Stfednédobé hodnoceni 2017: Hodnoceni Programu rozvoje venkova na obdobi 2014-2020

Zprava predstavuje prvni hodnotici vystup prabézného Hodnoceni Programu rozvoje venkova (PRV) 2014-2020.
Je zpracovana v souladu s nafizenim Evropského parlamentu a Rady (EU) €. 1303/2013 a ¢. 1305/2013 ze dne
17. prosince 2013, ktera ukladaji povinnost monitorovat a hodnotit programy z ESI fondt a konkrétné narodni
programy rozvoje venkova s cilem prezkoumat jejich provadéni a pokrok smérem k dosazeni cild programu.
V rdamci Hodnoceni PRV 2014-2020 jsou planovana dvé stfednédoba hodnoceni (2017, 2019), pfedlozena zprava

pfedstavuje prvni z nich.
Pristup ke Strednédobému hodnoceni PRV 2017

Kontext zpracovani zpravy charakterizuji nizky pocet realizovanych projektl k rozhodnému datu 31. 12. 2016, u
vétSiny prioritnich oblasti proto nelze dosud hodnotit vysledky (pfedevsSim projektova opatfeni). Hodnoceni se

proto zaméfuje na pokrok v implementaci a nastaveni pfistupu k hodnoceni pro celé programové obdobi.

Hodnoceni je zaloZzeno na kombinaci metod, mezi nimiz vzhledem k fazi implementace programu a dostupnosti
dat a udaju dominuje pfedevSim data mining a analyza udaji z informacéniho systému SZIF a sektorové analyzy.
V ramci hodnoceni ploSnych opatfeni byly vyuzivany GIS analyzy prostorovych dat, zejména LPIS, a také

statistické analyzy dostupnych dat.
Metodické limity Stfrednédobého hodnoceni PRV pro rok 2017

Pro provedeni vyhodnoceni implementace opatfeni Programu rozvoje venkova je velmi dllezité charakterizovat
vyvoj schvalovaciho procesu programového dokumentu. Casové prodlevy v procesu schvalovani legislativnich
aktd na drovni EU, tak vedly k posunu za¢atku implementace PRV 2014 — 2020 az na rok 2015. V roce 2015 tak
nebyly vyplaceny podpory za projektova opatfeni (pfijem zadosti probéhl az na podzim roku 2015). V navaznosti
na pfechodny rok 2014 byly v ramci tohoto obdobi doerpany finanéni prostfedky pfedchazejiciho programu. Dale
bylo pokraovano v pfijmu zadosti o podporu v ramci ploSnych opatfeni, kdy v roce 2015 jiz doslo k vyplaceni
prvni ¢asti podpor na ploSna opatfeni z nového rozpoctu, konkrétné opatfeni 13. Mimo podpor v ramci opatfeni
v PRV 2014 — 2020 doslo z jeho rozpoctu rovnéz k uhradé nékterych viceletych zavazkd z obdobnych opatfeni
pfedchoziho PRV 2007-2013 a HRDP, a to v letech 2014 a 2015.

Z vySe uvedeného vyplyva, Zze nejvyznamnéjSi pfekazkou pro zhodnoceni pokroku a dosazeni ofekavanych
efektd PRV je nedostatek dat k jednotlivym projektovym operacim a pfislusnym indikatoriim, a to z divodu
dosavadniho malého mnozZstvi realizovanych projektl. Analyza napfi¢ prioritnimi oblastmi se tak zaméfuje na
celé implementacni spektrum a v8ima si hodnot za v8echny zaregistrované zadosti ve tfech kolech vyzvy za rok
2015 a 2016 a za schvalené projekty. Dale jsou zahrnuty vesSkeré pfijaté a vyplacené podpory v ramci podpor
poskytovanych na jednotku plchy v environmentalné cilenych managementech. Z hlediska téchto ploSnych

podpor jej prabéh administrace stabilni a probiha od roku 2014, res. 2015 kontinualné.

Hodnoceni ploSnych opatfeni bylo ¢aste€né technicky ztizeno procesem piedavani dat v potfebném rozsahu a
struktufe. Pro dalSi fazi realizace zakazky bude diskuzi prace s daty vénovan adekvatni ¢as a bude pfedem
vyjasnén potfebny rozsah a podoba datovych podkladli a ¢asovy harmonogram jejich pfedani. Uvedené vychazi

zejména z rozsahu poskytovanych podpor a mnoZstvi evidovanych atributl. Uréitou pfekazkou v ramci provadéni



GIS analyz byla absence prostorovych informaci k zavazkim pro jednotliva opatfeniltituly (tyto informace nejsou
evidovany z divodu zjednodus$eni administrace vuci Zadatelim). Vzhledem k rozsahu podpor se v$ak jedna o
marginalni podil téchto vstupl. Z tohoto divodu bylo pro dosazeni vétSi presnosti pokryti zpUsobilych ploch
zjiStovano na zakladé analyzy dat v XLS. DalSim omezenim byl €asteény nesoulad obsazenych dat mezi
jednotlivymi datovymi soubory, zplsobeny zejména vyvojem systému v priibéhu roku a pravdépodobné ¢asovym
odstupem mezi generovanim jednotlivych dataset. Napf. pfi slu¢ovani rozsahlych datovych souborl pro potfebu

GIS i statistickych analyz musely byt provedeny Upravy jednotlivych soubord pro zajisténi vzajemné kompatibility.
Financni realizace programu

Na realizaci intervenci Programu rozvoje venkova 2014-2020 bylo alokovano celkové vice nez 3,5 miliard EUR,
z ¢ehoz 2,3 miliard EUR tvofi pfispévek EU. V realizaci opatfeni k 31. 12. 2016 Schvalené projekty byly
schvaleny projekty s poZadovanou dotaci ve vysi 1,12 miliard EUR, tedy odpovidajici zhruba tfetiné alokovanych
prostfedku.

Z pohledu zavazkovani postupuji nejvy§§im tempem vybrané intervence v opatfenich 16 (Spoluprace, 16.2.1
Podpora vyvoje novych produktd, postupl a technologii v zemédélské prvovyrobé), 4 (Investice do hmotného
majetku, 4.3.2 Lesnicka infrastruktura), 6 (Rozvoj zemédélskych podnikll a podnikatelské ¢innosti, 6.1 Podpora
na zahajeni podnikatelské ¢&innosti pro mladé zemédélce). Objem schvalenych prostfedkd v téchto
opatieni 2 (Poradenstvi) 8 (lesnicka opatfeni) a podopatrfeni 16.1,3,4,6 prozatim bez schvalenych projektd. Bez
schvéalenych projektt do této chvile je rovnéz opatfeni 19 - Podpora mistniho rozvoje na zakladé iniciativy
LEADER.

V perspektivé zajmu o jednotlivé intervence PRV, vyjadfené pomérem registrovanych zadosti k disponibilni
alokaci, byl dosud nejvysSi zajem o (pod)opatfeni 4.1 a 4.3.2, tedy investiCnich podporo v oblasti zemédélstvi a
lesnictvi, kde zajem Zzadatell teoreticky prfesahl disponibilni alokaci. Vysoky zajem pfevySujici polovinu
programové alokace na dana opatfeni zaznamenala téz opatfeni zaméfena na inovace v oblastech produkce i

zpracovani zemédélskych i lesnickych produkti.
Zavéry

Posun v implementaci a nizky pocet realizovanych projekt k rozhodnému datu 31. 12. 2016 se vyrazné promitl i
do prubézného pokroku naplfiovani milnikd k r. 2018. Dukladnéjsi analyza implementaénich dat programu vSak
indikuje vyznamné pozitivni trend u vétSiny z podporovanych opatfeni. Vr. 2016 doSlo k schvaleni mnozstvi
projektd, které byly pfedloZzeny vramci 1. a 2. kola vyzvy (2015-2016) pro projektova opatfeni. U ploSnych
opatfeni probiha také podavani zadosti, a to od roku 2015 (v pfipadé ploSnych opatfeni se jedna o tzv. jednotnou
zadost). U nékterych projektovych opatfeni je patrny vyrazny pfevis zaregistrovanych zajemcli a Uspésnych
ZadatelU (pfijemcu), Ize tedy pfedpokladat, Ze vysoka Cisla pfedloZzenych Zadosti budou v téchto operacich
pokracovat i v naslednych vyzvach planovanych na jaro a podzim 2017. Pfehledné je pokrok v plnéni ukazatelld a

zavazkovani uveden v Chyba! Nenalezen zdroj odkaz(..

Pfes pozdéjsi zahajeni dosahuje implementace PRV misty az tfetinového (vyjime€né i poloviéniho) pokroku
zavazkovani. Efekty alespori ¢asti intervenci by se mély projevit jiz v r. 2017 vzhledem k tomu, ze k 31. 12. 2016
bylo pfedlozeno celkem 746 zadosti o platbu (pouze 27 bylo k témuz datu proplaceno).

Nejvétsi sast ZoP (68,5 %) se tykala investic do modernizace a restrukturalizace zemédélskych podnikd (4.1.1).
DalSich 233 Zzadosti bylo predlozeno v ramci operaci 4.2.1, 4.3.2 a 8.6.1. K 31. 12. 2016 celkova narokovana



Castka k vyplaté Cinila 983 mil. K& (36 mil. EUR). Postup implementace opatfeni opravfiuje pfedpoklad naplnéni

cilu a priorit programu.

Naopak, u vybranych operaci byl prozatim zaznamenan spiSe nizky, resp. nulovy zajem. Tato situace se tyka
napfiklad operaci podporujicich horizontalni a vertikélni spolupraci mezi u€astniky kratkych dodavatelskych
fetézcl a mistnich trhd (16.4.1, dosud prfedlozen pouze 1 projekt) a horizontalni a vertikalni spoluprace pfi
udrzitelném zajiStovani biomasy pro vyrobu energie a v pramyslovych procesech (16.6.1, dosud nebyly
predlozeny zadné zadosti). PomalejsSi tempo implementace Ize pozorovat také u opatfeni 1 zaméfeného na
celozivotni vzdélavani a inovace. DalSim opatfenim, které neni prozatim realizovano, je LEADER. V ramci
opatfeni LEADER dochazi teprve postupné ke schvalovani Strategii komunitné vedeného mistniho rozvoje

(SCLLD), na zakladé kterych bude teprve mozné vypisovat vyzvy a nasledné podavat zadosti o podporu.

Vzhledem k tomu, Ze vzdélavani a inovace jsou jednim z horizontalnich cild PRV, RO PRV a platebni agentura
SZIF by mély posilit aktivity, které propaguji moznosti financovani vzdélavacich a informacnich aktivit, stejné tak
jako propagaci dllezitosti dalSiho vzdélavani mezi zemédélskymi pracovniky a manazery zemédélskych podniki
pro zvySovani jejich vykonnosti a konkurenceschopnosti. U operaci spoluprace, které dosud zaznamenaly velmi
nizky zajem ze strany (potencionalnich) Zadateld (16.4.1 a 16.6.1), doporuéujeme zvazit pfesun alokovanych
prostfedku (nebo jejich ¢asti) do operaci, kde zajem Zadatel( konstantné prevySuje stanoveny rozpocet.

Implementace ploSnych opatfeni probiha také od roku 2015, pfi€emz jednotné zadosti, jsou podavany vzdy
v kvétnu kazdého roku. V ramci hodnoceni bylo analyzovano naplfiovani cilovych hodnot vysledkovych
indikatord. V pfipadé indikatord R.8 a R.10 jiz bylo téméf dosazeno jejich cilovych hodnot a v pfipadé podilu
zemédélské pudy pod zavazkem obhospodarovani podporujicim biologickou rozmanitost (R.7) doslo dokonce
k prekroceni cilové hodnoty (120%). Naopak pInéni indikatortd R.11 a R.20 je spiSe nizsi.

Celkovy pokrok v napliovani PO 4A byl znacny. Plocha pod zavazkem obhospodafovani podporujicim
biologickou rozmanitost pokryvala 52,5 % aktualni vyméry zemédélské pldy. Nejvétsi rozsah pokryvaji oblasti
LFA a dale zavazky agroenvironmentalné — klimatickych opatfeni s primarnim pfispévkem k plnéni PO 4A. Mira
pokryti zavazk( u vétSiny operaci s pfimym pfispévkem k PO 4A piekrocila planované hodnoty, nebo se k jejich
dosazeni pfiblizuje. Lze shrnout, Zze z hlediska vysokého pokryti zavazk( I1ze pfedpokladat dosazeni oéekavanych
pfinosl realizovanych opatfeni na obnovu, zachovani a posileni biodiverzity a zachovani stavu krajiny typické pro
CR. Dopady na oblasti HNV jako celku budou v&ak omezeny jiz samotnym rozsahem zpiisobilych ploch pro

realizaci podporovanych managementt na tzemi HNV.

Celkovy pokrok v naplfiovani prioritni oblasti 4B byl velice vyrazny jak z hlediska poctu ¢erpani vefejnych vydaja,
tak i z hlediska podpofenych ploch. K vyraznému pokroku pfispéla pfedevS§im podpora poskytovana z opatfeni
Ekologické zemédélstvi, nejvétsi zajem byl pfitom zaznamenan o podporu v oblasti trvalych travnich porostu (vice
nez 80 %). Opatfeni Ekologické zemédélstvi pfispélo ke zlepSeni hospodafeni s vodou na 11,3 % celkové
zemé&délské plochy CR, &imz je naplnéna odekavana hodnota. Celkem 72 % z ploch podpofenych v ramci
opatfeni M11 se nachazi na plochach zranitelnych, vysoce zranitelnych nebo extrémné zranitelnych oblasti
ohrozenych Sifenim dusi¢nanového znecisténi, mira pokryti ploch intervencemi programu predstavuje 22 % ploch
téchto zranitelnych oblasti. Lze konstatovat, Zze podpora poskytovana v ramci ekologického zemeédélstvi pfispiva
ke zmirnéni ohrozeni zranitelnych oblasti (v€etné extrémné a vysoce zranitelnych oblasti) ohrozenych Sifenim

dusi¢nanového znedisténi.

Ke zlepSeni pfedchazeni silné erozi pady a lepSimu hospodareni s pudou (prioritni oblast 4C) pfispiva prozatim

zejména podpora poskytovana v ramci ekologického zemédélstvi M11 a operaci AEKO M10 zaméfenych na



zatraviovani (10.1.5, 10.1.8), ktera dle zjiSténi pokryva pfiblizné 27 % plochy mirné a silné erozné ohrozenych
oblasti na zemédélské padé. Do erozné ohroZzenych oblasti (at jiz mirné ¢&i silné ohroZenych) pfitom sméfuje
pfiblizné tretina (35 %), tj. pomérné vyrazna €ast vSech zavazkd operaci s hlavnim efektem. Na naplfovani
prioritni oblasti se pfitom primarné podili ploSna podpora poskytovana v ramci Ekologického zemé&délstvi. Plosna
opatfeni M10 a M11 pfispivajici ke zlepSeni hospodareni s ptidou a/nebo predchazeni erozi pudy pokryvaji 11,4

% celkové zemédélské plochy CR, tj. cilova hodnota indikatoru R10 byla jiz téméf naplnéna (94 %).

Byly formulovany nékteré zavéry a doporuceni vztahujici se celkové k naplfiovani priority 4. Je doporu€eno
provedeni revize predikce Cerpani alokaci opatfeni/operaci na zakladé rozsahu planovanych/ realnych zavazkd a
nasledné provést prislusné upravy z hlediska pfip. Upravy alokaci. U opatfeni/operaci/managementu, s vyraznym
prekro¢enim cilovych hodnot podpofenych ploch (zejm. 11.1.1, management orna plda, ¢i 11.2.1, trvalé travni
porosty) je doporuceno prehodnotit oCekavané hodnoty. V pfipadé vybranych operaci, které dosud nejsou
dostate¢né pokryté (napf. 10.1.1, 10.1.6, 10.1.7, pfip. vybrané operace lesnickych opatfeni), by bylo vhodné
podpofit zemédélce (informaéné, pfehodnocenim podminek) k realizaci téchto operaci. Témér vSechna lesnicka
opatfeni pfispivajici k naplfiovani cild P 4 (s vyjimkou 8.1.1) vykazuji zatim nulové & minimalni ¢erpani. V tomto
ohledu je doporuc¢eno vyhodnotit pfipadna slaba mista v implementaci a aktualizovat predikci ¢erpani s ohledem
na alokované finanéni prostfedky. Vzhledem k predikovanym zavazkdm v roce 2016 u téchto lesnickych operaci
je vdak mozno konstatovat, Ze cild PO 4B i PO 4C by mélo byt dosazeno.

Primarni pfispévek k naplfiovani cild PO 5E Podpora ukladani a pohlcovani uhliku v zemédélstvi a lesnictvi
predstavuje operace 8.1.1 zaméfena na podporu zalesrovani/ zakladani lesti véetné nakladu na zaloZeni a ro¢ni
prémie na ha na péci/ uslé pfijmy, kterd po zvySeni miry Cerpani umozni zmirnit dopady klimatickych zmén,
pfedevSim sekvestraci uhliku. Pokrok v naplfiovani PO 5E k referenénimu datu 31. 12. 2016 je z hlediska
primarniho pfispévku operaci spiSe nizsi. Cilova hodnota celkovych vefejnych vydaji pro operace s hlavnim
efektem byla plnéna pfiblizné z jedné Cctvrtiny (26 %) a podil zemédélské a lesni pldy pod zavazkem
obhospodarovani pfispivajicim k pohlcovani a ukladani uhliku prozatim tvofi 18 % planované hodnoty. Indikator
sledujici plochu zalesnénych oblast, stanoveny na 1 000 ha, je prozatim plnén z 10 %.

Pokrok v naplfiovani prioritni oblasti PO 3A byl relativné vyrazny jak z hlediska poétu podpofenych zadatell, tak
VDJ. Dosavadni prubéh realizace opatfeni M14 za rok 2015 a 2016 indikuje intenzivni vyvoj Cerpani vefejnych
zdroju, ze kterého je patrny zajem o podporu dobrych Zivotnich podminek zvifat. U vétSiny operaci byly celkové
ocekavané cilové hodnoty naplnény z vice nez poloviny. Lze tak konstatovat, Ze implementace opatfeni M14 tak
pFispiva ke zvySovani poctu zvifat zijicich v dobrych Zivotnich podminkach. Vzhledem ke zna¢né intenzité Cerpani
vSak bylo také indikovano riziko pfeCerpani €astky alokované na opatfeni. Pro zamezeni tohoto vyvoje je
doporuceno vyhodnotit miru chybovosti prvniho kola pfijmu Zadosti a aktualizovat predikce €erpani s ohledem na

alokované finanéni prostiedky.
DalsSi hodnoceni vysledkii PRV

Postup implementace v ramci projektovych opatfeni prokazuje, ze ve stfednédobém hodnoceni 2019 bude
mozné hodnotit konkrétni vysledky a dopady PRV u téch projektt a operaci, které jsou nyni v pokrocilejSim stadiu
(ptedlozené ZoP). Za timto Géelem bude hodnoceni roz$ifeno o dal$i vhodné metody, které v ramci tohoto
hodnoceni nebylo mozné pro nedostatek realizovanych projekti implementovat. Tyto zahrnuji pfedevSim
pfipadové studie a navstévy podpofenych podnikl, zakladni statistické analyzy a dotaznikova Setfeni
s nepodpofenymi subjekty. Vyznamné mnozstvi informaci bude ziskano z monitorovacich listl pfijemcu, které

budou vyplfiovany pfijemci jednou roéné po dobu obdobi udrzitelnosti projektu (5 let) po&inaje rokem 2017.



The report represents the first output of the ongoing evaluation of the Rural Development Programme (RDP)
2014-2020. Is has been processed in accordance with European Parliament and Council Regulation (EC)
1303/2013 and 1305/2013, which impose the duty to monitor and evaluate programs of ESI funds and specifically
the national rural development programmes to review their implementation and progress towards achieving the
objectives of the programme. The RDP 2014-2020 evaluation scheduled two mid-term reviews (2017, 2019), the
report presented being the first of them.

Approach to the mid-term evaluation of the RDP in 2017

The context of drafting the report had been characterized by low number of projects completed to the reference
date i.e. 31. 12. 2016, therefore the majority of priority areas cannot yet assessed as to the results achieved
(applies mainly the project measures). The evaluation therefore focuses on the progress made in the
implementation and outlines the design of evaluation for the programming period.

The evaluation is based on the combination of methods, among which, given the stage of the implementation of
the programme and the availability of data and information, data mining and analysis and the sectoral analysis are
prominent. When evaluating the area-based measures, GIS spatial data analysis in particular the LPIS, and
statistical analysis of the available data were used.

The methodological constraints of the mid-term evaluation of the RDP in 2017

When evaluating the implementation of the RDP measures, the approval process of the programme document
must be taken into consideration. The delay in the approval process of legislative acts at the EU level led to the
shift of the start of the implementation of the RDP'S 2014-2020 to 2015. In 2015 no payments were made in
project measures (project applications were due in the autumn of 2015). Application under area-based measures
continued to be accepted, in 2015 first payments from the new RDP budget were realized, namely measure 13.
Outside the 2014-2020 budget Framework, multiannual commitments from previous similar measures of the RDP
2007-2013 and HRDP were settled in 2014 and 2015.

As a result, the most significant constraint for evaluation of the progress and expected RDP effects is the lack of
relevant data and indicators on individual project operations, as almost no project were realized to the reference
date. The analysis therefore takes into account the entire implementation flow, and reflects the values for all
applications registered in three rounds of calls for project proposals in 2015 and 2016, and approved. All the
budget received and disbursed under environment focused management commitments have been taken into
account. In terms of the area-based measures, the process of administration can be considered steady and
proceeding continuously from 2014 and 2015.

Evaluation of area-based measures was partly hindered by the extent and structure of the necessary data
provided to the evaluator. For the next time, adequate time and attention will be paid to the data issue and both
scope and timetable for generating data inputs will be clarified sufficiently in advance. The issue arises mainly due
to the quantity of the aid provided and the variety of attributes monitored. A single obstacle in the implementation
of GIS analyses arose from the absence of spatial information related to commitments under each of the
measurestitles (information is not recorded due to the simplification of the administration). Therefore, higher level

of accuracy in coverage of eligible areas examined were achieved on the basis of additional XLS data analysis.



Limits were also caused by flaws in data integrity across data files, caused in particular by the development of the

information system in course of the year and probably different time points of datasets generation.
Financial implementation

A total of more than EUR 3.5 billion were allocated on the implementation of the rural development programme
interventions 2014-2020 of which EUR 2.3 billion is the EU contribution. As to 31. 12. 2016 financial volume in

projects approved amounted to EUR 1.12 billion, i.e. equalled approximately one third of the allocated resources.

The fastest rate of commitments was achieved in implementation of selected operations in measures 16
(Cooperation, Support for the development of new products, procedures and technologies in agricultural primary
production, processes and technologies in agricultural primary production16.2.1), 4 (Investment into physical
assets, 4.3.2 Forestry infrastructure), 6 (Farm and business development, 6 6.1.1 Business start-up aid for young
farmers). The volume of appropriations in these (sub) measures reached or exceeded one third of the allocations.
On the contrary, the lowest level of appropriations has been achieved in measure 2 (Advisory), 8 (forestry
measures) and sub measures 16.1, 3, 4, 6 yet without approved projects. No projects have been approved up to
this point in measure 19 - support under the LEADER initiative (CLLD).

As to the relative attractiveness of individual operations expressed as the ratio of registered applications to the
allocation available, the measures 4.1 and 4.3.2 i.e. investment in agriculture and forest infrastructure were at the
very top exceeding the allocation available. Similarly, measures aimed at innovation in the areas of production
and processing of agricultural and forestry products recorded high interest exceeding half of the allocation.

Conclusions

The slide in program implementation and low number of completed projects to the reference date (31. 12.2016)
has significantly influenced the progress of the fulfilment of the milestones to 2018. However, a thorough analysis
of the implementation data indicates a significantly positive trend for most of the RDP measures. In 2016, number
of projects submitted within the 1. and 2. calls (2015-2016) for ,project measures“ have been approved. In case of
.area-based measures®, applications have also been processed from 2015 onwards (in the case of area-based
measures, so called single application). Some of the project measures are characterized by significant overhang
of the registered applications, it can be assumed that the high number of applications submitted in these
operations will be continued in coming calls scheduled for spring and fall 2017. Progress towards indicators

targets and in appropriations is presented in table 10.

Despite the delay in starting the implementation, the RDP’s progress achieves up to one-third (rarely half), in
appropriations. At least part of the effects foreseen should occur in 2017 due to the fact that, as of 31. 12.2016, a

total of 746 payment requests was submitted (while only 27 have been reimbursed on the same date).

The largest part of the payments requests (68.5%) concerned the investment in modernisation and restructuring
of agricultural enterprises (4.1.1). Other requests (233) were submitted in the 4.2.1, 4.3.2 and 8.6.1. As to 31.
12.2016 a total sum amounted to 983 million CZK (EUR 36 billion). Based on the progress in implementation, the

assumption of the fulfilment of the objectives and priorities of the program can be made.

On the contrary, for selected operations rather low or zero interest has been recorded so far. This situation
applies to, for example, operations that support the horizontal and vertical cooperation between the participants in
short supply chains and local markets (16.4.1, yet submitted only 1 project), and the horizontal and vertical

cooperation in sustainable provision of biomass for energy production and industrial processes (16.6.1, no



applications submitted as yet). The slower pace of implementation can also be observed in measure 1 focused on
lifelong learning and innovation. Another not yet implemented measure is the LEADER, where community-led
local development Strategies (SCLLD) are gradually being approved, which forms prerequisite of launching calls

for projects and project applications respectively.

Due to the fact that training and innovation form one of the horizontal objectives of the RDP, Managing authority
should strengthen activities that promote funding opportunities of educational and information activities, as well as
the promotion of the importance of continuing education and training among farmers and agricultural holdings
managers for performance and competitiveness growth. In case of cooperation measures that have yet
experienced very low interest on the part of (potential) applicants (16.4.1 and 16.6.1), reallocation of resources (or
portions thereof) to operations, where the interest of applicants consistently exceeds the budget might be

considered.

Implementation of area-based measures has continued while single applications are processed in May of each
year. The evaluation also analysed the fulfilment of the targets of the results indicators. In the case of indicators R
8 and R 10 target values already have almost been achieved, in the case of the percentage of agricultural land
under management contracts supporting biodiversity and/or landscape (R7) the commitments even exceeded the
target value (120%). In contrast, the performance indicators R 11 and R 20 remain rather low.

The overall progress in the implementation of the PA 4A was considerable. The area under the commitment of
management to support biodiversity cover 52.5% of the current acreage of agricultural land. The largest range
cover LFA areas and commitments agro-environment-climate measures with the primary contribution to the
performance of the PA 4A. In case of the PA 4A the ratio of covering the commitments exceeded the planned
value or approaches them. In can be summarised that in terms of the high coverage of the commitments
expected benefits of implemented measures to restore, preserve and enhance the conservation of biodiversity
and landscapes typical for the Czech Republic can be expected. The impact on HNV areas as a whole, however,
will be limited by the very scope of eligible areas for the implementation of management regimes on the territory
supported by the HNV.

The overall progress in the implementation of priority area 4B was very significant both in terms of public
expenditure and scope of supported areas. Significant progress has been brought about in particular through the
aid under Organic farming measure, the highest interest was recorded in the area of permanent grassland (over
80%). Organic farming measure has contributed to the improvement of water management to 11.3% of the total
agricultural area of the CZECH REPUBLIC, which meets the expected value. A total of 72 % of the areas
supported by M11 measure is located on areas vulnerable, highly vulnerable or extremely vulnerable areas at risk
of the proliferation of nitrate pollution, the program interventions cover 22 % of these vulnerable areas. It can be
concluded that the aid schemes granted under organic farming measure contributes to mitigation of threats to

vulnerable areas (including extremely and highly vulnerable areas).

Prevention of severe soil erosion and improved soil management (priority area 4 c) has been supported for the
time being in the framework of organic farming M11 and AECO M10 operations aimed at grassing (10.1.5,
10.1.8), that the covers approximately 27% of the area slightly and heavily erosion vulnerable areas on
agricultural land. About a third (35 %) of all commitments i.e. significant part of all operations are targeted to the
areas at risk of erosion (moderately or severely endangered). The fulfilment of the priority area is primarily
provided by the area-based support under organic farming measure. Measures M10 and M11 (contributing to the
improvement of land management and/or prevent soil erosion) cover 11.4% of the total agricultural area of the
CZECH REPUBLIC, i.e. the target value of the indicator R10 has already been nearly met (94%).



Conclusions and recommendations were made relating to the overall implementation of priority 4. It has been
recommended to revise the expected pace of implementation based on the scope of commitments planned and
made, and to make appropriate modification to allocations. For measures/operations/managements exceeding
significantly the indicator target values (11.1.1, management of arable land, or 11.2.1 permanent grassland)
expected values should be revised. In the case of operations that are not yet adequately covered (e.g. 10.1.1,
10.1.6, 10.1.7, selected forestry measures), it appears appropriate to encourage farmers (providing information,
review the terms and conditions) to the implementation of operations. Almost all forestry measures contributing to
objectives of the priority 4 (with the exception of 8.1.1) reported so far no or minimal progress. In this regard,
potential weak points in the implementation should be duly analysed and the prediction of progress revised with
respect to allocated financial resources. Due to the commitments predicted in these forestry operations in 2016,

however, it may be concluded, that the objectives of priority areas 4B and 4C should be achieved.

The primary contribution to the fulfilment of the objectives of the priority area 5E is brought by operation aimed at
promoting afforestation 8.1.1/reforestation, including the costs of setting up and the annual premium per hectare
on the care / income loss, which (after the increase in the rate of drawdown) will allow to mitigate the effects of
climate change, especially the sequestration of carbon. Progress in the implementation of priority area 5E (as to
the 31.12. 2016) in terms of primary contribution remains rather lower. The target value of the total public
expenditure for the operation with the main effect has been met by one-quarter (26%). The share of agricultural
and forest land under management commitment contributing to the absorption and carbon storage accounts for
18 % of the planned values. Indicator of afforested area, has so far been met by 10 %.

Progress in the implementation of the priority areas 3A has been relatively significant both in terms of the number
of supported applicants and LSU. The current progress in the implementation of the measures of the M14 for
2015 and 2016 indicates solid interest in promoting the welfare of animals. For most operations the total target
values were met from more than half. It can be stated that the implementation of the measures M14 contributes to
raising the number of animals living in good welfare conditions. Due to the significant pace of implementation the
risk of exceeding the allocation for measure was identified. To prevent such a scenario, it has been recommended

to analyse the error rate of the first round of calls and update the prediction of implementation.
Further steps in evaluation of RDP’s effects

The progress in implementation proves that the 2019 mid-term review will already be able to evaluate specific
results and impacts of the PRV for those projects and operations now in the more advanced implementation
stages. To this end, the evaluation design will be extended to other appropriate evaluation methods, which in the
context of this report could not be applied due to the lack of completed interventions. These include above all the
case studies and observations, statistical analysis and questionnaire research of unsuccessful applicants. A
significant amount of information will be obtained from the monitoring sheets filed once a year throughout the

project sustainability period (5 years) beginning in 2017.



