 indicatesQ1 2020
as planned completion
date. EC Planning 2018
indicates June 2020 as
completion date.

Roadmap of February
2019 indicates Q2 2020
as planned completion
date.

Roadmap of February

2019 indicates Q2 2020

as planned completion L
date. Included in CWP

2020 under REFIT.

U-B TRAN

EU-B TRAN
BR

EC18

EU-B TRAN
BR

EU-B TRAN

BR

CWP 20


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-414136_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-4706847_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-1061083_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-1375253_en

Year

2020

2020

Title

Evaluation of Directive
2005/44/ECon harmonised
river information services on
inland waterways (RIS
Directive)

Rights of passengers in bus and
coach transport (Regulation
(EU) N°181/2011)

Type

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Purpose/Reason and scope

assessment. Inaccordance with Art.23 ofthe
Regulation, the EC issued an implementation

report and decided to postpone the evaluation until
2019.

CWP 2020: Increasing freight transport by rail isa key
element of EU policy to reduce transport CO, emissions.
The Regulation on rail freight corridors aims to improve
cooperation and coordination along a number of
corridors with particular potential for developing
international rail freight., To date, elevenrail freight
corridors have been established. The aim of this
evaluation isto provide a complete overview of the
implementation of the Regulation as well as an
assessment of its effects.

River information services (RIS) make use of information
and communication technology (ICT) to support safety,
efficiency and environmental friendliness of inland
waterway transport. The RIS Directive providesa
framework for minimum requirementsand technical
specifications for the provision and implementation of
RIS to assure harmonisation, interoperability and cross-
border compatibility of Member States' RIS systems for
waterways of class 1V or above. The evaluation looks at
the Directive'simplementation and at the sector's
recent organisational and technological developments,
particularly of digital technologies. It also assesses
potential areas for simplification in the process.

Roadmap of October
2017 indicates Q4 2018
as planned completion
date; 2019 Management
plan announces SWD for
Q4 2019.Included in
CWP 2020. External study
published in April 2020.

The purpose of this evaluation is to review, 6 years after
its date of application, how effectively the Regulationis
applied. A report on the application of the Regulation
was published in2016.The Court of Auditors published
a special reportin 2018 on passenger rights.

Roadmap of July 2019
indicates Q3 2020 as
planned completion
date.

Trigger

EU-B
BR
MP 19

CWP 20

EU-B

BR

EP
Committee

TRAN

CODE
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-5329205_en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/1f0e2c53-7ebe-11ea-aea8-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-4477676_en
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Rights of passengers when
travelling by sea and inland

AL waterway (Regulation (EU) N°
1177/2010)
Rights of persons with
disabilities and with reduced
mobility (PRM) when travelling
by air (Regulation (EC) N°
2020 1107/2006)
(Alternative title: Air passenger
rights — people with
disabilities/reduced mobility)
Evaluation of Regulation (EU)
2020 No 37.6/2014onthe reporting,
analysis and follow-up of
occurrences in civil aviation
2020 Evaluation of the driving

licence directive 2006/126/EC

118

The purpose of this evaluation is to review, more than 6
years after its date of application, how effectively the
Regulationis applied. A report on the application of the
Regulation was published in 2016.The Court of
Auditors published a special reportin 2018 on
passenger rights.

Regulation (EC) N° 1107/2006 became fully applicable
in 2008.The Commission's last report on the
functioning of the Regulation (April 2011), found that
the Regulation was not yet applied efficiently and
uniformly and recommended focusing on better
enforcement. The evaluation covers the period
between from 2008 until mid-2019; geographical
scope: European Economic Area.

Legal act - Article 24 of Regulation (EU) No 376/2014
establishes the legal obligation to submit, by 16
November 2020, an evaluation report on the
implementation. The evaluation, whilst examining the
technical relationship between Regulation (EU)
376/2014 and itsimplementing regulation, will also
examine implementation issues and potential
inconsistencies with other regulations (e.g. EASA Basic
Regulation, Accidents Investigation Regulation, ATM
Performance Scheme) in order to mark the areas for
improvement, resolve the inconsistencies and identify
possible gaps.

Legal act - Evaluation of Directive 2006/126/EC on
driving licences, which introduced a standard format
for all driving licencesissued in the EU and
standardised administrative validity periods. It will
assess how well the Directive has performed, e.g. in
terms of improved road safety and driving licence
fraud. The Directive has never been evaluated; its

Roadmap of July 2019
indicates Q3 2020 as
planned completion
date.

Roadmap of July 2019
indicates Q3 2020 as
planned completion
date.

Roadmap of April 2019
indicates Q4 2020 as
planned completion
date; BR website
indicates Q3 2020

Roadmap of August 2019
indicates Q4 2020 as
planned completion
date.

TRAN
EU-B
BR
BR TRAN
EU-B TRAN
BR
BR TRAN
CWP 20


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-4477617_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-4937091_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-2781949_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-5226562_en
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Fitness check on market access Fitness
2021 .
ininland waterway transport check
Evaluation of Directive
2021 97/70/EC on fishing vessel

safety

Article 14 callsfor a review of itsimpact on road safety.
The ex-post evaluation will assess how well the
Directive has performedin improving road safety,
facilitating free movement and reducing the possibility
of fraud. It will also examine technical progress e.g. as
regards vehiclesand digitalisation (digital licences).

The following seven pieces of legislation are covered by
the assessment:

Regulation N° 11/1960 concerning the abolition of
discrimination in transport ratesand conditions;
Council Directive 87/540/EEC on access to the
occupation of carrier of goods by waterway in national
and international transport and on the mutual
recognition of diplomas; Council Regulation (EEC) No
2919/85 laying down the conditions for access to the
arrangements under the Revised Convention for the
navigation of the Rhine relating to vessels belonging to
the Rhine Navigation; Council Regulation (EEC) No
3921/91 laying down the conditions under which non-
resident carriers may transport goods or passengers by
inland waterway within a Member State; Council
Regulation (EC) No 1356/96 on common rules
applicable to the transport of goods or passengers by
inland waterway between Member States with a view
to establishing freedom to provide such transport
services; Council Directive 96/75/EC on the systems of
chartering and pricing in national and international
inland waterway transport; Council Regulation (EC) No
718/1999 on a Community fleet capacity to promote
inland waterway transport.

Roadmap of July 2019
indicates Q3 2020 as
planned completion
date. BR website
updated forecast to Q1
2021.

EC Planning 2018
indicates Q32021 as
completion date.

BR

EC18

TRAN

TRAN
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The evaluation will cover all intervention areas of the EU-B TRAN
2011 White Paper. It will look at the identified needs for

Evaluati f the White P. Roadmap of F

.Va uation oft .e Ite Paper transport policy, the objectivesand goals set, the o2 ma . of February BR

Roadmap to a Single European . . . 2019 indicates Q4 2020

Transport Area— Towards a proposed action points, the outcomes achieved and as planned completion EC18
2021 where applicable their preliminary impacts, as well as 0

competitive and resource
efficient transport system
COM(2011) 144 final'

date. EC Planning 2018
indicates Q4 2021 as
completion date.

the overall political impact of the strategy since it was
adopted in 2011 until the end of 2018. This will be the
first time that such a comprehensive evaluation of the
2011 White Paper is carried out.
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-413775_en
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1.23. DG NEAR

. . EP
BR AFET

Thematic evaluation on support to The Roadman of December

2017 Public Admlnlstratlo'n Reformin thematic FR - Th.e focus will be enlargement 2015 indicates Q1 2017 as R
enlargement and neighbourhood countries. .
. planned completion date. NEAR
countries
website
The evaluation aims at providing an BR AFET

assessment and evidence on the scope
and performance of the EU Info Centresin | Roadmap of August 2019
the enlargement region during 2011- indicates Q12018 as

i NEAR
Evaluation of performance of EU 2017.1t will provide recommendations for | planned starting date; the .
Info Centresin the enlargement . . website
2019 . - the improvement of the relevance, BR website suggests Q4 0}
and neighbourhood regions - . . -
e efficiency, effectiveness and impact of the | 2019 as completion date.
( i ) EU Info Centresactivitiesin the regionand | External study published in
explore ways for the potential February 2020.
establishment of EU Info Centresin the
neighbourhood region.
FR - This evaluation will serve as one EU-B AFET
source of information for the
implementation of the new Single BR
Support Framework (2017-2020). It
assesses to what extent the various
e e g IS0 1 i oty 201
2019 P geographic P 9 indicates Q2 2019 as FR

Armenia (2010-2017) - Country and Partnership Instrument (ENPI), the

Level Evaluation European Neighbourhood Instrument
(ENI), and the EU thematic programmes
(human rightsand civil society) are
contributing to the achievement of the
strategic objectives of the EU Cooperation
with Armenia.

planned completion date
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https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlargement/sites/near/files/pdf/financial_assistance/phare/evaluation/2015/20150817_evaluation_roadmap_pu_adm.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-5394661_en
https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlargement/sites/near/files/final_report_eu_info_centers_evaluation.zip
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-156313_en
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2019

2019

2019

2020

Evaluation of the Twinning
instrument in the period 2010-
2017

Thematic Evaluation of EU support
for Rule of Law in neighbourhood
countriesand candidates and
potential candidates of
enlargement (2010-2017)

Thematic Evaluation of the EU's
support to Civil Society in the
enlargement and neighbourhood
regions over the period 2007-2018

Strategic, country-level evaluation
of the EU's cooperation with
Serbia over the period 2012-2018

thematic

thematic

thematic

geographic

Institution Building Twinning projects
bring together public sector expertise
from EU Member States and Partner
countries with the aim of achieving
specific mandatory results. Twinning
Projects cover finance and internal
market, environment, justice and home
affairs, energy, transport, trade and
industry, agriculture, employment, social
affairs, health & consumer protection, etc.

FR - The purpose of thisevaluation is to
provide an assessment and evidence on
the scope and performance of the
implemented and on-going EU support
for Rule of Law in beneficiaries of the IPA
and ENPI/ENI instruments.

FR - The evaluation isto cover the period
from 2007-2018 (in terms of Decision
years). The geographical scope will be
current IPA 1l beneficiaries and ENI partner
countries. Support to civil societyin the
Neighbourhood East region has not been
the subject of any specific evaluations in
recent years, unlike Western Balkans and
Turkey and Neighbourhood South.

FR - This evaluation should determine the
extent to which the EU's cooperation with
Serbia has contributed to the country's
reform efforts and progress towards the

Roadmap of August 2019
indicates Q2 2019 as
planned completion date;
study published in March
2019

Roadmap of January 2018
indicates Q2 2019 as
planned completion date;
study published in2019.
EC Planning 2018 indicates
Q42021 as completion
date.

Roadmap of April 2018
indicates Q3 2019 as
planned completion date

Roadmap of October 2018
indicates Q12020 as
planned completion date

FR

FR

FR

NEAR
website

EU-B AFET

BR

NEAR
website

EC18

EU-B AFET
BR

EU-B AFET
BR


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-5394687_en
https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlargement/sites/near/files/final_report_-_executive_summary.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-155401_en
https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlargement/sites/near/files/executive_summary.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-2086629_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5198352_en
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q . EP

strategic objective of preparing it to take
on the obligations of EU membership.
Considering that the European Council
granted Serbia candidate status in2012,
this evaluation will assess the

performance of the EU's cooperation with
Serbia covering the period 2012 end 2018.

EU-Tunisia cooperation — Roadmap not yet BR AFET
2020 . P geographic | FR; evaluation report covers 2011-18 - y FR
evaluation published as of June 2020 DEVE
The purpose of the evaluation isto EU-B AFET
provide an independent assessment and
evidence on the contribution of EU BR
Evaluat‘lc.)n Qf EU support to local exFerngI actlon.to the achlevement gfthe Roadman of October 2018 11-SDB
authoritiesin enlargement and . objectivesand intended impacts of its —Q. :
2020 . . thematic . N indicates Q12020 as FR
neighbourhood regions (2010- policy towards local authoritiesin lanned completion dat
2018) enlargement and neighbourhood regions planned completion date
(2010-2018). The geographical scope will
be current IPA Il beneficiaries and ENI
partner countries.
Legal act - This evaluation is foreseen as EU-B AFET
per the Commission Decision C(2015)
9500 establishing the EU Facility for BR
A . Refugees in Turkey, which specifies that
SiiegfelTerenELEen of Mid-term ‘The Commission, in full coordination with Roadmap of September

2018 indicates Q3 2020 as FR
planned completion date.

2020 the EU Facility for Refugees in

i Member States, shall carry out an
Turkey (2016-2019/2020) evaluation Y

evaluation of the first tranche of the
Facility by 31 December 2021.' The
implementation period of the first tranche
of the Facility ends in 2021.
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11920-Evaluation-of-EU-s-cooperation-with-Tunisia
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5167629_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-4719212_en
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2020

2020

2020

2020

Evaluation of the EU's external
action in the policy area of
irregular migration, in particular
on combating trafficking in human
beings and migrant smuggling

Evaluation of the EU's external
action support in the area of
gender equality and women
empowerment

(alternative title: Gender equality
outside the EU - evaluation of EU
support)

Mid-term evaluation of cross
border cooperation programmes
between IPA Il beneficiaries

(alternative title: Cross-border
cooperation programmes for pre-
accession countries — mid-term
evaluation (2014-2019))

Evaluation of EU cooperation with
Montenegro

thematic

thematic

Mid-term
evaluation

geographic

This independent evaluation will cover EU
activitiesin many of the major source
countriesfor migration into the EU. It
seeks to show how effective these
activitiesare in achieving the bloc's goals
in this policy area, especially in
combatting migrant smuggling and
people trafficking. DG DEVCO is
associated to this evaluation.

Horizontal assessment of gender equality
issues and mainstreaming in NEAR region.
This evaluation seeks to be a lesson-
learning and forward-looking exercise, as
well as an accurate assessment of
achieved resultsin line with the objectives
of GAP Il and other relevant overall policy
frameworks for gender equality. The
evaluation will be co-led by DG NEAR and
DG DEVCO.

The purpose of the mid-term evaluation is
to provide an assessment and evidence on
the performance of IPA CBC Programmes
(implemented under direct and indirect
management) between IPA Il Beneficiaries
from their launchin 2014 until 2019.

This evaluation is a strategic country level
evaluation of EU's financial assistance and
policy dialogue in Montenegro.Its goal is
to determine the extent to which the
financial assistance and related policy
dialogue have contributed to the

Roadmap of September
2018 indicates Q3 2020 as
planned completion date.

Roadmap of 2019 indicates

Q32020 as planned
completion date. DG
NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q4 2020 as
completion date.

Roadmap of August 2019
indicates Q3 2020 as
planned completion date.

Date confirmed by DG
NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)

Roadmap of August 2019
indicates Q4 2020 as
planned completion date.
Date confirmed by DG

EC18
0]
BR
NEAR 19
0}
BR
FR
BR
FR

FEMM
DEVE

AFET

AFET


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-4990996_en
https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlargement/sites/near/files/gewe_eval_-_roadmap_final_version_for_publication.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-5039496_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11914-Evaluation-of-EU-cooperation-with-Montenegro-
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q . EP

country's reform effortsand progress NEAR's evaluation
towards the goal of EU membership. The planning (2019-2023)
evaluation will focus at programming

level, rather than the project level,

although project data can be used to

inform the strategic level if appropriate.

The evaluation will cover the period 2012-

2019.

The EU supports Morocco mainly through BR AFET
its European Neighbourhood Policy,

which promotes peace, stability and

economic prosperityin Europe's

neighbouring countries. Since 2015, the

focus has included support on economic

EU assistance to Morocco 2013- . development, security and migration. Roadmap not yet available
2021 2019 - evaluation geographic as of June 2020. FR
This evaluation looks at how far EU
assistance has helped the Moroccan
government to achieve sustainable
development; reduce poverty; achieve
sustainable and inclusive economic
growth.
DG NEAR's evaluation NEAR19 AFET
2021 Evaluation of sector budget thematic General study. Assessment of sector planning (2019-2023) R
support in IPA beneficiaries budget support in the Western Balkans indicates Q2 2021 as
completion date.
G I study. A t of th li
.enera study ssessme.n o} . e policy DG NEAR's evaluation NEAR19 AFET
dialogue and the financial assistance lanning (2019-2023)
2021 Country evaluation in Egypt geographic | provided to the country to achieve the planning FR
S . indicates Q2 2021 as
objectives of the Single Support .
completion date.
Framework.
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12109-Evaluation-of-Budget-Support-to-Morocco
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2021

2022

2022

2022

2022

2022

126

Country evaluation Bosnia and

Herzegovina geographic
Sector evaluation of environment .
. . thematic
and climate action
Country evaluation Ukraine geographic
Evaluation of Cooperation with .
thematic
the UN
. Ex-post
Ex-post evaluation of ENPI P .
evaluation
. Ex-post
Ex-post evaluation of IPA | P .
evaluation

General study. Assessment of the policy
dialogue and the financial assistance
provided to the country to achieve the
objectives of the Indicative Strategy
Paper.

General study. Assessment of the policy
dialogue and assistance provided in NEAR
region in the sector of environment and
climate action.

General study. Assessment of the policy
dialogue and the financial assistance
provided to the country to achieve the
objectives of the Single Support
Framework.

General study. Cooperation with UN
agencies under different management
modes and lessons learned. The
evaluation will cover the partnership
between the EU and the UN in terms of
channelling development cooperation
funds through the UN. The evaluation will
build upon the previous evaluation (2008)
‘Evaluation of Commission's external
cooperation with partner countries
through the organizations'.(with DEVCO).

MFF - Provide information on the
accountability with respect to the value
for money and the use of funds and
lessons learned on financial assistance.

MFF - Provide information on the
accountability with respect to the value

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q3 2021 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q2 2022 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q2 2022 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q2 2022 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q3 2022 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)

FR

FR

FR

MFF

MFF

NEAR19

NEAR19

NEAR19

DEVCO19
NEAR19

11-SDB

EC18

NEAR 19

EC18

AFET

AFET

AFET

AFET

AFET
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2023

2023

2023

2023

2023

2024

2024

Strategic evaluation of EU support
to Kosovo

Country evaluation on Lebanon

Evaluation on energy

Thematic evaluation of the
blending instruments

Sector evaluation of Public
Financial Management

Evaluation of the cooperation with
the Council of Europe

Sector evaluation on connectivity
(transport)

geographic

geographic

thematic

thematic

thematic

thematic

thematic

for money and the use of funds and
lessons learned on financial assistance.

General study. Assessment of the policy
dialogue and the financial assistance
provided to achieve the objectives of the
Indicative Strategy Paper.

General study. Assessment of the policy

dialogue and the financial assistance for

Lebanon to achieve the objectives of the
Single Support Framework.

General study. Assessment of the policy
dialogue and assistance provided inthe
sector of energy in NEAR region.

General study. Performance assessment of
blending instruments in the NEAR region.

General study. Assessment of the policy
dialogue and assistance provided inthe
sector of Public Financial Management in
NEAR region

General study. Cooperation with
international stakeholders under different
management modes, lessons learned.
Cooperation with the Council of Europe
stems from the 2014 Statement of Intent.

General study. Assessment of the policy
dialogue and assistance provided inthe
sector in NEAR region.

indicates Q3 2022 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q3 2023 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q3 2023 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q3 2023 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q3 2023 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q3 2023 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)
indicates Q2 2024 as
completion date.

DG NEAR's evaluation
planning (2019-2023)

FR

FR

FR

FR

FR

FR

NEAR 19

NEAR 19

NEAR 19

NEAR 19

NEAR 19

NEAR 19

NEAR 19

11-SDB

NEAR 19

AFET

AFET

AFET

AFET

AFET

LIBE

AFET
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EP
Y Titl T P R d Tri

indicates Q2 2024 as
completion date.

General study. Performance assessment of NEAR 19 AFET
the programme in NEAR region. SIGMA
(Support for Improvement in Governance

and Management) isa joint European DG NEAR's evaluation
. . Commission and OECD initiative, planning (2019-2023)
ALES 2L EE Eif I thematic principally financed by the EU. It focuses indicates Q2 2024 as FR
on strengthening public management in completion date.
areas such as administrative reform,
public procurement, public sector ethics,
anti-corruption, and financial control.
Strategic evaluation of the EU General study. Assessment of the policy DG NEAR's evaluation NEAR 19 AFET
2024 coope.ra.tion Wi'Fh the occupied geographic dialog.ue and ﬁnahcia.l assistance .provided .plarming (2019-2023) R
Palestinian Territory and support to achieve the objectives of the Single indicates Q2 2024 as
to the Palestinian people Support Framework and EU Joint Strategy. | completion date.
General study. Assessment of the policy DG NEAR's evaluation NEAR 19 AFET
L . dialogue and the financial assistance planning (2019-2023)
Zozs Comeiny EvEEe i geographic provided to the country to achieve the indicates Q3 2024 as FR

objectives of the Indicative Strategy Paper | completion date.
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1.24. OLAF

The evaluation will assess the performance of Regulation CONT
515/97, which provides a framework for EU governments to
Preventing fraud on agricultural cooperate to ensure that .EU customs and agrlcultyral rules Roadrpagi of May
2019 0ods movements in the EU — are properly applied. It will also look at relations with 2019 indicates Q4 0
Z aluation of the rules countriesoutside the EU, the databases used, and the 2019 as planned
vaiuati u extent to which the objectives of the Regulation have been | completion date
met and remain relevant. It will also assess the data
protection regime in the light of new rulesin this field.
The evaluation will assess the overall functioning of Roadman of Ma BR CONT
Regulation 515/97.Regulation 515/97 ensures the correct mc?'cates 52
application of the EU customs legislation. Since the 2015 2019 Ias Ilanned EU-B
Evaluation of Regulation on revision of Regulation 515/97, new developments (such as p
. . . - - completion date. CWP 20
2020 mutual assistance in customs new data protection regime, new fraud risks) have been Forecast on BR )
matters recorded. New fraud risks in the customs sector are e.g. Website undated to
low-value consignments sent to the EU via e-commerce '€ up .
. . . Q4 2019.Includedin
platforms and the strong increase of containers reaching
. CWP 2020.
the EU by rail.
Legal act, MFF — Art. 13 of Regulation 250/2014 on the Roadman of June BR CONT
Evaluation of Hercule Ill Hercule Il programme to promote activitiesin the field of mcates Q4 L
2021 Programme (Regulation the protection of the EU's financial interests requiresafinal 2021 as completion
250/2014) evaluation report on the achievement of the objectives of date P MFF
the Programme by December by 2021. ’
Legal act — Council Regulation (EU) 2017/1939 EC18 LIBE
Evaluation report on the implementing enhanced cooperation on the establishment | EC Planning 2018
2025 implementation and impact of periodic of the European Public Prosecutor's Office (‘the EPPO' indicates Q42025as | L

the EPPO Regulation

Regulation). A review clause in the act itselfrequires
periodic evaluation of the Regulation.

completion date.
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-6417686_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/2017-Evaluation-of-Regulation-515-97
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12435-Final-evaluation-of-the-Hercule-III-Programme
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1.25. DGREGIO

EU-B REGI
MFF - JASPERS (Joint Assistance to Support Projectsin
European Regions) is a joint technical assistance initiative of BR
the Commission and the EIB, created in the context of EU Roadman of 11-SDB
Mid-term evaluation of the enlargement in 2004. The evaluation covers all JASPERS —QDecember 2017
JASPERS initiative in 2014- Mid-term activities foreseen by the Framework Partnership Agreement = .
2019 . . ) . . . indicates May 2019 MFF
2020 with outlook to post- evaluation for 2014-2020 (its advisory role, review assignments and as planned
2020 capacity building activities). It examines activitiesin all three completion date
JASPERS mandates (ESIF, CEF and IPA 1) with emphasis on
the major projectsunder the ESIF mandate. Geographically,
it covers all 23 countriesin which JASPERS is active.
Evaluation of investments MFF -This evaluation follows and complements the work EU-B REGI
in RTD infrastructuresand packages of the ex post evaluation of the period 2007-2013. ¢
activities supported by It will focus on 55 Operational Programmes that cover 85% an_dr‘nz;)g ° BR
Cohesion Policy of the total expenditure on RTD in 2007-2013, comprising . 0\./em er 2018
2020 - . indicates Q4 2020 as | MFF 11-SDB
Programmes financed by national and regional programmes from Convergence and lanned completion
the European Regional Regional Competitiveness and Employment objectives Zate P
Development Fund (ERDF) across 18 Member States. The selected programmes include
in the period 2007-2013 27 major projectson RTD infrastructures and activities.
MFF - This evaluation takes stock of EU funding of BR REGI
information & communication technologiesacross the EU
ICT - EU funding of under the European Regional Development Fund between Roa_olmag of July ITRE
. . . 2019 indicatesQ3
information and 2007 and 2013.1t covers 57 operational Programmes. They 2021 as planned
2021 communication represent 85% of the overall expenditure (amount EUR 9.66 p MFF
technologies during 2007- billion) in the categories telephone infrastructures (including completion date.
2013 (evaluation) broadband networks), information and communication

technologies, trans-European ICT networks (TEN-ICT) and
Services & apps for citizens (e-health, e-government, etc.)
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-6020552_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5665018_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11870-Evaluation-of-investments-in-information-and-communication-technologies-supported-by-the-ERDF-in-the-period-2007-2013
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1.26. DGRTD

EP
Year Title Type Purpose/Reason and scope “ Committ
ee

Legal act - Art. 32 of the Regulation (EU) No ITRE
1291/2013 -By 31 December 2023, the

Commission shall carry out, with the assistance of

independent experts, selected on the basis of a

transparent process, an ex-post evaluation of

Horizon 2020, its specific programme and the

activities of the EIT. That evaluation shall cover

the rationale,implementation and achievements, L
as well as the longer-term impacts and

sustainability of the measures, tofeedintoa

decision on a possible renewal, modification or

suspension of any subsequent measure. The

evaluation shall take into consideration aspects

relating to the dissemination and exploitation of

research results.

Ex-post

2023 Ex-post evaluation of Horizon 2020 .
evaluation
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1.27. DG SANTE

Evaluation of Regulation (EC) No
2019 1831/2003 on additives for use in
animal nutrition

Evaluation of legislation on Food
2020 Contact Materials - Regulation (EC)
No 1935/2004

Evaluation of the legislation on
medicines for children and rare
diseases (medicines for special
populations)

2020

132

Legal act - The evaluation aims to assess whether the
objectives of the Regulation have been achieved properly
and, more importantly, whether it is still fit for purpose

(as regards both safety and innovation) and in tune with
the priorities of the Commission. In particular the
evaluation should address the issue of the development
of new feed additives as thisis one element in the fight
against Antimicrobial Resistance (AMR).

Regulation (EC) No 1935/2004 (FCM Regulation) provides
that FCM shall not transfer their components into food in
quantitiesthat could endanger human health, or change
the composition or organoleptic properties of the food.
The evaluation covers the functioning of the FCM
Regulationin its entirety and the rulesand tools provided
for by it. It scrutinises all aspects of the current EU FCM
framework, incl. the effectiveness of the declaration of
compliance, which is required for specific measures at EU
level.Based on this evaluation, the EC will consider if
further measures are necessary at EU level,incl.the
recommendation by the REFIT Platform regarding a
common European requirement for a compliance
declaration for all FCM types.

The EU Regulation on medicines for rare diseases

(‘'orphan medicines', 141/2000) and the Paediatric
Medicines Regulation (1901/2006) especially for children
are intertwined and partly complementary, as they both
intend to redirect investment in previously neglected
therapeutic areas through a scheme of incentives,
rewards and obligations. The purpose of this evaluation is

The Roadmap
indicates

September
2018 as
planned
completion
date. The 2019
Management
plan moves it
toQ42019.

Roadmap of
November

2017 indicates
Q22019as
planned
completion
date; the 2019
Management
plan pushes the
date toearly
2020.Included
in CWP 2020.

Roadmap of
December 2017
indicates Q3
2019 as
planned
completion
date. The 2019

o)

BR AGRI

MP 19

CWP 19

EU-B ENVI

BR

MP 19

CWP 20

EU-B ENVI

BR

MP 19

CWP 20


http://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-4196253_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-5809429_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-6059807_en

Year Title

Evaluation of the EU legal

2020 framework on food irradiation
Evaluation on authorisation of
2020 plant protection products and

maximum residue levels for
pesticides

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Type

Purpose/Reason and scope

1., to assess whether the Orphan Regulation has catered
for innovative medicines for real unmet medical needs,
and whether it can accommodate scientific progress and
changing business models; and 2., to gaininsight into
how the various legislative incentives have been used in
practice and the financial consequences for companies
and society. This evaluation will also consider how such
incentives could be used to promote wider aims related
to antimicrobial resistance, specifically whether they can
be used for novel antimicrobials and innovative
alternative medicinal products that currently do no
generate sufficient returns on investment.

Examining the legislation to check ifit isachieving its
objective and ifit is still adapted to an evolving
environment with new technologies emerging. Subject
of the evaluation: Directive 1999/2/ECon the
approximation of the laws of the Member States
concerning foods and food ingredients treated with
ionising radiation and Directive 1999/3/EC: Implementing
- EU list of irradiated food and food ingredients.

Legal act- This evaluation covers the implementation and
functioning of Regulation 1107/2009 on plant protection
products and Regulation 396/2005 on maximum residue
levelsin all Member States since their applicability in

June 2011 and September 2008, respectively. It proposes
possible ways to enhance the implementation of the

Regulations in order to simplify or strengthen the current

Management
plan indicates
Q32019as
completion
date. Included
in the CWP
2020. Subject
to RSB scrutiny
in 2020.

The Roadmap
of March 2017

indicates Q4
2018 as
planned
completion
date; the 2018
Management
plan
announced the
SWD for Q4
2019.The EC
Planning 2018
pushes the date
to Q2 2020.

Roadmap of
November
2016 indicates
November
2018 as
planned
completion

Trigger

BR

MP 18

EC18

BR

CWP 19

MP 19

CWP 20

EP
Committee

ENVI

ENVI
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http://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-4196327_en
http://ec.europa.eu/smart-regulation/roadmaps/docs/2016_sante_197_ealuation_plant_protection_products_en.pdf
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Evaluation of Directive
2020 2009/128/EC on the Sustainable
Use of Pesticides

Revision of the General Product
2020 Safety Directive 2001/95/EC
(Regulation)

134

Back-to-back

regulatory framework, e.g. to address delays and increase
transparency, improve the zonal system for authorisation
and mutual recognition of authorisations, promote
sustainable plant protection, low risk solutions and
efficient risk mitigation, as well as to increase coherence
and consistency between the Regulations and other EU
legislation. The evaluation looks also into the issues
raised in the REFIT Platform opinion XI.10.a on Multiple
use/Multiple source substances — Chlorate adopted on
7/6/2017 and in the REFIT Platform opinion Xl.22.a on the
registration of plant protection products — adopted on
14/03/2019.

This evaluation will look, inter alia, at the progress
achieved by the Directive in reducing dependency on
pesticidesand stimulating the take-up of low-risk and
non-chemical alternativesto pesticides. Simplification
potential will also be considered, for example concerning
the rulesfor inspection of pesticides application
equipment and new official control rules.

The initiative will tackle the safety issues of products
brought about by new technologies; address the need for
more concrete actions on online selling; update the
general legal framework on product safety; and in the
light of the new Regulation (EU) 2019/1020 on market
surveillance and compliance of products, fill the existing
gap between harmonised and non-harmonised products
as far as market surveillance is concerned. The revision
would also improve the effectiveness of product recalls

date; listed in
CWP 2019
(carried over
from CWP
2016);the 2019
Management
plan envisages
the SWD for
2019;
Additional
information is
available here.

Roadmap of
May 2020

indicates Q1
2022 as
planned date
for the
legislative
proposal. EC
Planning 2018
indicates Q4
2020 as
completion
date.

CWP 20
indicates Q4
2020 as
completion
date

BR

MP 19

EC18

CWP 20

CWP 20

ENVI

IMCO


https://ec.europa.eu/food/plant/pesticides/refit_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12413-Sustainable-use-of-pesticides-revision-of-the-EU-rules

q . EP

2021

2021

2021

2021

2021

Evaluation of the EU Animal
Welfare Strategy (2012-2015)

Evaluation of the feed hygiene
regulation

Evaluation of Cross-border Health
Threats Decision 1082/2013/EU

Ex-post evaluation of the 3rd
Health Programme

Fitness check of the EU legislation
on animal welfare of farmed
animals

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

Ex-post
evaluation

Fitness check

and the coverage of new product safety risks. It should
strengthen the enforcement powers of Member States in
particular in relation to import controls. (legislative, incl.
impact assessment, Article 114 TFEU, Q4 2020)

The need for an evaluation of the EU Strategy for the
Protection and Welfare of Animals 2012-2015 was
expressed ina recommendation made by the European
Court of Auditorsinits Special Audit Report no 31/2018.

Legal act

MFF

The results of the Fitness Check will be part of the follow
up to the Farm to Fork Strategy and inform the reflection
on what further action (legislative and non-legislative)
might be necessary to align the EU's animal welfare

New Roadmap
of May 2020

indicates Q4
2021 as
planned
completion
date. Roadmap
of May 2019
indicates Q4
2020.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q12021 as
starting date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q12021 as
completion
date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q22021 as
completion
date

Roadmap of
May 2020

indicates Q4
2021 as

MFF

o)

EU-B

BR

MP 19

CWP 20

EC18

EC18

EC18

BR

AGRI

ENVI

ENVI

ENVI

AGRI
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12400-Fitness-Check-of-the-EU-legislation-on-animal-welfare-
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-2267798_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12400-Fitness-Check-of-the-EU-legislation-on-animal-welfare-
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q . EP

136

2021

2022

2022

2022

2022

2022

Evaluation of the Regulation (EU)
No. 528/2012 on Biocide

Evaluation of the European Centre
for Disease Prevention and Control
(ECDQ)

Evaluation of European Reference
Networks in accordance with the
Article 12 of the Directive on
patients' rights (Directive 2011/24)

Evaluation of Cross-Border
Healthcare Directive 2011/24/EU

Ex-post evaluation on the
achievement of the objectives set
out in the frame of the Common
Financial Framework (CFF) for food
and feed

Evaluation of Directive 2014/40/EJ
on the approximation of the laws,

Ex-post
evaluation

objectivesto the sustainability goals of the Green Deal
and of the Farm to Fork Strategy. It will cover the
following acts: Council Directives 98/58/EC, 1999/74/EC,
2007/43/EC,2008/120/EC, 2008/119/EC,No 1/2005 and
Council Directive No 1099/2009.

Legal act - Regulation (EU) No 528/2012 concerning the
making available on the market and use of biocidal
products

Legal act

Legal act - The aim of the evaluation will be to assess the
performance, achievement of objectivesand outcomes of
the Network and the contribution of its members.

Legal act

Legal act, MFF — Ex-post evaluation due by 30 June 2022.
Measure the effectiveness and efficiency of the measures
implemented under the food safety expenditure in the
period 2014-2020. Proposal for a regulation establishing a
CFF for food and feed.

Legal act - The aim of the evaluation isto assess whether
the regulation resulted in the expected changes, its

planned
completion
date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q42021 as
starting date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q12022as
completion
date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q12022as
completion
date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q42022 as
completion
date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q22022 as
completion
date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates

MFF

EC18

EC18

EC18

EC18

EC18

EC18

ENVI

ENVI

ENVI

ENVI

ENVI

ENVI



q . EP

2023

2024

2024

2026

regulations and administrative
provisions of the Member States
concerning the manufacture,
presentation and sale of tobacco
and related products and
repealing Directive 2001/37/EC

Evaluation of Falsified Medicines
Directive 2011/62/EU

Evaluation of Regulation (EU) No
1169/2011 on the provision of
food information to consumers

Evaluation of Better Training for
Safer food Programme

Evaluation of Regulation (EU)
2016/429 of the European
Parliament and of the Council of 9
March 2016 on transmissible
animal diseases (‘Animal Health
Law')

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

effectiveness, efficiency, relevance, coherence, EU added
value.

Legal act - Directive 2011/62/EU - The report should be
submitted to the Parliament and Council 5 years after the
application of the delegated acts on safety features.
Evaluation of the contribution of the measures provided
for in this Directive regarding the prevention of the entry
of falsified medicinal products in the legal supply chain/ a
description, where possible including quantitative data, of
the trends in the falsification of medicinal products.

Legal act

Legal act - The aim of this evaluation will be to assess the
impact of this BTSF Programme.

Legal act - Art. 282 Evaluation The Commission shall
evaluate this Regulation together with the delegated acts
referred to in Article 264 and submit the results of the
evaluation in a report to the Parliament and Council no
later than 22 April 2026.'

2022 as starting
date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q42023 as
completion
date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q12024 as
completion
date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q22024 as
completion
date.

EC Planning
2018 indicates
Q12026 as
completion
date.

EC18

EC18

EC18

EC18

ENVI

ENVI

AGRI

AGRI

137



EPRS | European Parliamentary Research Service

Y Titl T P R d Tri
“ m

Legal act - Article 111 of Regulation (EU) 2017/746 onin EC18 ENVI
vitro diagnostic medical devices stipulates that by 27 May

2027, the Commission assess the application of this

Regulation and produces an evaluation report on the

progress towards achievement of the objectives

Evaluation of in vitro diagnostic contained hereinincl.an assessment of the resources
2027 . . . . . . . . L
medical devices required to implement this Regulation. Special attention
shall be given to the traceability of devices through the
storage, pursuant to Article 24, of the UDI by economic
operators, health institutions and health professionals.
The evaluation shall include a review on the functioning
of Article 4.
ECPI i EC1 ENVI
Evaluation of the impact ofthe ¢ anning c18
. L . . . 2018 indicates
2029 Regulation on Clinical Trials on Legal act - Every 5 years in accordance with Art.97 of Q22029 as L
scientific and technological Regulation (EU) 536/2014. .
. completion
progress in Europe date
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2019

2021

2021

n/a

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

1.28. SG incl. Structural Reform Support Service

Mid-term evaluation of the Structural tM:L
Reform Support Programme (SRSP) 2017- erm

evaluati
2020

on

Evaluation of the Aid Programme to the
Turkish Cypriot community provided during
the period 2013-2018
Ex-post evaluation of the Structural Reform :\)/(:I)S:tti
Support Programme (SRSP) 2017-2020 on

Evaluation of the implementation of
Regulation 1141/2014 on the statute and
funding of European political partiesand
European political foundations

Legal act, FR, MFF - The Structural Reform Support
Programme for the period 2017-2020 was established by
EU Regulation 2017/825. Article 16 (2) states that the
Commission shall provide the Parliament and the Council
with a mid-term evaluation report by mid-2019 and an
ex-post evaluation by 31 December 2021. In addition,
article 18 of the Rules of Application of the Financial
Regulation establishes that spending programmes, which
entail significant overall spending, shall be subject to an
interim and/or an ex post evaluation.

FR - The Aid Programme addressed to the Turkish Cypriot
community was set up by Council Regulation 389/2006.
The assistance provided under this Regulation has to be
evaluated in compliance with the Financial Regulation.
Recommendation 6 of the Special Report no 19/20115 of
the European Court of Auditors.

Legal act, FR, MFF - The Structural Reform Support
Programme for the period 2017-2020 was established by
EU Regulation 2017/825. Article 16(2) states that the
Commission shall provide Parliament and Council with an
ex-post evaluation by 31 December 2021.In addition, the
Financial Regulation establishes that spending
programmes entailing significant overall spending, shall
be subject to an interim and/or an ex post evaluation.

Legal act

Roadmap of June 2018
indicates Q22019 as
planned completion
date. The 2019
Management Plan
foreseescompletion
for Q32019.

Roadmap of November
2018 indicatesQ4 2019
as planned completion
date. BR website
updated forecast to Q4
2021.

The EC Planning 2018
announces completion
for Q4 2021.

The EC Planning 2018
announces the start of
the evaluation for
December 2020.

FR

MFF

FR

FR

MFF

EU-B
BR
MP 19

11-SDB

EU-B

BR

MP 19

11-SDB

EC18
11-SDB

EC18

REGI

AFET

REGI

AFCO
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-3258803_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-6077547_en
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1.29. DGTAXUD

. . EP

The aim isto evaluate the developments in the EC18 ECON
last 15 yearsin tax competition between Member
. . 11-SDB
. Statgs in the area qf corporate taxation. Of The EC Planning 2018
Evaluation soft law Tax particular interest is to analyse whether agreed .
2019 L. announces completion | O
Competition soft law measures have had an effect on tax for April 2019
competition. Such effects could be to reduce tax or Apri )
competition or to push Member Statesto use new
strategies.
There are harmonised arrangements for the cross- EC 18 ECON
border distance selling of excise goods in the EU.
Economic evaluation of the costs Cross border B2B sales of excise goods currently 11-sDB
and benefits of the development require both the buyer and seller to complete The EC Planning 2018
2019 of a One Stop Shop for excise excise formalities (registration, use of EMCS) announces completion = O
goods, including Wholesale to which may deter retailers from sourcing goods for May 2019.
Retail transactions from wholesalers based in other Member States.
This market distortion may be a significant factor
to growth in this sector.
The evaluation will refer to Art. 4 of Council BR REGI
ision 189/2014. It will sh h he | The R p of Jul
Rl producedlin Frenchioversaas Decision 189/2014. 1t will s on tow .at e.xtentt e e .oad.ma of July
- . Back-to- | current system of reduced excise dutiesis fit for 2019 indicatesQ4 2019
2019 territories — evaluation of tax ; L - o)
back purpose and deliversat minimum costs the as planned completion
breaks Lo . . .
desired impacts. The time periodto coveris 2014-  date.
2017, subject to availability of data.
Legal act - Both Regulation (EC) No 273/2004 on BR LIBE
intra-EU trade and Council Regulation (EC) No Evaluation undertaken
Evaluation of |eg|5|at|0n on trade 111/2005 (amended by Reg 1259/2013) ontrade JOlntIy with DG GROW. MP 19 INTA
2020 in drug precursors between the EU and the rest of the world require ' The Roadmap of L CWP 20

140

the Commission to report by 31.12.2019 on the
implementation and functioning of the
regulations, and in particular on the possible

August 2017 indicates
Q42019 as planned


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11865-Authorisation-for-France-to-apply-a-reduced-rate-of-certain-indirect-taxes-for-rum-produced-in-French-outermost-regions
http://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-4108611_en

q . EP

2020

2020

2020

Evaluation of tax information
dissemination tools

(alternative title: EU tax policy -
evaluation of communication
channels)

Evaluation of the Customs

Cooperation and Mutual
Administrative Assistance

Agreement with China

Evaluation of the special VAT
scheme for travel agents

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

need for additional action to monitor and control
suspicious transactions with non-scheduled
substances. The regulations will be evaluated in
the light of their objective to set up a monitoring
and control system of the trade in drug precursors
to prevent their diversion from the legal supply
chain into the illicit drug production. The
evaluation will also cover Delegated Regulation
2015/1011 and Implementing Regulation
2015/1013.

DG TAXUD works with a range of different
dissemination tools to make the data collected
accessible to the public. These are: 'Taxes in
Europe Data Base'; report 'Taxation Trends in the
European Union’; survey on 'Tax Policiesin the
European Union'; Taxation Papers. These tools will
be assessed for the first time.

Cooperation in customs matters between the EU
and China isbased on the Customs Cooperation
and Mutual Administrative Assistance Agreement
(CCMAA), which enteredinto force in April 2005.
The 2018-2020 Strategic Framework foreseesa
review of the CCMAA, so as to render it a better
tool to achieve the objective of strengthening the
effectiveness of controls coupled with facilitation
for legitimate trade. Before such a review could
be considered, the functioning of the CCMAA
should be evaluated.

The special VAT scheme for travel agents and tour
operators are set out in Art.306 to 310 of Council
Directive 2006/112/EC, put in place by the Sixth
Council Directive 77/388/EEC as a simplification
measure to avoid multiple registration
obligations for businesses and to allocate VAT

completion date.
Included in CWP 2020.

Roadmap of May 2019
indicates Q12020 as
planned completion
date.

The Roadmap of March
2020 indicates Q3 2020
as planned completion
date. The 2019
Management plan
announces completion
for Q4 2019.

Roadmap of February
2020 indicates Q3 2020
as planned completion
date.

0]

EU-B

BR
11-SDB

BR

MP 19

BR

ECON

INTA

ECON
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-2254869_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/1941-EU-China-Customs-Agreement
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11883-Evaluation-of-the-special-VAT-scheme-for-travel-agents
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Year Title
Final evaluation of the Customs

2021 2020 programme (Regulation
1294/2013)

2021 Final evaluation of Fiscalis 2020
(Regulation 1286/2013)

2021 Union Customs Code — mid-term

evaluation

142

Type

Final
evaluation

Final
evaluation

Mid-term
evaluation

Purpose/Reason and scope

revenues to the Member State of consumption.
The rules have never been amended, but they
have beeninterpreted by the CJEU.

Legal act, MFF - 'The Commission shall, by 31
December 2021, draw up a final evaluation
report.’ Mid-term evaluation published 2019.
Customs 2020 isthe EU's programme for
cooperation between national customs
administrations. By enabling these
administrations to cooperate and exchange
information and expertise, the programme aims
to ensure that EU customs law isimplemented
correctly and the customs unionis modernised
and works effectively.

Legal act, MFF - 'The Commission shall, by 31
December 2021, draw up a final evaluation'. Mid-
term evaluation published 2019.

The evaluation will assess to what extent the
Union Customs Code is efficient and has achieved
its objectives. These include: making it easier to
trade in the EU; ensuring proper checks;
streamlining customs legislation; creating a
paperless environment.

Trigger

MP 19 IMCO

Roadmap not yet
available as of June

2020.The 2019
Management plan L
announces completion
for Q2 2021.BR
website indicates Q4
2021 as planned
completion date.

MFF

The 2019 Management MP 19 ECON
plan announces
completion for Q2

2021.

MFF

BR IMCO
Roadmap of June 2020
indicates Q4 2021 as
planned completion
date.

EP

Committee


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12448-Final-evaluation-of-the-Customs-2020-programme-
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/11968-Mid-term-evaluation-of-the-Union-Customs-Code-

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

1.30. DG TRADE

T T T ; EP

The EU Association Agreements with six Euromed EU-B INTA
countries (Tunisia, Morocco, Egypt, Jordan, Algeriaand
Lebanon) are traditional style agreements focused on Roadmap of BR
reciprocal but asymmetric liberalisation of tariffs on trade .NO\./ember 2017 MP
Evaluation of the trade in goods, incorporating lengthy transition periods. As the = indicates Q42019 19
component of the EU's Euro- transition periods draw to a close, it isappropriate to as plann?d EC 18
Mediterranean Association Ex-post conduct an ex post examination of the impact of the completion ‘J!ate'
2020 Agreements with six P . agreements. This evaluation may identify opportunities The EC Planning 6] CWP 20
; : evaluation - : : 2018 indicates
Mediterranean partner countries for streamlining procedures with potential costs and
(Algeria, Egypt, Jordan, Lebanon, burden reduction. The evaluation will uncover strengths July 2029 as
Morocco and Tunisia). and weaknesses of these first-generation agreements and completion date.
provide guidance on improving the effectiveness of their Included in the
implementation. Benefits may be used in any future re- CWP 2020.
negotiation of the agreements or in the negotiation of
agreements with other countries.
Roadmap of July EU-B INTA
Legal act - The EPA between the EU and 14 Member gglg ;r;d;f:r:izdm BR
State.s.ofthe Carit?bear) Forum (CARIEORUM) has been completion date.
provisionally applied since 2008. Parties of the agreement The 2019 MP 19
G have a legal requirement to evaluate the EPA at five-
2020 Evaluatlc.)n of the CA.RIFORUM yearly intervals. The proposed evaluation for 2019/2020 Mana'gernent L QWP 20
conomic Partnership Agreement : - ; plan indicates
follows the first review of the agreement conducted in end of 2019 as
2014/2015. planned
completion date.
Included in the
CWP 2020.
Legal act - The EU's trade agreements with Peru and EU-B INTA
2020 Ex post evaluation on the Ex-post Colombia entered into force in March and August 2013, Roadmap of L
evaluation February 2019 BR

implementation of the EU-

respectively. The rationale for the present evaluation
stems in part from various provisions in the Agreement

indicates Q34
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2017-5657003_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-3836330_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2019-462117_en
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q . EP

2021

2021

2022

2023

144

Colombia/Ecuador/Peru Trade
Agreement

Ex post evaluation on the

implementation of the Trade Part Ex-post
of the EU-Central America evaluation
Association Agreement
Ex post evaluation of the trade
pillar of the EU's Association Ex-post
Agreements with Georgia and evaluation
Moldova
Ex post evaluation of the trade Ex-post
pillar of the EU's Association .

. . evaluation
Agreement with Ukraine
Ex post evaluation of the SADC Ex-post
EPA evaluation

which invite the Parties to evaluate itsimpact on trade on
certain stakeholders (in particular SMEs); or on certain
areas (such as labour and environment) (Articles 13(1)bis,
Article 13(3), Article 279, Article 280(6)(d) and Article
286(a)). The scope of thisevaluation is, however, broader
covering the whole scope of the Agreement that is
currently provisionally applied.

Legal act — The evaluation will examine the impact of the
trade-related rulesin the EU-Central America Association
Agreement, signed in 2013 with all 6 countriesin the
region (Costa Rica, Guatemala, Honduras, Nicaragua,
Panama and Salvador). It will focus on economic, social,
environmental and human rightsimpacts, aiming to draw
lessons for the future implementation of the agreement.

The evaluation isset to provide an evidence-based
assessment of the impact of the implementation of the
DCFTAs with Georgia and Moldova 5 years after their
initial provisional application. The evaluation will also
feedinto any future discussions with Moldova and
Georgiaregarding a possible upgrade of the DCFTAs.
Thematically, the evaluation will cover all areas of the
agreements. It will assess the level of liberalisation
achieved and the efficiency of setting up the necessary
institutions by Georgia and Moldova, and look at the
impact on SMEs.

2020 as planned
completion date.

Roadmap of May
2019 indicatesQ1

2021 as planned
completion date.

The Roadmap of
Feb 2020
indicates Q2 2021
as planned
completion date.

The EC Planning
2018 indicates
Sept. 2022 as
completion date.

The EC Planning
2018 indicates

o)

MP 19

EU-B INTA
BR

MP 19

BR INTA
EC18 INTA
EC18 INTA


https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/initiatives/ares-2018-5932036_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/better-regulation/have-your-say/initiatives/12086-Ex-post-evaluation-of-the-EU-Georgia-and-the-EU-Moldova-DCFTA-Agreements
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EP
Y Titl T P R d Tri

Sept. 2023 as
completion date.

The EC Planning EC18 INTA
2023 Ex post evaluation of the interim Ex-post 2018 indicates
EPA with Cameroon evaluation Dec. 2023 as
completion date.
Ex post evaluation of the EU's The EC Planning EC18 INTA
2023 Comprehensive Economic §nd Ex-post 2018 indicates
Trade Agreement (CETA) with evaluation Dec. 2023 as
Canada completion date.
The EC Planning EC18 INTA
2024 Ex post evaluation of the EU's Ex-post 2018 indicates
trade defence instruments evaluation March 2024 as

completion date.
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2. Completed evaluations published as Staff Working Documents (SWD)

The following tablelists all evaluations and fitness checks the European Commission completedand subsequently published as staff workingdocuments
(SWDs) between 1 October 2017 and 30 June 2020. Their total number is 183. Data are sorted by Commission DG, and within a DG in descending
chronological order. For each record, the hyperlink to the SWD is provided to enable access to the full-text by simple mouse-click, and, if applicable, also
to the executive summary, the COMreport and the opinion of the Regulatory Scrutiny Board. In a few isolated cases, the full-text of the SWD and/or the
executive summary could notbe retrieved on the Commission server.

In addition, to increase the data's usability within Parliament, efforts were made to identify the competent parliamentary committee for every completed
evaluation. Where possible, the attributionis based on Parliament's Legislative Observatory (OEIL);in the other cases, the committee designation is based
on the generalsubject field covered by specificcommittees, as set outin Parliament's Rules of Procedure (Annex V). It was carried out with great care, but
it goes without sayingthatanysuch exercise is prone to inaccuracies. Therefore, it is worth noting that the committee attribution is purely indicative.

Foran analysis of this datasetsee chapter4.2.

RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

DG AGRI
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Regulation (EU) No
1305/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 17 December 2013 on SWD(2019) 389
support for rural development by the European Agricultural Fund for Rural Development DG AGRI AGRI 18/10/2019
(EAFRD) and repealing Council Regulation (EC) No 1698/2005 concerning the forestry SWD(2019) 391 (summary)
measures under Rural Development
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Regulation (EU) No SWD(2018) 478
1307/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 17 December 2013
establishing rulesfor direct payments to farmers under support schemes within the SWD(2018) 479 (summary)
framework of the common agricultural policy and repealing Council Regulation (EC) No DG AGRI AGRI 23/11/2018 .
637/2008 and Council Regulation (EC) No 73/2009 concerning the greeningin direct RSB opinion
payments

146


https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/food-farming-fisheries/forestry/documents/eval-cap-forestry-staff-working-document-rural-development_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/food-farming-fisheries/forestry/documents/eval-cap-forestry-staff-working-document-rural-development-annexe_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_evaluation_greening_in_direct-payment_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/food-farming-fisheries/key_policies/documents/ext-eval-payment-practices-climate-executive-summary_2018-12-04_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-greeening-in-direct-payment_en_0.pdf
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

DG CLIMA
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Regulation (EC) No SWD(2019) 406
1005/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 September 2009 on
substances that deplete the ozone layer COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT DG CLIMA ENVI 26/11/2019 SWD(2019) 407 (summary)
EVALUATION of Regulation (EC) No 1005/2009 of the European Parliament and of the o
Council of 16 September 2009 on substances that deplete the ozone layer RSB opinion
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the EU Strategy on adaptation SWD(2018) 461
to climate change Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO
THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL on the implementation of the EU DG CLIMA ENVI 12/11/2018 COM(2018) 738
Strategy on adaptation to climate change RSB opinion
DG CONNECT

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION REPORT on the Commission's SWD(2018) 463
2009 Recommendation on Termination Rates (Recommendation 2009/396/EC) DG CONNECT ITRE 12/11/2018

SWD(2018) 464 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the evaluation of Europeana SWD(2018) 398
Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to the European Parliament DG CONNECT CULT 06/09/2018
and the Council on the evaluation of Europeana and the way forward COM(2018) 612
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the REFIT Review of
Regulation EC 733/2002 establishing the ".eu' top-level domain (TLD) and Regulation EC
874/2004 laying down public policy rules concerning the implementation and functions SWD(2018) 120
of the .eu TLD Accompanying the document Proposal for a Regulation of the European DG CONNECT ITRE 27/04/2018
Parliament and of the Council on the implementation and functioning of the .eu Top SWD(2018) 122 (summary)
Level Domain name and repealing Regulation (EC) No 733/2002 and Commission
Regulation (EC) No 874/2004
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of Directive 96/9/EC on the legal SWD(2018) 146
protection of databases DG CONNECT JURI 26/04/2018

SWD(2018) 147 (summary)

147


https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0406_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0407_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_ozone_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0461
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0738
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-adaptation-strategy_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-463-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/dae/document.cfm?doc_id=57661
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0398
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0612
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-120-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-3.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0122
https://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/dae/document.cfm?doc_id=51764
https://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/dae/document.cfm?doc_id=51765
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RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Accompanying the document SWD(2018) 145
Proposal for a Directive of the European Parliament and of the Council on the re-use of DG CONNECT ITRE 25/04/2018
public sector information SWD(2018) 129 (summary)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the findings of the review of the ruleson
roaming fair use policy and the sustainability derogation laid down in the Commission

Implementing Regulation (EU) 2016/2286 of 15 December 2016 DG CONNECT ITRE 28/06/2019 SWD(2019) 288
[note: was flagged as evaluation in the 2019 Management Plan]
DG COMM
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT OF THE EVALUATION of the Europe Direct SWD(2018) 411
Information Centres (2013-2017) DG COMM CuLT 12/09/2018
SWD(2018) 412 (summary)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the European Commission SWD(2018) 374
Visitors' Centre DG COMM CULT 05/07/2018

SWD(2018) 373 (summary)

DG COMP
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Commission Regulation
(EC) No 906/2009 of 28 September 2009 on the application of Article 81(3) of the Treaty to SWD(2019) 411
. ) . . . DG COMP ECON 20/11/2019
certain categories of agreements, decisions and concerted practices between liner
- . . SWD(2019) 412 (summary)
shipping companies (consortia)
DG DEVCO
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the EU Policy Coherence for SWD(2019) 88
Deve|opme nt DG DEVCO DEVE 27/02/2019
SWD(2019) 93 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Instrument for Pre- SWD(2017) 463
accession Assistance (IPA Il) Accompanying the document Report from the Commission DG DEVCO AFET 15/12/2017

COM(2017) 720
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0145
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0129
https://ec.europa.eu/newsroom/dae/document.cfm?doc_id=60570
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-411-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-412-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-374-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-373-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/consultations/2018_consortia/1_en_dts_evaluation.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/competition/consultations/2018_consortia/1_en_dts_resume_evaluation.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-88-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/sites/devco/files/swd-pcd-evaluation-summ-20190226_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0463
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0720

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

to the European Parliament and the Council Mid-term Review Report on the External
Financing Instruments

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Development Cooperation
Instrument Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE
EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Mid-term review report of External Financing
Instruments

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the 11th European
Development Fund Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO
THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Midterm Review Report on the External
Financing Instruments

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the European Neighbourhood
Instrument Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE
EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Mid-term review report of the External
Financing Instruments

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the European Instrument for
Democracy and Human Rights (EIDHR) Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE
COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Mid-term review
report of the External Financing Instruments

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Instrument for Nuclear
Safety Cooperation Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO
THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Midterm Review Report on the External
Financing Instruments

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Common Implementing
Regulation Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE
EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Midterm Review Report of the External
Financing Instruments

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Midterm evaluation of the Instrument
contributing to Stability and Peace Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE

DG DEVCO

DG DEVCO

DG DEVCO

DG DEVCO

DG DEVCO

DG DEVCO

DG DEVCO

AFET
DEVE

AFET

DEVE

AFET

AFET

ITRE

AFET

AFET

15/12/2017

15/12/2017

15/12/2017

15/12/2017

15/12/2017

15/12/2017

15/12/2017

SWD(2017) 600

COM(2017) 720

SWD(2017) 601
COM(2017) 720

SWD(2017) 602
COM(2017) 720

RSB opinion

SWD(2017) 604

COM(2017) 720

SWD(2017) 605
COM(2017) 720

SWD(2017) 606

COM(2017) 720

SWD(2017) 607
COM(2017) 720
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0600
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0720
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0601
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0720
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0602
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0720
https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/mid-term-review-eni-assistance-2014-2017_en
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0604
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0720
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0605
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0720
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0606
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0720
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0607
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0720
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Midterm Review
Report on the External Financing Instruments

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Mid-term evaluation of the Partnership

Instrument for cooperation with third countries Accompanying the document REPORT OF

THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Mid-term review DG DEVCO AFET 15/12/2017 SWD(2017) 608
report of the External Financing Instruments COM(2017) 720

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Council Decision on

relations between the European Union, on the one hand, and Greenland and the SWD(2017) 609
Kingdom of Denmark on the other (Greenland Decision) Accompanying the document DG DEVCO AFET 15/12/2017
REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL COM(2017) 720

Midterm Review Report on the External Financing Instruments

DG DGIT
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Interim evaluation of the ISA” (ISA2)
programme Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE 56 DGIT TRE 53/09/2019 SWD(2019) 1615
EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Results of the interim evaluation of the ISA? COM(2019) 615
programme

DG EAC
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document Report from
the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and SWD(2019) 203

DG EAC CULT 11/06/2019

Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions Ex Post evaluation of the 2017 COM(2019) 266
European Capitals of Culture (Pafos and Aarhus)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Mid-term evaluation of Creative Europe
Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN SWD(2018) 159

PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Mid-term evaluation of the Creative Europe programme DG EAC cuLr 30/04/2018 COM(2018) 248
(2014-2020)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Mid-term evaluation of the Erasmus+ DG EAC CULT 31/01/2018 SWD(2018) 40

programme (2014-2020) Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISION
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0608
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0720
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0609
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0720
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019SC1615
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0615
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52019SC0203
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52019DC0266
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0159
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0248
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0040

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE COUNCIL, THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL
COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE OF REGIONS Mid-term evaluation of the Erasmus+
programme (2014-2020)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document Report from
the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and

Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions Ex Post evaluation of the 2016 DG EAC

European Capitals of Culture (Donostia San Sebastian and Wroclaw)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the Interim evaluation of the European

Institute of Innovation and Technology (EIT) DG EAC
DG ECFIN

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Decision No 1025/2013/EU of
the European Parliament and of the Council of 22 October 2013 providing macro- DG ECFIN
financial assistance to the Kyrgyz Republic

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Decision No 778/2013/EU of
the European Parliament and of the Council of 12 August 2013 providing further macro- DG ECFIN
financial assistance to Georgia

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EX-POST EVALUATION of the Economic
Adjustment Programme for Cyprus 2013-2016 DG ECFIN

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Decision No 466/2014/EU of
the European Parliament and of the Council of 16 April 2014 granting an EU guarantee to
the European Investment Bank against losses under financing operations supporting

investment projects outside the Union DG ECFIN

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Council Decision of 12
July 2002 providing supplementary macro-financial assistance to Ukraine Decision No DG ECFIN
388/2010/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 7 July 2010 providing

CULT

ITRE

INTA

INTA

ECON

BUDG

INTA

25/04/2018

18/10/2017

17/12/2019

17/12/2019

18/10/2019

13/09/2019

12/03/2020

23/06/2018

COM(2018) 50

RSB opinion

SWD(2018) 140

COM(2018) 235

SWD(2017) 351

SWD(2017) 352 (summary)

SWD(2019) 446

SWD(2019) 448 (summary)

SWD(2019) 447
SWD(2019) 449 (summary)
SWD(2019) 387
SWD(2019) 388 (summary)
SWD(2019) 333
SWD(2019) 334 (summary)
COM(2020) 96
RSB opinion
SWD(2018) 390

SWD(2018) 391 (summary)
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0050
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/opinion_rsb_erasmus.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0140
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0235
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2017/EN/SWD-2017-351-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2017/EN/SWD-2017-352-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/swd-2019-446.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/swd-2019-448.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/swd-2019-447.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/swd-2019-449.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/ip114_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/executive_summary.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0333_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0334_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020DC0096
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_elm_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/swd_2018_390_f1_staff_working_paper_en_v2_p1_986433.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/swd_2018_391_f1_staff_working_paper_en_v3_p1_985000.pdf
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

macro-financial assistance to Ukraine Council Decision of 14 April 2014 providing macro-
financial assistance to Ukraine

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Decision No SWD(2018) 388
1351/2013/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council of 11 December 2013 on DG ECFIN INTA 23/06/2018

providing macro-financial assistance to the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan SWD(2018) 389 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the European Fund for SWD(2018) 316
Strategic Investments, of the European Investment Advisory Hub, and of the European BUDG

Investment Project Portal Accompanying the document Proposal for a REGULATION OF DG ECFIN 06/06/2018

THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL establishing the InvestEU ECON

Programme RSB opinion
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document SWD(2017) 443
COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE COUNCIL AND THE EUROPEAN

PARLIAMENT on the mid-term evaluation of the Programme for exchange, assistance and DG ECFIN LIBE 06/12/2017 SWD(2017) 444 (summary)

training for the protection of the euro against counterfeiting (‘Pericles 2020' Programme) COM(2017) 741

DG ECHO
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the Evaluation of the operation of Council SWD(2019) 97
Regulation (EU) 2016/369 on the provision of emergency support within the Union 12/03/2019
Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to the Council on the DG ECHO BUDG COM(2019) 133
Evaluation of the Regulation (EU) 2016/369 on the provision of emergency support within
the Union RSB opinion 1,2
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT COMPREHENSIVE EVALUATION of EU SWD(2019) 3
Humanitarian Aid, 2012-2016
DG ECHO DEVE 10/01/2019 SWD(2019) 4 (summary)
RSB opinion
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Interim Evaluation of the EU Aid Volunteers
initiative Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to the European SWD(2018) 353
DG ECHO DEVE 28/06/2018

Parliament and the Council on the Interim Evaluation of the EU Aid Volunteersinitiative COM(2018) 496
for the period mid-2014 to mid-2017
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/swd_ex-post_evaluation_mfa-i_jordan.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/executive_summary_ex-post_evaluation_mfa-i_jordan.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0316
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-eval-ecfin-efsi-1_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0443
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0444
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0741
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_97_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2019/EN/COM-2019-133-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/opinion_1_esi_0.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/opinion_2_esi.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/swd_2019_3_f1_staff_working_paper_en_v2_p1_1005651.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-4-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-echo-humanitarian-aid_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0353
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0496

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Accompanying the document
Proposal for a DECISSION OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL
amending Decision No 573/2014/EU on enhanced cooperation between Public
Employment Services (PES)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT MID-TERM EVALUATION of the European
Union Programme for Employment and Social Innovation (EaSl) Accompanying the
document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION Report from the Commission on the mid-
term evaluation of the European Union Programme for Employment and Social
Innovation (EaSl)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Accompanying the document
REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE COUNCIL on the evaluation of the Council
Recommendation on the integration of the long-term unemployed into the labour
market

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the EU Commission Agencies
working in the employment and social affairs policy field: EUROFOUND, CEDEFOP, ETF
and EU-OSHA

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT MID-TERM EVALUATION of the Fund for
European Aidtothe Most Deprived (FEAD)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Ex-post evaluation of the preparatory action
"Your first EURES job"

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT MID-TERM EVALUATION of the European
Globalisation Adjustment Fund (EGF) Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE
COMMISSION Report from the Commission on the mid-term evaluation of the European
Globalisation Adjustment Fund (EGF)

DG EMPL

DG EMPL

DG EMPL

DG EMPL

DG EMPL

DG EMPL

DG EMPL

DG EMPL

EMPL

EMPL

EMPL

EMPL

EMPL

EMPL

EMPL

16/09/2019

20/05/2019

11/04/2019

09/04/2019

27/03/2019

26/06/2018

16/05/2018

SWD(2019) 1350

SWD(2019) 319 (summary)

SWD(2019) 182
COM(2019) 234

SWD(2019) 154

COM(2019) 169

SWD(2019) 159
SWD(2019) 160 (summary)
RSB opinion 1,2
SWD(2019) 148
SWD(2019) 149 (summary)
SWD(2018) 364
SWD(2018) 365 (summary)
SWD(2018) 192

COM(2018) 297

RSB opinion
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019SC1350
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019SC0319
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1560979550186&uri=CELEX:52019SC0182
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0234
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1560979550186&uri=CELEX:52019SC0154
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0169
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_159_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/social/BlobServlet?docId=21036&langId=en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/opinion_1_eu_agencies.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/opinion_2_eu_agencies.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-148-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/social/BlobServlet?docId=20911&langId=en
https://ec.europa.eu/social/BlobServlet?docId=21648&langId=en
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0192
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0297
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-european-globalisation-adjustment_en.pdf
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation Accompanying the document

Report from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council and the European

Ec.onor.mc and Social Committee Rgport on the implementation by Mer.nber States of . DG EMPL EMPL 14/05/2018

Directive 2009/38/EC on the establishment of a European Works Council or a procedure in COM(2018) 292
Community-scale undertakings and Community-scale groups of undertakings for the

purposes of informing and consulting employees (Recast)

SWD(2018) 187

DG ENER

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT IMPACT ASSESSMENT Accompanying the

document Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on

the labelling of tyres with respect to fuel efficiency and other essential parameters and DG ENER ITRE 17/05/2018 SWD(2018) 189
repealing Regulation (EC) No 1222/2009

(back-to-back: Evaluation = Annex5)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Accompanying the document
Report from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council on the SWD(2018) 344

evaluation and implementation of the EU nuclear decommissioning assistance DG ENER ITRE 13/06/2018 COM(2018) 468
programmes in Bulgaria, Slovakia and Lithuania
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Mid-term evaluation of Council Directive SWD(2017) 438
2009/119/ECimposing an obligation on Member States to maintain minimum stocks of DG ENER ITRE 24/11/2017
crude oil and/or petroleum products SWD(2017) 439 (summary)
DG ENV
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Regulation (EC) No 1013 SWD(2020) 26
/2006 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 14 June 2006 on shipments of DG ENV ENVI 31/01/2020
waste SWD(2020) 27 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Council Directive SWD(2019) 700
91/271/EEC of 21 May 1991, concerning urban waste-water treatment
DG ENV ENVI 13/12/2019 SWD(2019) 701 (summary)

RSB opinion
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0187
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0292
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52018SC0189
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0344
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0468
https://ec.europa.eu/energy/sites/ener/files/documents/mid-term_evaluation_of_council_directive_2009119ec.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2020/EN/SWD-2020-26-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2020/EN/SWD-2020-27-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/water-urbanwaste/pdf/UWWTD%20Evaluation%20SWD%20448-701%20web.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0701_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/sec_2019_0448_en.pdf
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT FITNESS CHECK of the Water Framework
Directive, Groundwater Directive, Environmental Quality Standards Directive and Floods
Directive Directive 2000/60/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council

establishing a framework for the Community actionin the field of water policy Directive SWD(2019) 439
2006/118/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council on the protection of

groundwater against pollution and deterioration Directive 2008/105/EC of the European DG ENV ENVI 10/12/2019 SWD(2019) 440 (summary)
Parliament and of the Council on environmental quality standards in the field of water

policy, amending and subsequently repealing Council Directives 82/176/EEC, 83/513/EEC, RSB opinion

84/156/EEC, 84/491/EEC, 86/280/EEC and amending Directive 2000/60/EC of the
European Parliament and of the Council Directive 2007/60/EC on the assessment and
management of flood risks

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT FITNESS CHECK of the Ambient Air Quality SWD(2019) 427
Directives Directive 2004/107/ECrelating to arsenic, cadmium, mercury, nickel and
polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons in ambient air and Directive 2008/50/EC on ambient air DG ENV ENVI 28/11/2019 SWD(2019) 428 (summary)
quality and cleaner air for Europe RSB opinion
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Directive 2001/42/ECon SWD(2019) 413
the assessment of the effects of certain plans and programmes on the environment DG ENV ENVI 22/11/2019

SWD(2019) 414 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the 7th Environment Action SWD(2019) 181
Programme to 2020 "Living well, within the limits of our planet" Accompanying the
document Report from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the DG ENV ENVI 15/05/2019 COM(2019) 233
Europe Economic and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regionson the o
evaluation of the 7th Environment Action Programme RSB opinion

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the evaluation of the Directive 2006/66/EC
on batteries and accumulators and waste batteriesand accumulators and repealing DG ENV ENVI 09/04/2019 SWD(2019)1300
Directive 91/157/EEC

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the European Environment SWD(2018) 470
Agency (EEA) and its European Environment Information and Observation Network DG ENV ENVI 20/11/2018
(EIONET) SWD(2018) 471 (summary)
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0439_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0440_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/sec_2019_0438_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0427_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0428_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/sec_2019_0426_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/eia/pdf/Doc%201%20SWD_2019_SEA%20REFIT.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/eia/pdf/Doc%202%20SWD_2019_SEA%20REFIT%20executive%20summary_EN.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1560979550186&uri=CELEX:52019SC0181
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0233
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_env_7eap_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-1300-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-470-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-471-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
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RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Council Directive 1999/22/EC AGRI SWD(2018) 455
of 29 March 1999 relating to the keeping of wild animals in zoos (Zoos Directive) DG ENV 06/11/2018
ENVI SWD(2018) 456 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT MID-TERM EVALUATION Accompanying the SWD(2017) 355
document Report on the Mid-term Evaluation of the Programme for Environment and
Climate Action (LIFE) SWD(2017) 356 (summary)
DG ENV ENVI 06/11/2017

COM(2017) 642

RSB opinion

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT REFIT evaluation of Regulation (EC) No

166/2006 concerning the establishment of a European Pollutant Release and Transfer SWD(2017) 710
Register (E-PRTR) Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to the

European Parliament and the Council on progress inimplementing Regulation (EC) No DG ENV ENVI 13/12/2017 SWD(2017) 711 (summary)
166/2006 concerning the establishment of a European Pollutant Release and Transfer COM(2017)810
Register (E-PRTR)

DG ESTAT
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the European Fishery SWD(2019) 425
Statistics DG ESTAT PECH 28/11/2019

SWD(2019) 426 (summary)

REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL on COM(2019) 50
the functioning of Regulation (EU) No 1337/2011 of the European Parliament and of the DG ESTAT AGRI 05/02/2019
Council of 13 December 2011 concerning European statistics on permanent crops [no SWD available]
Commission staff working document on the second mid-term evaluation of the European SWD (reference not
statistical programme 2013-17 provided)

DG ESTAT ECON 2018 summary
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https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-455-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-456-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0355
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0356
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0642
https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/mid-term-evaluation-life-programme_en
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0710
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0711
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0810
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/64157/4375784/SWD_2019_425_F1_SWD_EVALUATION_EN_V2_P1_1058634.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2019/EN/COM-2019-50-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/64157/4375449/2019Second+mid-term+evaluation+of+the+ESP+2013-2017/67718171-9743-4359-85fc-39129b3f8a2e
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/64157/4375449/2019+Second+mid-term+evaluation+of+the+ESP+2013-2017+Executive+summary+EN/1f66157d-bf3c-44f8-922b-59031ba028a0
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT FITNESS CHECK of EU Supervisory Reporting
Requirements

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT IMPACT ASSESSMENT Accompanying the
document Proposal for a DIRECTIVE OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE
COUNCIL amending Directive 2009/103/EC of the European Parliament and the Council
of 16 September 2009 relating to insurance against civil liability in respect of the use of
motor vehicles,and the enforcement of the obligation to insure against such liability
(back-to-back)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT IMPACT ASSESSMENT Accompanying the
document Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council
amending Regulation (EC) No 924/2009 asregards certain charges on cross-border
payments inthe Union and currency conversion charges

(Note: back-to-back; the evaluation reportisattached to the IA as annex 6)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on Directive 2002/87/EU on the
supplementary supervision of credit institutions, insurance undertakings and investment
firms in a financial conglomerate (FICOD)

(Note: back-to-back; the evaluation report is attached to the IA as annex 7)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Regulation (EU) No 305/2011
of the European Parliament and of the Council of 9 March 2011 laying down harmonised
conditions for the marketing of construction products and repealing Council Directive
89/106/EEC

DG FISMA

SWD(2019) 402

DG FISMA ECON 06/11/2019 SWD(2019) 403 (summary)

RSB opinion

IMCO

DG FISMA 24/05/2018 SWD(2018) 247

JURI

DG FISMA ECON 28/03/2018 SWD(2018) 84

SWD(2017) 272

DG FISMA ECON 13/07/2017 SWD(2017) 273 (summary)

RSB opinion
DG GROW

SWD(2019) 1770

DG GROW IMCO 24/10/2019 SWD(2019) 1771 (summary)

COM(2019) 800
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0402_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0403_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_fc_sup_report_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/ALL/?uri=SWD%3A2018%3A247%3AFIN
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/ab597e48-3288-11e8-b5fe-01aa75ed71a1/language-en/format-PDF/source-100426887
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2017/EN/SWD-2017-272-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2017/EN/SWD-2017-273-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/financial-conglomerates-directive-ficod_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_1770_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_1771_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0800
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

RSB opinion

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Accompanying the document
Report from the Commission to the Council and to the European Parliament for the SWD(2019) 374

interim evaluation of the Programme for the Competitiveness of Enterprises and Small DG GROW ITRE 14/10/2019 COM(2019) 468
and Medium-sized enterprises (COSME)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of Regulation (EC) 2679/98 on the SWD(2019) 371
functioning of the internal market in relation to the free movement of goods among the DG GROW IMCO 08/10/2019
Member States (Strawberry regulation) SWD(2019) 372 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Regulation (EC) No 648/2004 SWD(2019) 298
of the European Parliament and of the Council of 31 March 2004 on detergents DG GROW ENVI 10/07/2019

SWD(2019) 299 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT FITNESS CHECK of the most relevant
chemicals legislation (excluding REACH), as well as related aspects of legislation applied SWD(2019) 199
to downstream industries Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE 25/06/2019
COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE COUNCIL, THE EUROPEAN DG GROW ENVI COM(2019) 264
ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS Findings of
the Fitness Check of the most relevant chemicals legislation (excluding REACH) and RSB opinion
identified challenges, gaps and weaknesses
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Lifts Directive 2014/33/EU
Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to the Council and the SWD(2019) 26
European Parliament on the implementation and functioning of Directive 2014/33/EU of DG GROW IMCO 22/02/2019
the European Parliament and of the Council of 26 February 2014 on the harmonisation of COM(2019)87
the laws of the Member States relating to liftsand safety components for lifts
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Aerosol Dispensers SWD(2018) 266
Directive DG GROW ENVI 30/05/2018

SWD(2018) 267 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of Council Directive 85/374/EEC of SWD(2018) 157
25 July 1985 on the approximation of the laws, regulations and administrative provisions DG GROW IMCO 07/05/2018
of the Member States concerning liability for defective products Accompanying the COM(2018) 246

document Report from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council and the
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_const_product_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019SC0374
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0468
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-299-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561900048804&uri=CELEX:52019SC0199
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52019DC0264
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_fc_chemical_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52019SC0026
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52019DC0087
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-266-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-267-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0157
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0246

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

European Economic and Social Committee on the Application of the Council Directive on
the approximation of the laws, regulations, and administrative provisions of the Member
States concerning liability for defective products (85/374/EEC)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Machinery Directive SWD(2018) 160
DG GROW IMCO 07/05/2018
SWD(2018) 161 (summary)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT INTERIM EVALUATION of Galileo and EGNOS

programmes and evaluation of the European GNSS Agency Accompanying the document SWD(2017) 346
REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL on DG GROW ITRE 23/10/2017
the implementation of the Galileo and EGNOS programmes and on the performance of COM(2017)616

the European GNSS Agency

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT REFIT EVALUATION Accompanying the
document Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council laying

down rulesand proceduresfor compliance with and enforcement of Union SWD(2017) 469
harmonisation legislation on products and amending Regulations (EU) No 305/2011, (EU)

No 528/2012, (EU) 2016/424,(EU) 2016/425, (EU) 2016/426 and (EU) 2017/1369 of the DG GROW IMCO 19/12/2017 SWD(2017) 470 (summary)
European Parliament and of the Council, and Directives2004/42/EC,2009/48/EC,

2010/35/EU, 2013/29/EU, 2013/53/EU, 2014/28/EU, 2014/29/EU, 2014/30/EU, 2014/31/EU, RSB opinion

2014/32/EU,2014/33/EU,2014/34/EU,2014/35/EU,2014/53/EU, 2014/68/EU and
2014/90/EU of the European Parliament and of the Council

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT REFIT EVALUATION Accompanying the SWD(2017) 475
document Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council on

the mutual recognition on goods lawfully marketed in another Member State DG GROW IMCO 19/12/2017 SWD(2017) 476 (summary)
RSB opinion

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Accompanying the document SWD(2017) 431

COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE

COUNCIL AND THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE Guidance on certain DG GROW JURI 29/11/2017 SWD(2017) 432 (summary)

aspects of Directive 2004/48/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council on the

enforcement of intellectual property rights COM(2017) 708
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https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-160-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-161-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0346
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0616
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0469
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0470
https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/evaluation-market-surveillance-regulation_en
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0475
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0476
https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/evaluation-mutual-recognition_en
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0431
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0432
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0708
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RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document Report from
the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and
Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions Mid-term evaluation of the
Copernicus programme (2014-2020)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the temporary Schengen
facility for Croatia

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT FITNESS CHECK on EU Legislation on legal
migration

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Council Directive 2008/114
on the identification and designation of European critical infrastructuresand the
assessment of the need to improve their protection

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document Report from
the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council Evaluation of the 2015-2019
action plan on firearms trafficking between the EU and the South-East Europe region

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the European Monitoring
Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction (EMCDDA) 2018 Accompanying the document
REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL
Evaluation of the European Monitoring Centre for Drugs and Drug Addiction (EMCDDA)
2018

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT FITNESS CHECK on EU Legislation on legal
migration

160

DG GROW

DG HOME

DG HOME

DG HOME

DG HOME

DG HOME

DG HOME

DG HOME

ITRE

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE

23/10/2017

12/05/2020

29/03/2019

23/07/2019

18/09/2019

14/05/2019

29/03/2019

SWD(2017) 347

COM(2017) 617

SWD(2020) 86
SWD(2020) 84 (summary)

SWD(2019) 1055
part 1 part2

SWD(2019) 1056 (summary)
SWD(2019) 308

SWD(2019) 310 (summary)

SWD(2019) 282

COM(2019) 293

SWD(2019) 174
COM(2019) 228

SWD(2019) 1055/1
SWD(2019) 1055/2
SWD(2019) 1056 (summary)


https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0347
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017DC0617
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020SC0086
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020SC0084
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-1055-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-1055-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-2.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/e-library/documents/policies/legal-migration/swd_2019-1056-executive-summary_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/what-we-do/policies/european-agenda-security/20190723_swd-2019-308-commission-staff-working-document_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/what-we-do/policies/european-agenda-security/20190723_swd-2019-310-commission-staff-working-document_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019SC0282
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0293
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1560979550186&uri=CELEX:52019SC0174
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0228
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/e-library/documents/policies/legal-migration/swd_2019-1055-staff-working-part1.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/e-library/documents/policies/legal-migration/swd_2019-1055-staff-working-part2.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/e-library/documents/policies/legal-migration/swd_2019-1056-executive-summary_en.pdf
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RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Regulation (EU) No
1052/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 22 October 2013
establishing the European Border Surveillance System (Eurosur)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Interim Evaluation of the Asylum, Migration
and Integration Fund 2014-2017 Accompanying the document Report from the
Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and Social
Committee and the Committee of the Regions on interim evaluation of the Asylum,
Migration and Integration Fund and the Internal Security Fund

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Interim Evaluation of the Internal Security
Fund - Police Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to the European
Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and Social Committee and the
Committee of the Regions on interim evaluation of the Asylum, Migration and Integration
Fund and the Internal Security Fund

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Interim Evaluation of the Internal Security
Fund -Borders and Visa 2014-2017 Accompanying the document Report from the
Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and Social
Committee and the Committee of the Regions on interim evaluation of the Asylum,
Migration and Integration Fund and the Internal Security Fund

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the Ex Post Evaluation of the External
Borders Fund 2011-2013 Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to
the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and Social Committee and
the Committee of the Regions Ex post evaluation reports for the period 2011 t0 2013 of
actions co-financed by the four Funds under the framework programme 'Solidarity and
Management of Migration Flows'

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the Ex Post Evaluation of the European
Return Fund 2011-2013 Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to
the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and Social Committee and
the Committee of the Regions Ex post evaluation reports for the period 2011 t0 2013 of
actions co-financed by the four Funds under the framework programme 'Solidarity and
Management of Migration Flows'

DG HOME

DG HOME

DG HOME

DG HOME

DG HOME

DG HOME

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE

LIBE

12/09/2018

12/06/2018

12/06/2018

12/06/2018

12/06/2018

12/06/2018

SWD(2018) 410

COM(2018) 632

SWD(2018) 339

COM(2018) 464

SWD(2018) 341

COM(2018) 464

SWD(2018) 340

COM(2018) 464

SWD(2018) 336

COM(2018) 456

RSB opinion

SWD(2018) 335

COM(2018) 456
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https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/what-we-do/policies/european-agenda-migration/20180912_swd-2018-410-commission-staff-working-document_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561926089766&uri=CELEX:52018DC0632
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0339
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0464
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0341
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0464
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0340
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0464
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0336
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0456
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-external-borders_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0335
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0456
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RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the Ex Post Evaluation of the European
Refugee Fund 2011-2013 and 2007-2010 Accompanying the document Report from the SWD(2018) 334
Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and Social

M(2018) 4
Committee and the Committee of the Regions Ex post evaluation reports for the period DG HOME LIBE 12/06/2018 Q 018)456
2011 to0 2013 of actions co-financed by the four Funds under the framework programme RSB opinion

‘Solidarity and Management of Migration Flows'

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the Ex Post Evaluation of the European
Integration Fund 2011-2013 and 2007-2010 Accompanying the document Report from

the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and SWD(2018) 333

Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions Ex post evaluation reports for the DG HOME LIBE 12/06/2018 COM(2018) 456
period 2011 to 2013 of actions co-financed by the four Funds under the framework

programme 'Solidarity and Management of Migration Flows'

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the ex post evaluation of the "Prevention

and fight against crime" 2007-2013 programme (ISEC) Accompanying the document

Report from the European Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the SWD(2018) 332
European Economic and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions ex post DG HOME LIBE 12/06/2018

evaluation for the period 2007 to 2013 of the "Prevention and fight against crime" COM(2018) 455

programme (ISEC) and the "Prevention, preparedness and consequence management of
terrorism and other security related risks" programme (CIPS)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the ex post evaluation of the "Prevention,

Preparedness and Consequence Management of Terrorism and other Security related

risks" 2007-2013 Programme (CIPS) Accompanying the document Report from the SWD(2018) 331
European Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic
and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions ex post evaluation for the
period 2007 to 2013 of actions financed by the "Prevention and fight against crime"
programme (ISEC) and the " Prevention, Preparedness and Consequence Management of
Terrorism and other Security related risks" programme (CIPS)

DG HOME LIBE 12/06/2018 COM(2018) 455

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Report on the mid-term evaluation of the SWD(2018) 86
implementation of the Europe for Citizens programme 2014-2020 Accompanying the DG HOME LIBE 06/04/2018

document Report from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the COM(2018) 170
European Economic and Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions on the
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0334
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0456
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_opinion-refugee-fund_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0333
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0456
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0332
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0455
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0331
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0455
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0086
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0170

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

mid-term evaluation of the implementation of the Europe for Citizens programme 2014-
2020

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Council Regulation (EC)
377/2004 on the creation of an immigration liaison officers network Accompanying the
document Commission Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the
Council on the creation of a European network of immigration liaison officers (recast)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT accompanying the REPORT FROM THE
COMMISSION TO THE COUNCIL AND THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT in accordance with
Article 21(3) of Regulation (EU) No 258/2012 of the European Parliament and of the
Council of 14 March 2012 implementing Article 10 of the United Nations' Protocol against
the illicit manufacturing of and trafficking in firearms, their partsand components and
ammunition, supplementing the United Nations Convention against Transnational
Organised Crime (UN Firearms Protocol), and establishing export authorisation, and
import and transit measures for firearms, their parts and components and ammunition

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY OF THE EVALUATION
of the relevant provisions in the Directive 2006/54/ECimplementing the Treaty principle
on 'equal pay for equal work or work of equal value'

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Council Directive
79/7/EEC on the progressive implementation of the principle of equal treatment for men
and women in matters of social security

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document REPORT FROM
THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE COUNCIL, THE EUROPEAN
ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS on the mid-
term evaluation of the Consumer Programme 2014-2020

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the 2011-2020 European
judicial training strategy

DG HOME

DG HOME

DG JUST

DG JUST

DG JUST

DG JUST

DG JUST

LIBE

INTA

FEMM

FEMM

IMCO

LIBE

16/05/2018

12/12/2017

05/03/2020

20/12/2019

07/11/2019

25/10/2019

SWD(2018) 197

SWD(2017) 442 (FR)
COM(2017) 737

SWD(2020) 50

SWD(2020) 51 (summary)

SWD(2019) 450

SWD(2019) 451 (summary)

SWD(2019) 382
COM(2019) 490

SWD(2019) 380

SWD(2019) 381 (summary)
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0197
https://ec.europa.eu/home-affairs/sites/homeaffairs/files/swd_2017-442-f1-other-staff-working-paper_956556.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52017DC0737
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd-2020-50_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2020/EN/SWD-2020-51-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019SC0382
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0490
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/5_en_document_travail_service_part1_v2.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/1_en_document_travail_service_part1_v2.pdf
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT ANALYSIS OF THE RECOMMENDATIONS TO
THE COMMISSION FOLLOWING THE SECOND EXTERNAL EVALUATION OF THE EU AGENCY DG JUST LIBE 26/07/2019 SWD(2019) 313
FOR FUNDAMENTAL RIGHTS

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT IMPACT ASSESSMENT Accompanying the
document Proposal for a COUNCIL DIRECTIVE establishing an EU Emergency Travel

Document and repealing Decision 96/409/CFSP DG JUST LIBE 30/04/2019 SWD(2018) 273

(note: thisimpact assessment contains the findings of the evaluation, which was
undertaken together with the impact assessment as a “back-to-back” exercise)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the EU Framework for National

Roma Integration Strategies up to 2020 Accompanying the document COMMUNICATION sWD(2018) 480

FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL Report on DG JusT LIBE 04/12/2018 COMO018) 785

the evaluation of the EU Framework for National Roma Integration Strategies up to 2020

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document REPORT FROM SWD(2018) 358

THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE COUNCIL, THE EUROPEAN

ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS on the DG JUST LIBE 29/06/2018 SWD(2018) 359 (summary)
interim evaluation of the implementation of the Rights, Equality and Citizenship

Programme 2014-2020 COM(2018) 508

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document REPORT FROM

THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE COUNCIL, THE EUROPEAN

ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS on the 5G JUST LIBE 50/06/2018 SWD(2018) 356
interim evaluation of the implementation of the Justice Programme 2014-2020 JURI SWD(2018) 357 (summary)

COM(2018) 507
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT IMPACT ASSESSMENT Accompanying the
document Proposal for a Regulation of the European Parliament and of the Council
amending Regulation (EC) No 1393/2007 of the European Parliament and of the Council

on the service in the Member States of judicial and extrajudicial documents in civil or DG JusT JURI 31/05/2018 SWD(2018) 287
commercial matters (service of documents)

(Note: back-to-back; the evaluation report isattached to the IA as annex 8)
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd2019313.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-273-F2-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0480
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0785
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0358
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0359
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0508
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0356
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0357
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0507
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0287
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT IMPACT ASSESSMENT Accompanying the
document Proposal for a REGULATION OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE
COUNCIL amending Council Regulation (EC) No 1206/2001 of 28 May 2001 on
cooperation between the courts of the Member States in the taking of evidence in civil or
commercial matters

(Note: back-to-back; the evaluation reportisattached to the IA as annex 9)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Accompanying the document
Recommendation for a Council Decision authorising the opening of negotiations on
behalf of the European Union for the conclusion of a protocol to the Sustainable Fisheries
Partnership Agreement with the Government of Cook Islands

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Council Regulation (EC) No
1100/2007 of 18 September 2007 establishing measures for the recovery of the stock of
European eel

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Interim Evaluation of the Open
Method of Coordination (OMC) for the Sustainable Development of EU Aquaculture

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Marketing standards framework
for fishery and aquaculture products

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation Accompanying the document
Recommendation for a COUNCIL DECISION authorising the opening of negotiations on
behalf of the European Union for the conclusion of a Sustainable FisheriesPartnership
Agreement and a Protocol with the Government of Denmark and the Home Rule
Government of Greenland

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Entry/Exit scheme in
accordance with Article 23(3) of Regulation (EU) No 1380/2013 of the European
Parliament and of the Council on the Common Fisheries Policy

DG JUST

DG MARE

DG MARE

DG MARE

DG MARE

DG MARE

DG MARE

DG MARE

JURI

PECH

PECH

PECH

PECH

PECH

PECH

31/05/2018

09/06/2020

17/02/2020

14/01/2020

20/12/2019

23/10/2019

25/07/2019

SWD(2018) 285

SWD(2020) 102
SWD(2020) 103 summary
COM(2020) 227 annex
SWD(2020) 35
SWD(2020) 36 (summary)
SWD(2020) 6

SWD(2020) 7 (summary)
SWD(2019) 453

SWD(2019) 455 (summary)

SWD (2019) 386

COM(2019) 491

SWD(2019) 311
SWD(2019) 312 (summary)


https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0285
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=SWD:2020:0102:FIN:EN:PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=SWD:2020:0103:FIN:EN:PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2020/EN/COM-2020-227-F1-EN-ANNEX-1-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/sites/fisheries/files/swd-2020-35_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/sites/fisheries/files/swd-2020-36_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/sites/fisheries/files/docs/swd-2020-6_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/sites/fisheries/files/docs/swd-2020-7_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/sites/fisheries/files/docs/body/swd-2019-453_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/sites/fisheries/files/docs/body/swd-2019-455_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019SC0386
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019PC0491
https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/sites/fisheries/files/docs/body/swd-2019-311_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/fisheries/sites/fisheries/files/docs/body/swd-2019-312_en.pdf
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RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation Accompanying the document

Recommendation for a COUNCIL DECISION authorising the opening of negotiations on SWD(2019) 210
DG MARE PECH 18/06/2019
behalf of the European Union for the conclusion of a Sustainable FisheriesPartnership
. . SWD(2019) 209 (summary)
Agreement and a protocol with the Republic of Seychelles
DOCUMENT DE TRAVAIL DES SERVICES DE LA COMMISSION EVALUATION accompagnant
le document: Recommandation de décision du Conseil autorisant laCommission a ouvrir SWD(2019) 207
des négociations, au nom de I'Union européenne, en vue de la conclusion d'un Protocole DG MARE PECH 18/06/2019
a I'accord de partenariat dans le domaine de la péche entre I'Union européenne et la SWD(2019) 208 (summary)
République du Sénégal
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document
Recommendation for a Council Decision to authorise the Commission to open SWD(2019) 196
negotiations on behalf of the European Union for the conclusion of a Sustainable DG MARE PECH 04/06/2019
Fisheries Partnership Agreement and protocol with the Islamic Republic of Mauritania (ex- SWD(2019) 195 (summary)
ante and ex-post evaluation)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation Accompanying the document
Recommendation for a COUNCIL DECISION authorising the opening of negotiations with SWD(2018) 194
: - . . : . DG MARE PECH 16/05/2018
Cabo Verde for the conclusion of a Protocol implementing the Fisheries Partnership
o SWD(2018) 193 (summary)
Agreement between the European Communities and Cabo Verde
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Accompanying the document
Recommendation for the COUNCIL DECISION authorising the opening of negotiations SWD(2018) 143
DG MARE PECH 25/04/2018

with Madagascar for the conclusion of a Sustainable Fisheries Partnership Agreement and SWD(2018) 144 (summary)
a Protocol between the European Communities and Madagascar

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the mid-term review of the Atlantic action

plan DG MARE PECH 23/02/2018 SWD(2018) 49
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Accompanying the document SWD(2018) 1 (FR)
Recommendation for a Council decision to authorise the Commission to open

negotiations on behalf of the European Union for the renewal of the Protocol to the DG MARE PECH 08/01/2018 SWD(2018) 2 (summary)

Fisheries Partnership Agreement with the Kingdom of Morocco
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52019SC0210
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52019SC0209
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019SC0207
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019SC0208
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52019SC0196
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52019SC0195
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0194
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0193
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0143
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0144
https://ec.europa.eu/maritimeaffairs/sites/maritimeaffairs/files/swd-2018-49_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0001
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0002
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RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

DOCUMENT DE TRAVAIL DES SERVICES DE LA COMMISSION EVALUATION Document de
travail des services de laCommission - évaluation du Protocole dans le cadre de I'accord
de partenariat de péche durable entre I'Union européenne et Sdo Tomé e Principe

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Regulation 80/2009 of
the European Parliament and the Council of 14 January 2009 on a Code of Conduct for
computerised reservation systems

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Ex post evaluation of the Intelligent
Transport Systems Directive 2010/40/EU

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Directive 2009/12/EC of
the European Parliament and of the Council of 11 March 2009 on airport charges

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Regulation (EC) No
1008/2008 on common rules for the operation of air servicesin the Community

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Regulation (EC) No
2111/2005 on the establishment of a Community list of air carriers subject to an operating
ban within the Community and on informing air transport passengers of the identity of
the operating carrier

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of Regulation (EU) No 996/2010
on the investigation and prevention of accidents and incidentsin civil aviation
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document

REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL on
multiannual funding for the action of the European Maritime Safety Agency in the field of

DG MARE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

PECH

TRAN

TRAN

TRAN

TRAN

TRAN

TRAN

TRAN

01/12/2017

23/01/2020

09/10/2019

09/07/2019

09/07/2019

07/05/2019

07/05/2019

31/07/2018

SWD(2017) 434

SWD(2017) 437 (summary)

SWD(2020) 9
SWD(2020) 11 (summary)
SWD(2019) 368
SWD(2019) 369 (summary)
SWD(2019) 289
SWD(2019) 291 (summary)

SWD(2019) 295
SWD(2019) 296 (summary)

RSB opinion
SWD(2019) 179

SWD(2019) 180 (summary)

SWD(2019) 177

SWD(2019) 178 (summary)

SWD(2018) 394
COM(2018) 564
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https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/legislation/swd20200009-eval.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/legislation/swd20200011-eval-exec-summ_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/legislation/swd20190368-its-ex-post-evaluation.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/legislation/swd20190369-its-ex-post-evaluation-exec-summ_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-289-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-291-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-295-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-296-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_air_serv_reg_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/legislation/swd20190179.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/legislation/swd20190180.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-177-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-178-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0394
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0564
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

response to marine pollution caused by ships and oil and gas installations Mid-term
evaluation of Regulation (EU) No 911/2014

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Maritime Transport Fitness Check of the
legislation on flag State responsibilities, accident investigation, port State control, the
vessel traffic monitoring and information system and, the reporting formalities for ships
arriving in and/or departing from ports of Member States

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Ex-post Evaluation of Directive 2009/16/EC
on port state control

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Ex-post evaluation of Directive 2009/21/EC
on Compliance with Flag State requirements and Directive 2009/18/EC establishing the
fundamental principles governing the investigation of accidentsin the maritime
transport sector

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Directive 2010/65/EU on
reporting formalities for ships arriving in and/or departing from ports of the Member
States

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Ex-post evaluation of Directive 2002/59/EC
establishing a Community vessel traffic monitoring and information system

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT on the ex-post evaluation of the Single
European Sky Performance and Charging Schemes in Reference Period 1 and first year of
Reference Period 2.

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document Report from
the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council, the European Economic and
Social Committee and the Committee of the Regions on the mid-term evaluation of the
Connecting Europe Facility (CEF)

168

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

TRAN

TRAN

TRAN

TRAN

TRAN

TRAN

ITRE

TRAN

16/05/2018

16/05/2018

16/05/2018

16/05/2018

16/05/2018

01/03/2018

14/02/2018

SWD(2018) 228
SWD(2018) 229 (summary)

RSB opinion

SWD(2018) 230

SWD(2018) 231 (summary)

SWD(2018) 232
SWD(2018) 233

SWD(2018) 234

SWD(2018) 235 (summary)
SWD(2018) 199

SWD(2018) 227 (summary)

SWD(2018 ) 62

SWD(2018 ) 63 (summary)

SWD(2018) 44/1
SWD(2018) 44/2
COM(2018) 66

RSB opinion


https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180228-fitness-check.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180229-exec-summ-fitness-check_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-maritime-transport_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180230-ex-post-eval.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180231-ex-post-eval-exec-summ_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180232-ex-post-eval.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180233-ex-post-eval-exec-summ_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180234-eval.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180235-eval-exec-summ_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180199-ex-post-eval.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180227-ex-post-eval-exec-summ_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/swd-2018-63-ex-post-eval-ses-performance-charging-schemes.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-63-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0044
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/09ee17cb-10df-11e8-9253-01aa75ed71a1
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0066
https://ec.europa.eu/info/publications/mid-term-evaluation-connecting-europe-facility-cef_en

Evaluation in the European Commission: Rolling check-list and state of play

RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Directive 2008/106/EC on
the minimum level of training of seafarers, as amended and Directive 2005/45/ECon the
mutual recognition of seafarers' certificatesissued by the Member States

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Ex-post evaluation of Regulation (EC) No
1073/2009 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 21 October 2009 on
common rulesfor access to the international market for coach and bus services FINAL
REPORT Accompanying the document Proposal for a Regulation of the European
Parliament and of the Council amending Regulation (EC) No 1073/2009 on common rules
for access to the international market for coach and bus services

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Thematic Evaluation on Support to Economic
Governance in Enlargement and Neighbourhood Countries

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Statistical evaluation of irregularities reported
for 2018: own resources, agriculture, cohesion and fisheries policies, pre-accession and
direct expenditure Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO
THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL 30th Annual Report on the Protection of
the European Union's financial interests - Fight against fraud - 2018

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Commission's Anti-Fraud
Strategy

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Statistical evaluation of irregularities reported
for 2017:own resources, agriculture, cohesion and fisheries policies, pre-accession and
direct expenditure Accompanying the document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO
THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL 29th Annual Report on the Protection of
the European Union's financial interests - Fight against fraud - 2017

DG MOVE

DG MOVE

DG NEAR

DG NEAR

DG OLAF

DG OLAF

DG OLAF

DG OLAF

TRAN

TRAN

AFET

CONT

CONT

CONT

10/01/2018

08/11/2017

21/11/2019

11/10/2019

29/04/2019

03/09/2018

SWD(2018) 19

SWD(2018) 18 (summary)

SWD(2017) 361
SWD(2017) 360 (summary)

SWD(2019) 417

SWD(2019) 418 (summary)

SWD(2019) 365

COM(2019) 444

SWD(2019) 500

SWD(2019) 501 (summary)

SWD(2018) 386

COM(2018) 553
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https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/legislation/swd-2018-0019.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/legislation/swd-2018-0018_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0361
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0360
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019SC0365
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0444
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0386
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0553
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT MID-TERM EVALUATION of the Regulation
(EU) No 250/2014 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 26 February 2014

establishing a programme to promote activitiesin the field of the protection of the SWD(2018) 3
. s . . - DG OLAF CONT 10/01/2018
financial interests of the European Union (Hercule lll programme) and repealing Decision COM(2018)3

No 804/2004/EC Accompanying the document Commission report to the European
Parliament and the Council

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the application of Regulation
(EU, EURATOM) No 883/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 11
September 2013 concerning investigations conducted by the European Anti-Fraud Office

SWD(2017) 332

(OLAF) and repealing Regulation (EC) No 1073/1999 of the European Parliament and of DG OLAF CONT 02/10/2017 COM(2017) 589
the Council and Council Regulation (Euratom) No 1074/1999 Accompanying the
document Commission report to the European Parliament and the Council
DG REFORM
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Ex-post evaluation of the SWD(2020) 37
Technical Assistance provided by the Task Force for Greece (TFGR) 2011-2015 DG REFORM ECON 25/02/2020
SWD(2020) 38 (summary)
DG REGIO
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Ex post evaluation of major SWD(2020) 41
projectsin transport financed by the European Regional Development Fund and the REGI
Cohesion Fund between 2000 and 2013 DG REGIO 21/02/2020 SWD(2020) 42 (summary)
TRAN
RSB opinion
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Ex post evaluation of major REGI SWD(2020) 43
projectsin environment financed by the European Regional Development Fund and the DG REGIO 21/02/2020
Cohesion Fund between 2000 and 2013 ENVI SWD(2020) 44 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Synthesis of the findings of the evaluations of DG REGIO REGI 17/12/2019 SWD(2019) 445 (synthesis)

European Structural and Investment Funds Programmes
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0003
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018DC0003
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0332
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0589
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2020/EN/SWD-2020-41-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2020_0042_en_0.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_major_trans_proj_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2020/EN/SWD-2020-43-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/docgener/evaluation/pdf/ex_post_env_2000_2013_exec_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/sources/docoffic/official/reports/asr2019/esif_asr2019_swd_en.pdf
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RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the European Union SWD(2019)186
Solidarity Fund 2002-2017 DG REGIO REGI 15/05/2019
SWD(2019)187 (summary)

DG RTD
Commission Staff Working Document accompanying the COM(2018) 116 Communication SWD(2018) 58
on Commission General Report on the operation of REACH and review of certain
elements- Conclusions and Actions DG RTD ENVI 05/03/2018 COM(2018)116
(labelled evaluation in the Roadmap of May 2016) RSB opinion

COMMUNICATION FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE
COUNCIL, THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE OF
THE REGIONS Horizon 2020 interim evaluation: maximising the impact of EU research and COM(2018) 2 [no SWD

innovation Lessons learnt from the Horizon 2020 Interim Evaluation and response to the DG RTD ITRE 11/01/2018 available]

recommendations of the High Level Group on maximising the impact of EU DG RTD

Research and Innovation programmes

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT INTERIM EVALUATION OF DIRECT ACTIONS SWD(2017) 426

OF THE EURATOM RESEARCH AND TRAINING PROGRAMME 2014-2018 Accompanying the

document REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE SWD(2017) 427

COUNCIL AND THE EUROPEAN ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE Interim evaluation

of the Euratom Research and Training Programme 2014-2018 DG RTD ITRE 01/12/2017 SWD(2017) 440 (summary)
SWD(2017) 441 (summary)

COM(2017)697

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Participation of the EU in SWD(2017) 340

research and development programmes undertaken by several Member States based on DG RTD 06/10/2017

Article 185 of the TFEU SWD(2017) 341 (summary)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT INTERIM EVALUATION of the Joint SWD(2017) 338

Undertakings operating under Horizon 2020 DG RTD 06/10/2017

SWD(2017) 339 (summary)
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https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-186-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-187-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/docsroom/documents/28202
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=COM%3A2018%3A116%3AFIN
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/reach-evaluation-rsb_opinion.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018DC0002
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0426
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0427
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0440
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0441
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0697
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2017/EN/SWD-2017-340-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/ac451695-dd24-11e8-afb3-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2017/EN/SWD-2017-339-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

DG SANTE
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Regulation (EC) No SWD(2020) 95
1924/2006 onvnutrltlon and health claims made on f(?ods with regard to nutrient profiles DG SANTE ENVI 20/05/2020 Part 1, part 2
and health claims made on plants and their preparations and of the general regulatory
framework for their use in foods SWD(2020) 96 (summary)
REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL
Evaluation of Regulation (EC) No 1107/2009 on the placing of plant protection products SWD(2020) 87
on the market and of Regulation (EC) No 396/2005 on maximum residue levels of DG SANTE ENVI 20/05/2020
9 COM(2020) 208
pesticides
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Union legislation on blood, SWD(2019) 375
tissues and cells DG SANTE ENVI 10/10/2019
SWD(2019) 376 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the European Medicines SWD(2019) 335
Agency's fee system DG SANTE ENVI 18/09/2019
SWD(2019) 336 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT THE REFIT EVALUATION of the General Food SWD(2018) 38/1
Law (Regulation (EC) No 178/2002)
SWD(2018) 38/2
DG SANTE ENVI 15/01/2018
SWD(2018) 37 (summary)
RSB opinion
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Accompanying the document REPORT FROM SWD(2017) 331
THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT, THE COUNCIL, THE EUROPEAN
ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COMMITTEE AND THE COMMITTEE OF THE REGIONS Mid-term SWD(2017) 333 (summary)
evaluation of the third Health Programme Regulation No 282/2014 on the establishment DG SANTE 11/10/2017 COM(2017) 586

of a third Programme for the Union's action in the field of health (2014-2020)
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https://ec.europa.eu/food/sites/food/files/safety/docs/labelling_nutrition-claims_swd_2020-95_part-1.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/food/sites/food/files/safety/docs/labelling_nutrition-claims_swd_2020-95_part-2.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/food/sites/food/files/safety/docs/labelling_nutrition-claims_swd_2020-96_sum_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020SC0087
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2020/EN/COM-2020-208-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/blood_tissues_organs/docs/swd_2019_376_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/blood_tissues_organs/docs/swd_2019_375_summary_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/files/fees/evaluation_ema_fee_swd2019336_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-336-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-38-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-38-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-2.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-37-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/gfl_rsb_opinion_final.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0331
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0333
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0586
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE
SG

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Education, Audiovisual and
Culture Executive Agency (EACEA) Accompanying the document Report from the

Commission to the European Parliament, the Council and the Court of Auditors SWD(2020) 78
Evaluation of the Consumers, Health, Agriculture and Food Executive Agency, the SG CULT 29/04/2020
Executive Agency for Small and Medium-Size Enterprises, the Innovation and Networks COM(2020)184

Executive Agency, the Education, Audiovisual and Culture Executive Agency, the
Research Executive Agency and the European Research Council Executive Agency

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Research Executive Agency
(REA) Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to the European

Parliament, the Council and the Court of Auditors Evaluation of the Consumers, Health, SWD(2020) 77
Agriculture and Food Executive Agency, the Executive Agency for Small and Medium-Size SG ITRE 29/04/2020
Enterprises, the Innovation and Networks Executive Agency, the Education, Audiovisual COM(2020)184

and Culture Executive Agency, the Research Executive Agency and the European
Research Council Executive Agency

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the the Executive Agency for
Small and Medium-Size Enterprises (EASME) Accompanying the document Report from

the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council and the Court of Auditors EMPL SWD(2020) 76
Evaluation of the Consumers, Health, Agriculture and Food Executive Agency, the SG 29/04/2020
Executive Agency for Small and Medium-Size Enterprises, the Innovation and Networks ECON COM(2020)184

Executive Agency, the Education, Audiovisual and Culture Executive Agency, the
Research Executive Agency and the European Research Council Executive Agency

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Consumers, Health,
Agriculture and Food Executive Agency (CHAFEA) Accompanying the document Report

from the Commission to the European Parliament, the Council and the Court of Auditors ENVI SWD(2020) 75
Evaluation of the Consumers, Health, Agriculture and Food Executive Agency, the SG 29/04/2020
Executive Agency for Small and Medium-Size Enterprises, the Innovation and Networks AGRI COM(2020)184

Executive Agency, the Education, Audiovisual and Culture Executive Agency, the
Research Executive Agency and the European Research Council Executive Agency
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020SC0078
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2020/EN/COM-2020-184-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020SC0077
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2020/EN/COM-2020-184-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020SC0076
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2020/EN/COM-2020-184-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020SC0075
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2020/EN/COM-2020-184-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the European Research Council
Executive Agency (ERCEA) Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to

the European Parliament, the Council and the Court of Auditors Evaluation of the SWD(2020) 74
Consumers, Health, Agriculture and Food Executive Agency, the Executive Agency for SG ITRE 29/04/2020
Small and Medium-Size Enterprises, the Innovation and Networks Executive Agency, the COM(2020)184

Education, Audiovisual and Culture Executive Agency, the Research Executive Agency
and the European Research Council Executive Agency

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Evaluation of the Innovation and Networks
Executive Agency (INEA) Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to

the European Parliament, the Council and the Court of Auditors Evaluation of the SWD(2020) 73
Consumers, Health, Agriculture and Food Executive Agency, the Executive Agency for SG ITRE 29/04/2020
Small and Medium-Size Enterprises, the Innovation and Networks Executive Agency, the COM(2020)184

Education, Audiovisual and Culture Executive Agency, the Research Executive Agency
and the European Research Council Executive Agency

DG TAXUD
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Council Directive SWD(2020) 32
2011/64/EU of 21 June 2011 on the structure and rates of excise duty applied to DG TAXUD JURI 10/02/2020
manufactured tobacco SWD(2020) 33 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION Accompanying the document
REPORT FROM THE COMMISSION TO THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND THE COUNCIL 56 TAXUD ECON 10/02/2020 sWD(2019) 29
assessing the invoicing rules of Directive 2006/112/EC on the common system of value
COM(2020)47

added tax
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Council Directive SWD(2019) 303
95/60/EC of 27 November 1995 on fiscal marking of gas oil and kerosene DG TAXUD ECON 12/07/2019

SWD(2019) 304 (summary)
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the COUNCIL DIRECTIVE SWD(2019) 327
2011/16/EU on administrative cooperation in the field of taxation and repealing Directive
77/799/EEC DG TAXUD ECON 12/09/2019 SWD(2019) 328 (summary)

RSB opinion
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020SC0074
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2020/EN/COM-2020-184-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020SC0073
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/1/2020/EN/COM-2020-184-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/sites/taxation/files/10-02-2020-tobacco-taxation-report.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/sites/taxation/files/10-02-2020-tobacco-taxation-report-summary_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020SC0029
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52020DC0047
https://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/sites/taxation/files/fiscal-marking-report-2019.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/taxation_customs/sites/taxation/files/fiscal-marking-summary-report-2019.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-327-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-328-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_dac_en.pdf
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RESPONSIBLE PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMI1TEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Council Directive
2003/96/EC of 27 October 2003 restructuring the Community framework for the taxation
of energy products and electricity

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Mid-term evaluation of Regulation (EU) No
1294/2013 OF THE EUROPEAN PARLIAMENT AND OF THE COUNCIL of 11 December 2013
establishing an action programme for customs in the European Union for the period
2014-2020 (Customs 2020) and repealing Decision No 624/2007/EC Accompanying the
document Report from the Commission to the European Parliament and the Council Mid-
term evaluation of the Customs 2020 programme

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Mid-term evaluation of Regulation (EU)

No 1286/2013 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 11 December 2013
establishing an action programme to improve the operation of taxation systems in the
European Union for the period 2014-2020 (Fiscalis 2020) and repealing Decision

No 1482/2007/EC Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to the
European Parliament and the Council Mid-term evaluation of the Fiscalis 2020
programme

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the European Customs
Inventory of Chemical Substances (ECICS)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT for the evaluation of the use of mutual tax
recovery assistance on the basis of Directive 2010/24/EU by the EU Member States
Accompanying the document Report from the Commission to the European Parliament
and the Council on the operation of the arrangements established by Council Directive
2010/24/EU of 16 March 2010 concerning mutual assistance for the recovery of claims
relating to taxes, dutiesand other measures

DG TAXUD

DG TAXUD

DG TAXUD

DG TAXUD

DG TAXUD

ECON

IMCO

ECON

ITRE

ECON

11/09/2019

07/02/2019

07/02/2019

12/10/2018

18/12/2017

SWD(2019) 329

SWD(2019) 332 (summary)

RSB opinion

SWD(2019) 14

COM(2019) 57

SWD(2019) 15
COM(2019) 59

SWD(2018) 446

SWD(2018) 447 (summary)

SWD(2017) 461
COM(2017) 778
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https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-329-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-332-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_energy_tax_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1560979550186&uri=CELEX:52019SC0014
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0057
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1560979550186&uri=CELEX:52019SC0015
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/en/TXT/?uri=CELEX:52019DC0059
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0461
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52017DC0778
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RESPONSIBLE EP PUBLICATION
TITLE OF THE SWD COMMISSION DG COMMITTEE DATE COMMISSION REFERENCE

DG TRADE
COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT EVALUATION of the Implementation of the SWD(2019) 102
Free Trade Agreement between the European Union and its Member States, of the one DG TRADE INTA 07/03/2019
part, and the Republic of Korea, of the other part SWD(2019) 103 (summary)

COMMISSION STAFF WORKING DOCUMENT Midterm Evaluation of the Generalised
Scheme of Preferences Accompanying the document Report from the European
Commission to the European Parliament and the Council on the application of Regulation DG TRADE INTA 04/10/2018 COM(2018) 665
(EU) No 978/2012 applying a Scheme of Generalised Tariff Preferencesand repealing

Council Regulation (EC) No 732/2008

SWD(2018) 430
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http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/docs/2019/march/tradoc_157803.pdf
http://trade.ec.europa.eu/doclib/html/157804.htm
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0430
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561152280488&uri=CELEX:52018DC0665
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3. Completed evaluations published as external studies (without SWD)

Thefollowing table lists all evaluations the European Commission published as external studies (without anassociated SWD) between 1 October2017 and
30 June 2020. 43 such files could be identified. The data are sorted by Commission DG, and within each DG in descending chronological order. For each

record, a hyperlink is provided to the study.

Forananalysis of this datasetsee chapter4.3.

TITLE RESPONSIBLE DG DATE PUBLICATION

Evaluation of the implementation of the alliance to better protect minors online

Breaking the mould. A new model for EU innovation programmes : final evaluation of the future Internet
public-private partnership (PPP)

Interim Evaluation of the Active and Assisted Living Programme (AAL Programme): final report

Evaluation of cooperationin communication between the European Parliament and European Commission
inthe Member States

Evaluation of the European Union's Regional Development Cooperation with Latin America (2009-2017)
Strategic Evaluation of EU Budget Support to El Salvador (2009-2017)

External evaluation of the European Union's Cooperation with the Central Africa Region (2008-2016)

DG CONNECT

DG CONNECT

DG CONNECT

DG CONNECT

DG COMM

DG COMM

DG DEVCO

DG DEVCO

DG DEVCO

DG DEVCO

January 2019

January 2018

October 2017

2017

May 2019

March 2019

January 2019

Study, EU Bookshop

Study, EU Bookshop

Study, EU Bookshop

Study, Interinstitutional
studies database

Study, DEVCO Website

Study, DEVCO Website

Study, DEVCO Website
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https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/122e3bdd-237b-11e9-8d04-01aa75ed71a1
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/a648b729-f9a6-11e7-b8f5-01aa75ed71a1
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/6a22bc32-ad66-11e7-837e-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/evaluation-eus-regional-development-cooperation-latin-america-2009-2017_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/evaluation-eu-budget-support-el-salvador-2009-2017_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/external-evaluation-european-unions-cooperation-central-african-region-2008-2016_en
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External Evaluation of the European Union's Cooperation with the West Africa Region (2008-2016) DG DEVCO November 2018 Study, DEVCO Website
Evaluation of EU Budget Support to Cambodia (2011-2016) DG DEVCO June 2018 Study, DEVCO Website
Independent Evaluation of the European Union's Cooperation with Afghanistan (2007-2018) DG DEVCO June 2018 Study, DEVCO Website
External Evaluation of the EU's Sustainable Energy Cooperation (2011-2016) DG DEVCO June 2018 Study, DEVCO Website
Evaluation oftche |mplemente?t|on of the African Peace Facility as an instrument supporting African efforts to DG DEVCO March 2018 Study, DEVCO Website
manage conflicts on the continent ey
5\(/)a1lg)at|on externe de lacoopération de I'Union européenne avec la République de Cote d'lvoire (2007- DG DEVCO November 2017 Study, DEVCO Website
Strategic Evaluation of EU cooperation with the Eastern Africa, Southern Africa and Indian Ocean region September .
DG DEVCO Study, DEVCO Website
2008-2015 2017
. . . Lo . September .
Evaluation of EU development cooperation support to higher education in partner countries (2007-2014) DG DEVCO 2017 Study, DEVCO Website
Joint Evaluation of Budget Support to Ghana (2005-2015) DG DEVCO June 2017 Study, DEVCO Website
Strategic Evaluation of the EU approach toresilience to withstand food crisesin African Drylands (Sahel and .
Horn of Africa) 2007-2015 DG DEVCO June 2017 Study, DEVCO Website
DG DIGIT
Study on open source software governance at the European Commission DG DIGIT February 2020 Study, EU Bookshop
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https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/external-evaluation-european-unions-cooperation-west-africa-region-2008-2016_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/evaluation-eu-budget-support-cambodia-2011-2016_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/independent-evaluation-eus-cooperation-afghanistan-2007-2016_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/external-evaluation-eus-sustainable-energy-cooperation-2011-2016_en
https://ec.europa.eu/europeaid/evaluation-implementation-african-peace-facility-instrument-supporting-african-efforts-manage_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/external-strategic-evaluation-eus-cooperation-republic-cote-divoire-2007-2015_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/strategic-evaluation-eu-cooperation-eastern-and-southern-africa-and-indian-ocean-regions-2008-2015_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/strategic-evaluation-eu-development-cooperation-support-higher-education-partner-countries-2007-2014_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/joint-strategic-evaluation-budget-support-ghana-2005-2015_en
https://ec.europa.eu/international-partnerships/strategic-evaluation-eu-approach-resilience-withstand-food-crises-african-drylands-sahel-and-horn_en
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/1aa67278-5464-11ea-aece-01aa75ed71a1
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DG EAC
FP7 ex post and H2020 interim evaluation of Marie Sktodowska-Curie actions (MSCA) DG EAC November 2017 Study, EU Bookshop
DG ECFIN
Evaluation of DG ECFIN Forecasting Services DG ECFIN December 2017 Study, EFCIN Website
DG ECHO
Evaluation of the European Union's humanitarian response to the refugee crisisin Turkey (2016-2017) DG ECHO January 2020 Study, EU Bookshop
E\;a:nuae;tii;r:i:: tclfolizirrc:;eizg:’L;gir:;ol:ugmanitarian assistance in the Central Africaregion, including DG ECHO January 2020 Study, EU Bookshop
gzrr;télggci Z\::It:aetrishr::“/:ifzﬁ Elérr(\),\;:;r;nU;LiE;e:ugzr:z;rian interventionsin Afghanistan 2014-2018 and DG ECHO Sepztg:ngber Study, EU Bookshop
Evaluation of Humanitarian Logistics within EU Civil Protection and Humanitarian Action,2013-2017 DG ECHO January 2019 Study, ECHO Website
Evaluation of the EU humanitarian aid intervention in the African Great Lakes region,2013-2017 DG ECHO January 2019 Study, ECHO Website
Evaluation of the European Union's humanitarian interventionsin Indiaand Nepal, 2013-2017 DG ECHO February 2018 Study, ECHO Website
Study of the European Commission's cooperation with the Network on Humanitarian Action (NOHA) DG ECHO December 2017 Study, ECHO Website
Evaluation of the European Commission's interventionsin the Humanitarian Health sector,2014-2016 DG ECHO December 2017 Study, ECHO Website
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https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/98885a02-c849-11e7-9b01-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/economy-finance/evaluation_of_dg_ecfin_forecasting_services_ecfin_-_final_report_-_6_december_2017.docx.pdf
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/9f73e2d1-3cc4-11ea-ba6e-01aa75ed71a1
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/c51f713f-31f2-11ea-af81-01aa75ed71a1
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/ecaa2d0e-d04f-11e9-b4bf-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/evaluation_of_transport_and_logistics_-_main_report_0.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/agl_main.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/kr-04-18-059-2a-n.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/kr-06-17-351-en-n.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/1._health_evaluation_main_report_europa.pdf
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Evaluation of the ECHO assistance in the Southern Africaand Indian Ocean Region, 2012-2016 DG ECHO November 2017 Study, ECHO Website
DG GROW
Support study for the evaluation of the International Intellectual Property Rights SME Helpdesks DG GROW February 2020 Study, EU Bookshop

Evaluation of regulatory tools for enforcing online gambling rulesand channelling demand towards

controlled offers DG GROW January 2019 Study, EU Bookshop

Evaluation of the application of Regulation 386/2012 (concerning the European Union Intellectual Property Study, EU Bookshop

DG GROW March 2018
Office (EUIPO), former OHIM) (unclear if SWD will follow)
Study, EU Bookshop
Ex-post evaluation of the application of the market surveillance provisions of Regulation (EC) No 765/2008 DG GROW February 2018
(unclear if SWD will follow)
DG JUST
. - . September
Evaluation study on the outcome of the e-justice action plan 2014-2018 and the way forward DG JUST 2018 Study, EU Bookshop
DG MARE
Evaluation of implementation of Common Information Sharing Environment (CISE) DG MARE July 2018 Study, EU Bookshop
Evaluation rétrospective et prospective du protocole a l'accord de partenariat dans le domaine de la péche
durable entre I'Union européenne et la République de Cote d'lvoire (not clear whether this study was
followed by a SWD) DG MARE October 2018 Study, EU Bookshop
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https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/475f45a5-d970-11e7-a506-01aa75ed71a1
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/f6ceff9e-47cd-11ea-b81b-01aa75ed71a1
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/6bac835f-2442-11e9-8d04-01aa75ed71a1
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/f92d8b87-1dce-11e8-ac73-01aa75ed71a1
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/473872dd-12cc-11e8-9253-01aa75ed71a1
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/d72311d9-c070-11e8-9893-01aa75ed71a1
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/ba8df65d-93a6-11e8-8bc1-01aa75ed71a1
https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/49b6a33f-d02a-11e8-9424-01aa75ed71a1
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DG MOVE
Final evaluation of the SESAR Joint Undertaking (2014-2016) operating under the SESAR 1 Programme (FP7) DG MOVE October 2017 Study, EU Bookshop
DG NEAR
Ex-post evaluation of EU assistance to Croatia in the period 2007-2013 DG NEAR May 2019 Study Website DG NEAR
Ex-post Evaluation of 2007-2013 ENPI CBC Programmes DG NEAR January 2018 Study Website DG NEAR
Evaluation of the European Union's co-operation with Azerbaijan DG NEAR April 2018 Study Website DG NEAR
Evaluation on support to SME Competitiveness in Enlargement and Neighbourhood Countries DG NEAR 2018 M%;X\Aebsite DG
DGRTD
alzlmuzt;:gt;\:suptake and impact of participation in the European Framework Programmes for Research in DG RTD April 2020 Study, EU Bookshop
Horizon 2020 Commission Expert Group for the evaluation of the Horizon 2020 Policy Support Facility DG RTD April 2019 Study, Website JRC
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https://publications.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/038997f2-ae38-11e7-837e-01aa75ed71a1
https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlargement/sites/near/files/ex_post_eval_croatia_-final_report_vol_i.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlargement/sites/near/files/volume_i_main_report.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlargement/sites/near/files/azerbaijan_evaluation_eu_assistance_final_report.zip
https://ec.europa.eu/neighbourhood-enlargement/sites/near/files/final_report_competitiveness.zip
https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/161309a5-88f6-11ea-812f-01aa75ed71a1
https://rio.jrc.ec.europa.eu/library/horizon-2020-commission-expert-group-evaluation-horizon-2020-policy-support-facility
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Annex: Opinions of the Regulatory Scrutiny Board (RSB) on Evaluations and Fitness Checks

The following table lists all opinions the Regulatory Scrutiny Board issued on evaluationsor fitness checks relating to Commission evaluations published
between 1 October 2017 and 30 June 2020. They correspond thusto the dataset of table 2 (evaluations publishedas SWDs).

32 such files could be identified on the RSB website. The data is presented in the order they appear on the RSB website. For each record, a hyperlink is
provided to the RSB opinion(s)and to the associated Staff Working Document (SWD).

Foran analysis of this datasetsee chapter4.2.1.

DATE OF
TITLE LINKED SWD RESPONSIBLE DG OPINION RSB OPINION m

06/11/2019 positive
Fitness Check of the EU Ambient Air Quality Directives SWD(2019) 427 DG ENV opinion
19/07/2019
negative
Evaluation of the External Lending Mandate of the European Investment o .
Bank SWD(2019) 333 DG ECFIN 17/07/2019 opinion positive
Evaluation of Regulation (EC) No 1005/2009 on substances that deplete the SWD(2019) 406 DG CLIMA 21/06/2019 opinion positive
ozone layer goinion
positive
Evaluation of Energy Taxation Directive SWD(2019) 329 DG TAXUD 23/07/2019 opinion
21/06/2019 .
negative
Evaluation of Regulation (EU) No 305/2011 laying down harmonised SWD(2019) 1770 DG GROW 04/06/2019 o .
conditions for the marketing of construction products opinion positive
. . . 15/11/2019 . positive
Fitness check of the Water Framework Directive and the Floods Directive SWD(2019) 439 DG ENV opinion
19/07/2019 .
negative
Evaluation of the Urban Waste Water Treatment Directive SWD(2019) 700 DG ENV 19/07/2019 opinion positive
Evaluation of the Administrative Cooperation in the Field of Direct Taxation SWD(2019) 327 DG TAXUD 03/07/2019 opinion positive
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/regulatory-scrutiny-board-opinions-evaluations-and-fitness-checks_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0427_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/sec_2019_0426_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0333_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_elm_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0406_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_ozone_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-329-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_energy_tax_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_1770_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_const_product_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0439_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/sec_2019_0438_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/water/water-urbanwaste/pdf/UWWTD%20Evaluation%20SWD%20448-701%20web.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/sec_2019_0448_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-327-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_dac_en.pdf
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DATE OF
TITLE LINKED SWD RESPONSIBLE DG OPINION RSB OPINION m

Fitness check of EU Supervisory Reporting Requirements SWD(2019) 402 DG FISMA 03/07/2019 opinion positive

Evaluation of Major Projects in Transport Financed by the ERDF and the

Cohesion Fund (2000-2013) SWD(2020) 41 DG REGIO 07/06/2019 opinion negative
Evaluation of the 7th Environment Action Programme SWD(2019) 181 DG ENV 30/01/2019 opinion positive

15/02/2019 positive
Evaluation of the Air Services Regulation 1008/2008 SWD(2019) 295 DG MOVE opinion

24/10/2018 negative
Fitness Check of the most relevant chemical legislation (excluding REACH) SWD(2019) 199 DG GROW 12/09/2018 opinion positive

27/07/2018 2" opinion positive
Evaluation of EU agencies SWD(2019) 159 DG EMPL

30/05/2018 1*' opinion negative

n/a 2" opinion n/a

Evaluation Emergency Support Instrument SWD(2019) 97 DG ECHO

14/12/2018 1%t opinion negative

. . . . ) . opinion

Evaluation of the greening in direct payments - Regulation (EU) No SWD(2018) 478 DG AGRI 28/03/2018 positive
1307/2013
Evaluation of the European Fund for Strategic Investments SWD(2018) 316 DG ECFIN 16/05/2018 opinion positive
Evaluation of the EU Strategy on adaptation to climate change SWD(2018) 461 DG CLIMA 27/06/2018 opinion positive
Fitness check of part of maritime transport legislation SWD(2018) 228 DG MOVE 31/05/2017 opinion positive
Comprehensive evaluation of the European Union's Humanitarian Aid SWD(2019) 3 DG ECHO 16/05/2018 opinion positive

actions, 2011-2016
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_0402_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_fc_sup_report_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2020/EN/SWD-2020-41-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_major_trans_proj_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1560979550186&uri=CELEX:52019SC0181
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_env_7eap_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2019/EN/SWD-2019-295-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_air_serv_reg_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561900048804&uri=CELEX:52019SC0199
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_op_fc_chemical_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_159_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/opinion_2_eu_agencies.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/opinion_1_eu_agencies.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_2019_97_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/opinion_2_esi.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/swd_evaluation_greening_in_direct-payment_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-greeening-in-direct-payment_en_0.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0316
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-eval-ecfin-efsi-1_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0461
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-adaptation-strategy_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transport/sites/transport/files/3rd-mobility-pack/swd20180228-fitness-check.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-maritime-transport_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/echo/sites/echo-site/files/swd_2019_3_f1_staff_working_paper_en_v2_p1_1005651.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-echo-humanitarian-aid_en.pdf
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DATE OF
TITLE LINKED SWD RESPONSIBLE DG OPINION RSB OPINION m

Ex-post evaluation of the External Borders Fund 2011-2013 SWD(2018) 336 DG HOME 01/03/2017 opinion negative
Ex-post evaluation of the European Refugee Fund 2011-2013 SWD(2018) 334 DG HOME 06/06/2017 opinion positive
Mid-term evaluation of the European Globalisation Adjustment Fund SWD(2018) 192 DG EMPL 06/06/2017 opinion negative

SWD(2018) 38/1
Fitness Check of the General Food Law Regulation (EC) No 178/2002 DG SANTE 11/10/2017 opinion positive

SWD(2018) 38/2

REACH Evaluation SWD(2018) 58 DG ENV 27/09/2017 opinion positive
Evaluation of the application of the market surveillance provisions 05/04/2017 2nd opinion positive
SWD(2017) 469 DG GROW
relating to the marketing of products n/a 1st opinion negative
Mid-term evaluation of the Erasmus+ Programme SWD(2018) 40 DG EAC 15/11/2017 opinion positive
Mutual recognition of goods (back-to-back) SWD(2017) 475 DG GROW 05/04/2017 opinion positive
Mid-term evaluation of the Connecting Europe Facility (CEF) SWD(2018) 44/1 DG MOVE 05/07/2017 opinion negative
2nd opinion positive
Evaluation of European Neighbourhood Instrument 2014-2017 SWD(2017) 602 DG NEAR 13/09/2017
1st opinion negative
Evaluation of the Financial Conglomerates Directive (FICOD), Directive o .
SWD(2017) 272 DG FISMA 15/02/2017 opinion negative
2002/87/EU
Mid-Term Evaluation of the LIFE Programme for Environment and Climate SWD(2017) 355 DG ENV 15/02/2017 opinion positive

Action
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https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0336
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-external-borders_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0334
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561151082827&uri=CELEX:52018SC0334
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_opinion-refugee-fund_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0192
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion-european-globalisation-adjustment_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-38-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2018/EN/SWD-2018-38-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-2.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/gfl_rsb_opinion_final.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/docsroom/documents/28202
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/reach-evaluation-rsb_opinion.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0469
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_opinion_2.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_opinion_1.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0040
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/opinion_rsb_erasmus.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0475
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/opinion_of_the_bord_sec_2017_541_.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52018SC0044
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_opiion_cef.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0602
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_opinion_final.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb-opinion.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/transparency/regdoc/rep/10102/2017/EN/SWD-2017-272-F1-EN-MAIN-PART-1.PDF
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_opinion_ficod_en.pdf
https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/?qid=1561159574768&uri=CELEX:52017SC0355
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/info/files/rsb_opinion_on_mid-term_evaluation_life_programme_en.pdf










Ex-post evaluation provides an evidence-based
assessment of the performance of policies and
legislation. Its findings support political decision-
making and inform the design of new interventions. For
this reason, and notably under the EU's Better
Regulation agenda, evaluationhasbecome a key policy-
making toolat EU level. At the same time, evaluation is
an aid for legislators, in particular at the policy review
stage. The European Parliament therefore has a keen
interest in obtaining a complete picture of ongoing
Commission evaluationsand in having timely access to
evaluation results.

This fourth edition of the EPRS rolling check-list
'Evaluationin the European Commission'is designed to
provide a comprehensive overview of planned,
ongoing and recently completed Commission
evaluations. Compiled from a range of sources in the
public domain, it seeks tofill a gap by granting a single
access point to the Commission's evaluation planning
and output, as of 30 June 2020. The dataset is preceded
by an analysis of how the evaluation process has
evolved since the 2015 Better Regulation reform, with
particular regard to the transparency of the European
Commission'sex post evaluation process.
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