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FINANSY MINISTRO

JZANGINIS ZODIS

| Rimantas SADZIUS

INTRODUCTION BY
THE MINISTER OF FINANCE

Lietuvos Respublikos finansy ministras
Minister of Finance of the Republic of Lithuania

Kas dveji metai Lietuvoje rengiamos Europos
Sajungos fondy investiciju vertinimo klausimams
skirtos konferencijos jau yra tapusios ne tik gera
vieta pasidalyti patirtimi, uzmegzti naujus rysius, bet
ir svarbiu ziniy ir jkvépimo Saltiniu tiek investicijy
vertintojams, tiek vertinimy rezultaty naudotojams.
Siy mety konferencija, jsibégejant 2014-2020
mety Sanglaudos politikos veiksmy programy
jgyvendinimui, skiriama Europos Sajungos fondy
investicijy vertinimo rezultaty naudojimo ir jrodymais
grjsto valdymo klausimams.

Europos Sajungos fondy investicijy vertinimas
yra svarbus investiciju naudos jrodymo Saltinis, taciau
tam, kad vieSosios politikos procesams ir rezultatams
bdty daromas realus poveikis, bitina, kad vertinimo
rezultatai nelikty vien tik popieriuje, o baty panaudoti
praktiSkai.

Lietuvos Respublikos finansy ministerija,
kaip Europos Sajungos fondy investicijy veiksmu
programos vadovaujancioji institucija, per pastarajj
deSimtmetj sukaupée didele investicijy vertinimo, kaip
efektyvios valdymo priemones, patirtj. Todél svarbu,
kad Sia gergja praktika ir patirtimi baty remiamasi
vertinant ne tik Europos Sajungos fondy léSomis
finansuojamas, bet ir kitas vieSasias investicijas.

Tikiuosi, kad Siy mety konferencija taps gera
proga ne tik pristatyti konkreciy vertinimy metodika ir
rezultatus, bet ir aptarti jy reikSme Europos Sajungos
sanglaudos politikai ir vieSajai politikai apskritai.

Every two years the conferences designated for
the issues of evaluation of the European Union Funds’
investments arranged in Lithuania have already
become not only a good place for sharing experience,
making new contacts, but also a significant source
of knowledge and inspiration both for investment
evaluators and users of evaluation results. This
year's conference, as the implementation of the
2014-2020 operational programmes of the Cohesion
Policy advances, is devoted to the issues of
management based on the evaluation results of the
European Union Funds’ investments as well as on
arguments.

The evaluation of the European Union Funds’
investments is a relevant source evidencing the
benefits of investments, however, to have a real
impact on the public policy processes and results,
it is necessary that the evaluation results should not
remain just on paper, but are used in practice.

The Ministry of Finance of the Republic of
Lithuania, as a Managing Authority of the Operational
Programme for the European Union Funds’
Investments, during the last decade gained extensive
experience in evaluation of investments as an
effective management tool. Therefore, it is important
that this good practice and experience are invoked in
evaluation of all public investments and not solely of
those financed from the European Union funds.

| hope that this year’s conference will be the
right opportunity not only for presentation of the
methodology and results of specific evaluations,
but also for discussion of their significance for the
European Union cohesion policy and public policy
in general.
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KONFERENCIJOS PROGRAMA

2015 M. GEGUZES 20 D., TRECIADIENIS

09.00 - 10.00  Dalyviy registracija, Seimo lll-ieji ramai, holas 2 aukste
Konferencijy salé, Seimo lll-ieji rumai, 2 aukstas

Konferencijos atidarymas

Rimantas SADZIUS, Lietuvos Respublikos finansy ministras

Gediminas KIRKILAS, Lietuvos Respublikos Seimo Europos reikaly komiteto
pirmininkas

KAS LEMIA VERTINIMO REZULTATY NAUDOJIMA, VERTINIMO NAUDA IR POVEIK]

Pirmininkauja Klaudijus MANIOKAS, ESTEP Vilnius

10.00 - 10.15

Vertinimo naudojimo ir poveikio skatinimas

Bastiaan DE LAAT, Europos investicijy bankas, Liuksemburgas; knygos
10.15-11.00  “Vertinimo naudojimo skatinimas. Vidiniy vertinimo padaliniy jZvalgos”

(angl. Enhancing Evaluation Use. Insights from Internal Evaluation Units)

bendraautorius

Vertinimy poveikis Lietuvoje: geresnis programy jgyvendinimas ar geresniy
programy jgyvendinimas

Ramiuinas DILBA, Lietuvos Respublikos finansy ministerija

Lina KRAUCIUNIENE, UAB ,Visionary Analytics*

11.00-11.30

Ziniy tarpininky Zaidimas — naujas biidas pagerinti vertinimo rezultaty
11.30-12.00  naudojima
Karol OLEJNICZAK, VarsSuvos universitetas, EUROREG, Lenkija

12.00 -13.30  Pietds, Seimo restoranas, Ill-ieji rimai, 2 aukstas
Konferencijy salé, Seimo Ill-ieji rumai, 2 aukstas

KAIP VERTINTI, KAD VERTINIMO REZULTATAI BUTY PATIKIMI,

O VERTINIMAS TURETY POVEIK])?

Pirmininkauja Biagio PERRETTI, Basilicata universitetas, Italija

Jrodymy sintezés ir naudojimo budai: metodai, eiga ir valdymas
David GOUGH, EPPI centras (angl. Evidence for Policy and Practice
Information and Co-ordinating Centre) Edukologijos institutas, Londono
universiteto koledzas, Jungtiné Karalyste

13.30 - 14.00

Sanglaudos politikos poveikio regiony plétrai Centrinéje ir Ryty Europoje
14.00 - 14.30  vertinimas: metodai ir pirmieji rezultatai
Grzegorz GORZELAK, VarsSuvos universitetas, EUROREG, Lenkija

Jrodymais grjstas politikos formavimas kryzkeléje: k3 tai reiskia
vertintojams ir sprendimy priéméjams

Andrea SALTELLI, Gamtos ir humanitariniy mokslu studiju centras, Bergeno
universitetas, Norvegija

14.30 - 15.00

15.00 - 15.30  Kavos pertrauka, Seimo restoranas, Ill-ieji rimai, 2 aukstas



09.00 - 10.00

CONFERENCE PROGRAMME

20 MAY 2015, WEDNESDAY

Registration, Seimas Building Ill, 1t floor

Conference Hall, Seimas Building Ill, 1+ floor

10.00 - 10.15

Opening of the Conference and welcome speeches

Rimantas SADZIUS, Minister of Finance of the Republic of Lithuania
Gediminas KIRKILAS, Chair of the Committee of the Seimas of the Republic
of Lithuania on European Affaires

WHAT FACTORS INFLUENCE EVALUATION USE AND IMPACT?

10.15-11.00
11.00-11.30
11.30-12.00
12.00 - 13.30

Chair — Klaudijus MANIOKAS, ESTEP Vilnius Ltd., Lithuania

Enhancing evaluation uptake, use and impact

Bastiaan DE LAAT, Operations Evaluation, European Investment Bank,
Luxembourg; Co-author of the book “Enhancing Evaluation Use. Insights
from Internal Evaluation Units”

Impact of evaluations in Lithuania: better implementation of programmes or
implementation of better programmes?

Ramunas DILBA, Ministry of Finance, Lithuania

Lina KRAUCIUNIENE, Visionary Analytics Ltd., Lithuania

A game of knowledge brokering — new approach to increasing evaluation use
Karol OLEJNICZAK, Warsaw University, EUROREG, Poland

Lunch, Seimas Restaurant (Building I, 1t floor)

Conference Hall, Seimas Building Ill, 1% floor

HOW TO CONDUCT EVALUATION TO MAKE IT RELIABLE AND INFLUENTIAL?

13.30 - 14.00
14.00 - 14.30
14.30 - 15.00
15.00 - 15.30

Chair — Biagio PERRETTI, Universita della Basilicata, Italy

Formal approaches to evidence synthesis and use: methods, processes and
governance

David GOUGH, EPPI-Centre, UCL Institute of Education, University College
London, United Kingdom

Evaluating the impact of Cohesion Policy on regional development in
Central and Eastern Europe: challenges and first results
Grzegorz GORZELAK, Warsaw University, EUROREG, Poland

Evidence based policy making at the crossroad: what does this mean for
evaluators and decision makers?

Andrea SALTELLI, Centre for the Study of the Sciences and the Humanities,
University of Bergen, Norway

Coffee break, Seimas Restaurant (Building IlI, 1% floor)



2015 M. GEGUZES 20 D., TRECIADIENIS (TESINYS)

15.30-17.30 PARALELINES SESIJOS
Seimo Europos

Spaudos konferencijy salé, Baltijos Asambléjos salé,
Seimo ll-ieji ramai, Seimo lll-ieji rumai, informacijos biuras, Seimo
2 aukstas 1 aukstas Ill-ieji rumai, 1 auksStas

Konferencijy salé, Seimo
Ill-ieji rumai, 2 aukstas
D sesija:
Vertinimo poveikio
didinimas ir vertinimas:
priemonés, rezultatai ir
pamokos

C sesija:
Investicijy j mokslinius
tyrimus ir inovacijas
poveikio vertinimas:
metodai, rezultatai ir
pamokos

B: sesija
VieSyjy investicijy j
ekonominj augima ir
sanglaudos skatinima
vertinimas: metodai,
rezultatai ir pamokos

Moderatorius — Grzegorz

A sesija:
Kontrafaktinis poveikio

vertinimas: iSSukiai,
rezultatai ir pamokos

Moderatorius — Ramiinas
DILBA, Lietuvos

Moderatorius — Andrea

Moderatorius — Santiago
SALTELLI, Gamtos ir

LORANCA GARCIA, GORZELAK, Varsuvos
Europos Komisija, DG universitetas, EUROREG, humanitariniy moksly Respublikos finansy
EMPL Lenkija studijy centras, Bergeno ministerija
universitetas, Norvegija

ES strukturiniy fondy Ko mes norime iSmokti

poveikio Lietuvos
konkurencingumui VEITNERS, Latvijos

Ekonometrinis Sanglaudos
politikos poveikio augimui
vertinimas — Jerzy

Kontrafaktinis poveikio
vertinimas: kaip aiskiai

ir patraukliai pristatyti
metodologiSkai sudétingy PIENKOWSKI, Europos vertinimas: ar judame vertinimo asociacija
vertinimy rezultatus — Komisija, DG REGIO aukstos pridétinés vertés (LATES), Latvija
Dovilé ZVALIONYTE, ekonomikos link? —
PPMI, Lithuania Klaudijus MANIOKAS,
ESTEP Vilnius, Lietuva

Kokybiniai vertinimai —
sapnas ar realybé? — Katre
ELJAS-TAAL, Technopolis

Group, Estija

Investicijy j mokslinius
tyrimus ir technologine
plétra poveikio verti-
nimas Lietuvoje — Pijus
KRUMINAS, MOSTA,
Lietuva

Europos sanglaudos
politika Italijos
Mezzogiorno regione. Ar
mes atsizvelgiame j
2007-2013 mety
pamokas? — Biagio
PERRETTI, Basilicata
universitetas, ltalija

Grazinamos ir
negrazinamos
finansinés paramos MV]
kontrafaktinis poveikio
vertinimas Vengrijoje —
Attila BERES, Equinox
Consulting, Vengrija

Vertinimo rekomendacijy
igyvendinimas: daugiau
nei stiklo kamuolio
zaidimas — Carmen

Jungtinés Karalystés
Tarptautinio vystymo
departamento (DFID)
finansuotos Operaciniy

Bendroji Zemés ukio
politika: bendra
stebésenos ir vertinimo
sistema ir vertinimo

Vertinimo atlikimo ir
naudojimo isSukiai
remiantis praktiniu

ESF finansuoty jmoniy
darbuotojy mokymy vaidmuo formuojant tyrimy gebéjimy stiprinimo DOBROTA, Razvan
vertinimo pavyzdziu politika — Andreas LILLIG, programos vertinimas — IONESCU, Regionines
Latvijoje — Normunds Europos Komisija, DG Peter VARNAI, Technopolis plétros ir vieSojo
STRAUTMANIS, Finansy AGRI, Hannes WIMMER, Group, Jungtiné Karalysté  administravimo ministerija,
Rumunija

Europos kaimo plétros

ministerija, Latvija
vertinimo pagalbos centas,

Belgija
Jrodymais grjsto politikos Programy vertinimo
formavimo iSSukiai: ESF naudojimas: sanglaudos
ir Europos Komisijos politikos ir Lenkijos
Poveikio vertinimy tyrimo regiony administracijy
centras (CRIE) - Giulia atvejis — Tomasz KUPIEC,
SANTANGELO, Europos EGO S.C., VarSuvos
Komisija, DG JRC Kozminski universitetas,
Lenkija

19.00 — 21.00 Prlgmlmas kqnfgrencuos dalyviams, restoranas ,GreenHall”,
Upés g. 21, Vilnius



Conference Hall, Seimas
Building I1l, 1% floor

Session A:
Counterfactual impact
evaluation: challenges,

results and lessons

Moderator — Santiago
LORANCA GARCIA,
European Commission, DG
EMPL

Counterfactual impact
evaluation: combining
methodological
rigorousness and
policy-maker friendly
presentation of evaluation
results — Dovilé
ZVALIONYTE, PPMI,
Lithuania

Comparative counterfac-
tual impact evaluation of
repayable and non-repaya-
ble financial assistances to
SMEs in Hungary - Attila
BERES, Equinox Consult-
ing Ltd., Hungary

Challenges conducting
evaluation and utilisation
of evaluation results based
on practical example of
evaluation of ESF funded
interventions of firm-
provided training in Latvia —
Normunds STRAUTMANIS,
Ministry of Finance, Latvia

Challenges of evidence-
based policy making
for the European Social
Fund: the European
Commission’s Centre
for Research on Impact
Evaluation (CRIE) - Giulia
SANTANGELO, European
Commission, DG JRC

19.00 - 21.00

20 MAY 2015, WEDNESDAY (CONTINUED)
15.30-17.30 PARALLEL SESSIONS

Press Conference Room,
Seimas Building II,
1+t floor

Session B:
Impact evaluation of
public investment on
economic growth and

cohesion: methods, results

and lessons

Moderator — Grzegorz

GORZELAK, Warsaw

University, EUROREG,
Poland

Econometric assessments
of Cohesion policy
growth effects — Jerzy
PIENKOWSKI, European
Commission, DG REGIO

European cohesion policy
in Italy’s Mezzogiorno. Are
we making any use for the
next programming period
of the lessons learned
in 2007-2013? - Biagio
PERRETTI, Universita della
Basilicata, Italy

Common Agricultural Policy:
the Common Monitoring
and Evaluation System
and the Role of Evaluation
in Policy Development —
Andreas LILLIG, European
Commission DG AGRI;
Hannes WIMMER, European
Evaluation Helpdesk for Rural
Development, Belgium

Hall of the Baltic
Assembly, Seimas
Building Ill, ground floor

Session C:
Evaluating impact of R&D
investment: methods,
results and lessons

Moderator — Andrea
SALTELLI, Centre for the
Study of the Sciences and
the Humanities, University
of Bergen, Norway

Evaluation of the EU
Structural Funds’ Impact
on Competitiveness of
Lithuania: towards a high
value added economy?-
Klaudijus MANIOKAS,
ESTEP Vilnius, Lithuania

Evaluating the impact of

R&D investment in Lithu-

ania - Pijus KRUMINAS,
MOSTA, Lithuania

Evaluation of The
Union’s Operational
Research Capacity

Building Programme for
the UK Department for
International Development
— Peter VARNAI,
Technopolis Group, United
Kingdom

European Information
Office of the Seimas,
Building Ill, ground floor

Session D:
Enhancing and evaluating
impact of evaluation:

instruments, results and
lessons

Moderator — Ramunas
DILBA, Ministry of Finance,
Lithuania

What do we want to
learn from evaluation?
— KriSjanis VEITNERS,

Latvian Evaluation Society
(LATES), Latvia

Qualitative evaluations -

dream or reality? — Katre

ELJAS-TAAL, Technopolis
Group Baltics

Implementing evaluation
recommendations: more
than just a glass bead
game — Razvan IONESCU,
Ministry of Regional
Development and Public
Administration, Romania

Program evaluation use
and its mechanisms:
the case of cohesion

policy in Polish regional

administration — Tomasz

KUPIEC, Evaluation for

Government Organizations
S.C., Kozminski University,
Warsaw, Poland

Reception, restaurant ,,GreenHall*, Upés str. 21, Vilnius



2015 M. GEGUZES 21 D., KETVIRTADIENIS

08.00 - 09.00  Dalyviy registracija, Seimo lll-ieji ramai, holas 2 aukste
Konferencijy salé, Seimo lll-ieji rumai, 2 aukstas

Antrosios dienos atidarymas

Sy =0ELTE Aloyzas VITKAUSKAS, Lietuvos Respublikos finansy viceministras

JRODYMAIS GRJSTAS VALDYMAS IR VERTINIMO REZULTATY SKLAIDA

REALIAME PASAULYJE: ISSUKIAI IR SPRENDIMAI

Pirmininkauja Loreta MASKALIOVIENE, Lietuvos Respublikos finansy ministerija

Jrodymai, propagavimas ir valdymas: poveikis politikos formavimui ir
09.15-10.00  jgyvendinimui (Pasaulio banko patirtis)
Tony VERHEIJEN, Pasaulio bankas, Serbija

Kaip rinkti, naudoti ir vieSinti jrodymus apie viesgjj valdyma — Ekonominio
bendradarbiavimo ir plétros organizacijos praktika

Zsuzsanna LONTI, Sorin DAN, Government at a Glance, Ekonominio
bendradarbiavimo ir plétros organizacija

10.00 - 10.45

10.45-11.00  Kavos pertrauka, Seimo restoranas, lll-ieji rimai, 2 auksStas
Konferencijy salé, Seimo Ill-ieji rumai, 2 aukstas

Jvadas j diskusija: Vertinimo rezultatai ir Sanglaudos politika 2014-2020 m:
naudojimas, nauda ir poveikis

Santiago LORANCA GARCIA, Europos Komisija, DG EMPL

Kai STRYCZYNSKI, Europos Komisija, DG REGIO

11.00-11.20

Diskusija “Jrodymuy ir vertinimo rezultaty naudojimas formuojant politika:
iSSukiai ir sprendimai“

Moderatorius — Klaudijus MANIOKAS, UAB ,ESTEP Vilnius*

Dalyviai:

Bastiaan DE LAAT, Europos investicijy bankas

Ramunas DILBA, Lietuvos Respublikos finansy ministerija

Santiago LORANCA GARCIA, Europos Komisija, DG EMPL

Kai STRYCZYNSKI, Europos Komisija, DG REGIO

Tony VERHEIJEN, Pasaulio bankas

Zsuzsanna LONTI, Ekonominio bendradarbiavimo ir plétros organizacija

11.20-12.50

Konferencijos apibendri_nimas ir uzdarymas
1250 -13.00  Loreta MASKALIOVIENE, Lietuvos Respublikos finansy ministerija
Klaudijus MANIOKAS, ESTEP Vilnius

13.00 -14.00 Pietds, Seimo restoranas, lll-igji rimai, 2 aukstas

Ekskursija po Seimo ramus (iS anksto uZzsiregistravusiems; susitikimo vieta —

La = L2l prie jejimo j Konferencijy sale, Seimo Ill-ieji rimai, 2 aukstas)



21 MAY 2015, THURSDAY

08.00 - 09.00  Registration, Seimas Building I, 1st floor
Conference Hall, Seimas Building lll, 1¢ floor

09.00 — 09.15 Opening of Day 2 of the Conference
' ' Aloyzas VITKAUSKAS, Vice-minister of Finance of the Republic of Lithuania

EVIDENCE-BASED POLICY MAKING AND DISSEMINATION OF EVALUATION RESULTS IN
THE REAL WORLD: CHALLENGES AND SOLUTIONS
Chair — Loreta MASKALIOVIENE, Ministry of Finance, Lithuania

Evidence, advocacy and steering: influencing policy design and
09.15-10.00 implementation (experience of the World Bank)
Tony VERHEIJEN, World Bank, Serbia

How to collect, use and disseminate evidence on governments’ performance —
the OECD approach

Zsuzsanna LONTI, Sorin DAN, Government at a Glance, Organisation for
Economic Cooperation and Development

10.45-11.00 Coffee break, Seimas Restaurant (Building Ill, 15t floor)

10.00 - 10.45

Conference Hall, Seimas Building 1, 1% floor

Introduction to panel discussion: Evaluation findings for Cohesion policy
2014-2020: utilization, use and impact

Santiago LORANCA GARCIA, European Commission, DG EMPL

Kai STRYCZYNSKI, European Commission, DG REGIO

11.00-11.20

Panel discussion “Use of evidence and evaluation findings in the policy
making: challenges and solutions”

Moderator — Klaudijus MANIOKAS, ESTEP Vilnius Ltd., Lithuania

Panellists:

Bastiaan DE LAAT, European Investment Bank

Ramunas DILBA, Ministry of Finance, Lithuania

Santiago LORANCA GARCIA, European Commission, DG EMPL

Kai STRYCZYNSKI, European Commission, DG REGIO

Tony VERHEIJEN, World Bank

Zsuzsanna LONTI, Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development

11.20-12.50

Conference wrap-up and closing remarks
1250-13.00  Loreta MASKALIOVIENE, Ministry of Finance, Lithuania
Klaudijus MANIOKAS, ESTEP Vilnius Ltd., Lithuania

13.00 -14.00  Lunch, Seimas Restaurant (Building Ill, 1%t floor)

Guided Tour in the Seimas of the Republic of Lithuania (for those registered
14.00 - 15.30  /n advance; meeting point — entrance of the Conference Hall, Seimas
Building I11)



PLENARINIY SESIJU PRANESIMY SANTRAUKOS

P.1.1: BASTIAAN DE LAAT: VERTINIMO NAUDOJIMO IR POVEIKIO SKATINIMAS

Vertinimas yra naudingas tik tada, kai jo rezultatai yra naudojami. Vertinimu siekiama jgyti ziniy ir inicijuoti pokycius. Tai
reiSkia, kad atlikus vertinima Zzmones turi imtis veiksmuy. ] vertinimo pamokas turi bati atsizvelgiama politikoje, jgyvendinant programas
ir institucijose. Nesirtipinimas vertinimo rezultaty naudojimu reiSkia laiko ir pinigy Svaistyma. Vertintojai tai jau zino. Nepaisant to,
daugelyje organizacijy vertinimo rezultaty naudojimas islieka problemiskas.

Vertinimas suteikia informacijos apie vertinamy programy rezultatyvuma. Bet ar mes Zinome, kas lemia paties vertinimo
rezultatyvuma? Gera vertinimo technika gali padidinti vertinimo rezultaty patikimuma. TaCiau tai néra pagrindinis ir vienintelis veiksnys,
nuo kurio priklauso vertinimo naudojimas. Svarbus ir kiti veiksniai, tokie kaip vertinimo atlikimo laikas, vadovybés palaikymas ir pats
vertinimo procesas. Taip pat svarbi vertinimo rekomendacijy jgyvendinimo sistema ir paskatos jas jgyvendinti.

Remdamasis gausia literattra, daugybe pavyzdziy ir ilgamete patirtimi vertinimo srityje, praneSimo autorius apzvelgia jvairius
vertinimo naudojimo badus. I8skiriami veiksniai, lemiantys kiekvieno i$ Siy bady panaudojima. PraneSime taip pat analizuojamos
vertinimo naudojimui trukdancios ir jj skatinancios priezastys. Galiausiai vertinimy uzsakovams pateikiami pasitlymai, kaip padidinti
vertinimy poveikj.

P.1.2: RAMUNAS DILBA, ZILVINAS MARTINAITIS, LINA KRAUCIUNIENE: VERTINIMY POVEIKIS LIETUVOJE: GERESNIS
PROGRAMU |GYVENDINIMAS AR GERESNIY PROGRAMU |GYVENDINIMAS

Pagrindiniai pranesimo klausimai: Rekomendacijy kokybé: kas yra kokybe ir kaip galime ja iSmatuoti, ar vertinimy pateikiamos
rekomendacijos yra kokybiskos? Rekomendacijy jgyvendinimas: ka tai reiSkia ir kokiu mastu rekomendacijos buvo jgyvendintos?
Vertinimy poveikis: koks yra atliekant vertinima jgyty Ziniy panaudojimo poveikis? Kuriose srityse poveikis buvo stipriausiais /
silpniausiais? PraneSime pateikiamos vertinimo projekto, kuriuo siekta jvertinti 2017-2014 metais atlikty 60 vertinimy poveikj,
iSvados. Pagrindiniai vertinimo rezultatai yra Sie: pirma, vertinimai turéjo poveikj. Daugiausia vertinimy prisidéjo prie geresnio ES
bendrai finansuojamy programy valdymo ir administravimo. Deja, naujy ziniy vaidmuo kuriant geresnes programas (t. y. perzitrint
tikslus ir jgyvendinimo priemones) yra gerokai mazesnis. Antra, apie 70 proc. rekomendacijy buvo jgyvendintos. TreCia, mazdaug 1/3
vertinant vertinimo standartuose jtvirtintus kriterijus, apie pusé rekomendacijy yra kokybiskos. Vertinant Siuos kriterijus griezCiau,
kokybisky rekomendacijy dalis yra mazesné.

P.1.3: KAROL OLEJNICZAK: ZINIY TARPININKY ZAIDIMAS — NAUJAS BUDAS PAGERINTI VERTINIMO REZULTATY |<...>|
NAUDOJIMA (V4

Pagrindinis praneSimo klausimas — kaip pagerinti vertinimo skyriuose dirbanciy tarnautojy Ziniy tarpininkavimo jgtdzius?
Kad Sanglaudos politika ir jos jgyvendinimas baty efektyvas, reikia tinkamy jrodymu. Tai reiSkia vertinimo rezultaty ir analitiniy
tyrimy panaudojima priimant sprendimus. Taciau egzistuoja ry$kus atotrikis tarp tyrimy atlikimo ir jy praktinio panaudojimo. Sis
Zinojimo—veikimo atotriikis yra jprastas visose vieSosios politikos srityse, jskaitant ir Sanglaudos politika. Todél Ziniy tarpininkavimas
yra viena naujausiy vieSojo administravimo praktiky, padedanti spresti jrodymuy panaudojimo problema. Jvairls pavyzdZziai (sveikatos,
aplinkosaugos, infrastrukttiros, $vietimo srityse) jrodo $io budo efektyvuma. Ziniy tarpininkavimas apima tyrimy rezultaty gavima,
dalijimasi jais ir ju pritaikyma priimant sprendimus. Jgyvendinant Sanglaudos politika tai reiskia, kad vertinimo skyriai atlieka tarpininky
tarp gamintojy ir vartotojy vaidmenj ir yra atsakingi uz informacijos kaupima ir jos srauty valdyma. Sis sugebejimas svarbus, tatiau jj
sunku tobulinti, kadangi tai reikalauja praktinio gyvenimo pavyzdziy ir eksperimenty. <...>

P.2.1: DAVID GOUGH: |JRODYMU SINTEZES IR NAUDOJIMO BUDAI: METODAI, EIGA IR VALDYMAS

Visame pasaulyje daug lésy ir jégu skiriama investicijoms j naujus originalius pirminius tyrimus. Tikimasi, kad tokiems tyrimams
bus taikomi formalGs tyrimy metodai ir taip bus uztikrinama rezultaty atskaitomybe, tinkamumas ir patikimumas. Nors reikalaujama,
kad pirminis tyrimo procesas baty itin tikslus ir skaidrus, taciau tradiciSkai daug maziau démesio ir pastangy skiriama tokiy tyrvimq
sintezei. Dar maziau pabréziama tokiy tyrimy rezultaty panaudojimo formuojant politika ir praktiSkai priimant sprendimus svarba. Siuo
metu toks pozidris kei¢iasi daugiau démesio skiriant:

1. Formaliems metodams, skirtiems anksciau atlikty tyrimuy rezultatams sintetinti, pavyzdziui, naudojant metavertinimus ir kitas
susistemintas apzvalgas.

2. Formaliems metodams, skirtiems tokiy apibendrinty tyrimy rezultaty interpretacijai, norint suteikti gaires politikai ir praktikai,
pavyzdziui, jrodymams, reikalingiems priimant sprendimus.

PraneSimas apzvelgia jrodymuy sintezés badus ir jrodymy panaudojima pasitelkiant jvairius pavyzdzius nuo 2012 m. Londono
olimpiniy Zaidyniy iki Jungtinés Karalystés Nacionalinés sveikatos tarnybos praktikos. PraneSime diskutuojama apie strateginj pozidrj
j tyrimy atlikima ir jy panaudojima, tokiy procesy specifinius metodus ir jy valdyma bei institucionalizavima.
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P.1.1: BASTIAAN DE LAAT: ENHANCING EVALUATION UPTAKE, USE AND IMPACT

Evaluation is only useful ... when used. Evaluation is meant to bring about awareness and change. This means that people
have to act upon evaluation findings. They should incorporate lessons learned into their policies, programmes and institutions. Not
caring about evaluation use is a waste of time and money. Evaluators know this since quite a while. Yet in many organisations uptake
of evaluation results remains often problematic.

Evaluation tells us about the effectiveness of the programmes evaluated. But do we know what drives an evaluation’s own
effectiveness? Good technical quality may increase the credibility of an evaluation. However it is not the main, let alone only, factor that
determines evaluation uptake. Several other factors come into play, e.g. timeliness, senior management support and the evaluation
process. Also the systems - and notably incentives - for the concrete follow-up of recommendations are important.

Drawing on the (vast) literature, on numerous examples and on longstanding evaluation experience, the keynote addresses
different types of evaluation use. For each type, it highlights critical issues for the uptake of evaluation results. It analyses factors that
inhibit or foster evaluation use. Finally, it provides suggestions for evaluation commissioners and managers to contribute to improving
the impact of evaluation.

P.1.2: RAMUNAS DILBA, ZILVINAS MARTINAITIS, LINA KRAUCIUNIENE: IMPACT OF EVALUATIONS IN LITHUANIA: BETTER
IMPLEMENTATION OF PROGRAMMES OR IMPLEMENTATION OF BETTER PROGRAMMES?

The key questions of the presentation: Quality of recommendations: how can we measure it and to what extent are the
recommendations provided in evaluations of high quality? Implementation of recommendations: what does it mean and to what extent
were the recommendations implemented? Impact of evaluations: what is the impact of the use of evaluations? Where was the impact
strongest / weakest? Presentation presents findings of evaluation project that sought to assess impact of 60 evaluations carried out
in 2017-2014. The main findings are as follows: first, evaluations do have an impact. The largest number of evaluations contributed
to better management and administration of EU co-funded programmes. However, the role of new knowledge in designing better
programmes (i.e. reflection on objectives and implementation instruments) is considerably smaller. Second, approx. 70 percent of
recommendations were implemented. Third, approx. 1/3 of recommendations have potential to tackle strategic challenges, whereas
the rest focus on operational issues. According to soft interpretation of evaluation standards, 1/2 recommendations could be considered
as of high quality. A more stringent interpretation suggests that proportion of high quality recommendations is lower.

P.1.3: KAROL OLEJNICZAK: A GAME OF KNOWLEDGE BROKERING — NEW APPROACH TO INCREASING EVALUATION |<,,.>|
USE (V4

The key question of this paper is how to develop knowledge brokering skills for civil servants working in the evaluation units?
Effective design and implementation of Cohesion Policy requires good evidence-base. This means using results of evaluations and
analytical research in the decision-making. However, there is a clear gap between producing research and using it in practice. This
“know-do” gap is common in all policy areas, including Cohesion Policy. Knowledge brokering is one of the more recent practices
of public administration for tackling the challenge of evidence use. Examples from different policy areas (health, environment,
infrastructure, education) indicate that it is effective. It covers strategies of obtaining, disseminating and applying research results
in decision-making. For Cohesion Policy it means that evaluation units play the role of intermediaries between producers and users
and are in charge of accumulating and steering knowledge flows. This capacity, although promising, is difficult to develop because it
requires experimentation and real life experience. <...>

P.2.1: DAVID GOUGH: FORMAL APPROACHES TO EVIDENCE SYNTHESIS AND USE: METHODS, PROCESSES AND GOVERNANCE

Across the world a very large amount of effort and investment of resources is invested in the production of new original primary
research. This research is expected to use and clearly report fit for purpose formal research methods to ensure the accountability,
relevance and trustworthiness of the findings. Despite the rigour and transparency required of primary research process, there has
traditionally been much less investment of effort or concern for the use of formal processes for the synthesis of such research. There
has been even less investment or emphasis on formal processes for how research findings are used to inform policy and practice
decision making. This has recently been changing with a much greater interest in:

1. Formal methods to synthesize the findings of previously undertaken research; for example, the use of meta evaluation and
other forms of systematic review.

2. Formal methods to interpret such synthesized research in order to provide guidance to inform policy and practice; for
example, evidence to decision processes.

This presentation will provide an overview of these approaches to evidence synthesis and evidence use with examples ranging
from the meta evaluation of the London 2012 Olympics to the development of practice guidance in the UK National Health Service.
Discussion will focus on a strategic approach to research production and use, specific methods in such processes and the governance
and institutionalization of such processes.



P.2.2: GRZEGORZ GORZELAK: SANGLAUDOS POLITIKOS POVEIKIO REGIONY PLETRAI CENTRINEJE IR RYTY EUROPOJE
VERTINIMAS: METODAI IR PIRMIEJI REZULTATAI

PraneSime aptariama nauju ES nariy patirtis jgyvendinant Sanglaudos politika. Aptariami Sanglaudos politikos trakumai ir
privalumai, taip pat naudojant Lenkijos pavyzdj bandoma empiriSkai patikrinti Sanglaudos politikos jtaka regioniniam vystymuisi.
PraneSime, remiantis FP 7 GRINCOH projektu, pristatomi jvairts pozilriai j Sanglaudos politika.

Pagrindinis pranesimo klausimas yra susijes su paciais svarbiausiais Sanglaudos politikos rezultatais: ar jie daugiausia susije
su paklausa, ar gali bati priskirti pasitlai? Pirminiai rezultatai rodo, kad paklausa yra stipresné uz pasitla. Tai rodo galimas ateities
problemas bandant iSlaikyti ir modernizuoti uz Sanglaudos politikos 1é8as pastatyta infrastrukttra.

P.2.3: ANDREA SALTELLI: |JRODYMAIS GRJSTAS POLITIKOS FORMAVIMAS KRYZKELEJE: KA TAl REISKIA VERTINTOJAMS IR
SPRENDIMY PRIEMEJAMS?

Mokslo naudojimas politikoje Siuo metu yra keliy vienu metu vykstanciy kriziy centre: mokslo, pasitikéjimo ir tvarumo. Politikoje
vyraujantis modernus pozityvistinis mokslo modelis, Zinomas kaip jrodymais grjsta politika, remiasi supaprastinimais, huomonémis
gristu esamos situacijos supratimu ir aiSkinimu (vadinamasis hipopazinimas). Todél tokio modelio rezultatas gali bati pateiktos ydingos
rekomendacijos. Sie trikumai gali ypa¢ i§ry$keéti sprendziant sudetingus klausimus, pasizymin&ius normatyviniu, aprasomuoju ir etiniu
netikrumu. Hipopazinimo paveiktas jrodymais gristos politikos jgyvendinimas silpnina socialine sistema.

Daugeliu atveju kiekybiniai mokslai yra taikomi norint paSalinti neapibréZztuma transformuojant jj j tikimybes, tam kad
matematinis modeliavimas atlikty ritualines haruspeksy apeigas. Tokia episteminio valdymo santvarka Siuo metu iSgyvena gilig krize.
Siuo atveju didesne problema yra ne mokslines veiklos rezultaty patikimumas, o netinkamas jy panaudojimas.

[Seitis — pamirSti nuspéjamumo, kontrolés ir optimizavimo svajones, paremtas ribotu skaiCiumi supaprastinty pasakojimuy, ir
vietoj to pereiti prie didesnio skaiCiaus patikimy ir tinkamuy istorijy.

Jrodymais grjsta politika turi bti pakeista stipria politika, kur stiprumas testuojamas atsizvelgiant j jyykdomuma (suderinamumas
su zmogaus nekontroliuojamais veiksniais); jgyvendinamuma (suderinamumas su zmogaus kontroliuojamais ekonominiais ir techniniais
veiksniais); ir patraukluma (suderinamumas su gausybe normatyviniy apsvarstymuy, reikSmingy daugeliui veikéju).

P.3.1: TONY VERHEUEN: |RODYMAI, PROPAGAVIMAS IR VALDYMAS: POVEIKIS POLITIKOS FORMAVIMUI IR Fuww
JGYVENDINIMUI (PASAULIO BANKO PATIRTIS) (V4

Kalbant apie Pasaulio banko vaidmenj ir veikla ypa¢ pazymima, kad svarbu geriau suprasti, kaip bty galima pagerinti paslaugy
teikimo rezultatus. Tai atitinka prie$ kelerius metus patvirtintus Pasaulio banko strateginius tikslus mazinti skurdag ir skatinti bendraja
gerove. Efektyvus vyriausybiy jsitraukimas j svarbiy tiksly jgyvendinima (siekiant labiau gerinti Zmoniy sveikata, geresniy Svietimo ir
infrastruktdros paslaugy ir tai darant turint omenyje tvaruma) reikalauja naujo pozidrio, kaip vyriausybes turi jsitraukti j §j procesa.
Jrodymais grjstas jsitraukimas j valstybines strategijas ir programas kei¢ia anksciau vyravusj derybinj model].

Esminis Sio peréjimo prie jrodymais grjsto jsitraukimo elementas yra sisteminé Salies diagnoze (SCD), kuri kiekvienai Saliai
pateikia gilumine galimy darnaus ir integracinio ekonominio vystymosi apribojimy analize. Ji remiasi gilia augimo, skurdo ir tvarumo
riziky duomeny $altiniy analize. Nacionaliniy Saliy strategijy turinys lieka paremtas diskusijos tarp valstybés ir jos reiSkiamuy poreikiy
ir to, ka Pasaulio bankas kaip institucija gali suteikti, rezultatu. TaCiau jau yra pirminiy jrodymy, kad jrodymais grjsta diskusija apie
augimo ir skurdo sumazinimo apribojimus gali pakeisti patj dialogo pobtdj: nors Salys visada turés savo interesus (tai, ko noréty gauti
i iSsivysciusiy partneriy), taciau jrodymais pagrjsta diskusija apie jvairius sektorius daugeliu atveju Salyse sukuria kitokia diskusija.

Vakary Balkanuy Salys yra unikalus atvejis Pasaulio banko praktikoje, kur SCD procesas jgyvendinamas keturiose Salyse
(dviejose jau pabaigtas). PraneSime, remiantis Albanijos, Serbijos ir Juodkalnijos pavyzdZziais, aptariama, kodél tokia priemoné (SCD)
buvo sukurta, kaip ji susijusi su nauja Pasaulio banko vadinamojo jgyvendinimo mokslo prieiga ir kaip tai keiCia dialoga su valstybémis
sprendZiant esmines vystymosi problemas. Pristatoma, kaip keitési pats pazangos vertinimo bddas ir kokie kiti elementai (dalijimasis
duomenimis, atviri duomenys, pilieciy jsitraukimas) yra svarbds kuriant jrodymais grjsta pozitrj j vystymosi politika.

P.3.2. ZSUZSANNA LONTI, SORIN DAN: KAIP RINKTI, NAUDOTI IR VIESINTI JRODYMUS APIE VIESAJJ VALDYMA — EKONOMINIO
BENDRADARBIAVIMO IR PLETROS ORGANIZACIJOS PRAKTIKA

PraneSime apzvelgiama EBPO patirtis renkant, naudojant ir skleidziant jrodymus apie EBPO Saliy nariy ir kity Saliy vyriausybiy
veikla. Norédama dalintis sukauptomis ekspertinémis ziniomis ir patirtimi EBPO naudoja jvairius jrankius tam, kad pasiekty savo misija
— skatinty geresne politika geresniam gyvenimui. Svarbi EBPO darbo dalis yra remti patikima vieSajj valdyma, naudojantis kruopscia
jrodymais grjstos gerosios praktikos analize. PraneSime pristatomi pagrindiniai EBPO vieSojo valdymo instrumentai ir ju naudojimas
siekiant pagerinti vyriausybiy veikla. Jie apima tokias priemones kaip ,Vyriausybé i$ pirmo zvilgsnio® (angl. Government at a Glance)
(jau ketvirtas leidimas) ir jvairiy Saliy vieSojo valdymo apzvalgas (angl. Public Governance Review). ,Vyriausybeé iS pirmo zvilgsnio®
yra tarptautinis vyriausybiuy veiklos palyginimas pagal daugiau kaip 50 rodikliy, kurie apima visa politikos procesa, pradedant nuo
iStekliy ir baigiant veiklos rezultaty rodikliais. VieSojo valdymo apzvalgos apima konkreciy Saliy vieSojo valdymo problemuy analize.
Jose nagringjama, kaip vyriausybés skatina ir remia patikima veiklos valdyma, jrodymais grjsta politikos formavima, atvira vyriausybe,
integraluma, vieSuosius pirkimus, zmogiskyjy ir biudzeto istekliy valdyma. PraneSime pristatoma, kaip Sie skirtingi instrumentai yra
naudojami bendradarbiaujant su Salimis.



P.2.2: GRZEGORZ GORZELAK: EVALUATING THE IMPACT OF COHESION POLICY ON REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT IN CENTRAL AND
EASTERN EUROPE: CHALLENGES AND FIRST RESULTS

The paper relates to the experiences of the new member states in implementing Cohesion Policy. It indicates both successes
and limitations of this policy, and tries to empirically assess (on the example of Poland) the influence of Cohesion Policy on regional
development. An overview of approaches to Cohesion Policy based on the FP 7 GRINCOH project will be also presented.

The main question of the paper is related to the most important outcomes of Cohesion Policy: are they related mainly to “demand-
side effects”, or can they be attribute also to the “supply-side effects”. The initial results suggest that the first are stronger than the latter.
This may lead to future problems in maintaining and modernising the infrastructure built with the use of Cohesion money.

P.2.3: ANDREA SALTELLI: EVIDENCE BASED POLICY MAKING AT THE CROSSROAD: WHAT DOES THIS MEAN FOR EVALUATORS
AND DECISION MAKERS?

The use of science for policy is at the core of a perfect storm generated by the insurgence of several concurrent crises: of science,
of trust, of sustainability. The prevailing modern positivistic model of science for policy, known as ‘evidence based policy’, is based on
dramatic simplifications and compressions of available perceptions of the state of affairs and possible explanations (hypocognition).
Therefore, this model can result in seriously flawed prescriptions. The flaws become more and more evident when dealing with complex
issues characterized by large doses of uncertainty in the normative, descriptive and ethical domain. In this situation the implementation
of evidence based policy, heavily affected by hypocognition, makes the social system more and more fragile.

In many applications quantitative science is used to remove uncertainty by transforming it into probability so that mathematical
modelling can play the ritual role of haruspices. This epistemic governance arrangement today is in deep crisis. The problem is less often
with the validity of the results of the scientific activity than with their bad use from society.

The solution implies abandoning dreams of prediction, control and optimization obtained by relying on a limited set of simplified
narratives to define a problem to be dealt with and move instead to an open exploration of a broader set of plausible and relevant stories.

Evidence based policy has to be replaced by robust policy, where robustness is tested with respect to feasibility (compatibility
with processes outside human control); viability (compatibility with processes under human control, in relation to both the economic and
technical dimensions), and desirability domain (compatibility with a plurality of normative considerations relevant to a plurality of actors).

P.3.1: TONY VERHEIJEN: EVIDENCE, ADVOCACY AND STEERING: INFLUENCING POLICY DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION [ www
(EXPERIENCE OF THE WORLD BANK)

In the context of a broader reflection on the role and performance of the World Bank, particular emphasis has been put on
understanding better how results in service delivery outcomes can be improved. This rhymes with the Bank’s strategic objectives, approved
some two years ago, of reducing extreme poverty and boosting shared prosperity. Effective engagement with government on the issues
that matter (reaching more people with better health, education and infrastructure services, doing this in a sustainable manner) requires
a shift in the way we engage with governments. Evidence-based engagement on country strategies and country programs is replacing the
previous ‘negotiation’ model on country strategy setting.

The central element in this move towards evidence based engagement in countries is the Systematic Country Diagnostic, which
provides, for each country where a new engagement strategy is defined, an in-depth analysis of the critical constraints to sustainable and
inclusive economic development. This is based on an in-depth assessment of data sources on growth, poverty and sustainability risks.
While country strategies themselves remain the outcome of a discussion on client needs and interests and what the World Bank as an
institution can provide, there is early evidence that the introduction of an evidence based discussion on constraints to growth and poverty
reduction can change the nature of the dialogue: while countries will always have their own interest (in terms of what they would like to
obtain from development partners) introducing evidence based analysis across a broad range of issues and sectors creates, in many
countries, a different dynamic in the discussion.

The countries of the Western Balkans are a unique case in the World Bank, where SCD processes are under way in four countries,
and have been completed in two. The presentation will focus on why this instrument was created, how it links to the ‘science of delivery’
approach that now permeates the way the WB operates, and how it changes dialogue with client governments on critical development
issues, based on our experience to date in Albania, Serbia, and Montenegro. Author also focuses on how the way we measure progress
has changed, and what other elements (data sharing, open data, citizen engagement) are important in building an evidence based
approach to development policies.

P.3.2.ZSUZSANNA LONTI, SORIN DAN: HOW TO COLLECT, USE AND DISSEMINATE EVIDENCE ON GOVERNMENTS’ PERFORMANCE
— THE OECD APPROACH

The presentation will draw upon OECD’s vast experience in collecting, using and disseminating evidence on government
performance in OECD member and non-member countries. In view of achieving cross-fertilisation of expertise and experiences, the OECD
uses a set of tools to achieve its mission — promoting better policies for better lives. Supporting sound public governance, through careful
analysis of evidence-based good practices, is an important area of work of the OECD. The presentation introduces key OECD instruments
for supporting public governance and illustrates how the OECD uses these instruments to foster governments’ performance. They include
tools such as Government at a Glance, now in its fourth edition, and the Public Governance Review series. Government at a Glance offers
a unique international comparison of more than 50 government indicators that cover the entire policy process from input to outcome
indicators. The Public Governance Reviews consist of analyses of selected public governance issues and explore, amongst others, how
the centre of government promotes and supports sound performance management, evidence-based policy making, open government,
integrity, procurement, HRM and budgetary management. The presentation will elaborate upon how these different instruments are used
in a dialogue with countries.



PARALELINIU SESIJU PRANESIMY SANTRAUKOS

A.1.DOVILE ZVALIONYTE: KONTRAFAKTINIS POVEIKIO VERTINIMAS: KAIP AISKIAI IR PATRAUKLIAI PRISTATYTIMETODOLOGISKAI
SUDETINGUY VERTINIMY REZULTATUS

Pastaraisiais metais atliekant vieSosios politikos vertinimus vis dazniau taikomi sudétingi analizés metodai, tokie kaip kontrafaktine
analizé. Viena vertus, tai didina vertinimy patikimuma, kita vertus, ju vykdymas ir rezultatai tampa vis sunkiau suprantami potencialiems
naudotojams, jskaitant politikos formuotojus ir jgyvendintojus, kas savo ruoztu riboja vertinimo rezultaty naudojima politikai tobulinti.
PraneSime keliamas klausimas, kaip suprantamai ir patraukliai pristatyti metodologiSkai sudetingy vertinimy rezultatus. PraneSimas
remiasi Europos socialinio fondo IeSomis finansuoty aktyvios darbo rinkos politikos priemoniy Lietuvoje kontrafaktiniu poveikio
vertinimu. Jo metu buvo nagringjamas profesinio mokymo ir darbo uzmokescio subsidijy poveikis Lietuvos darbo birzoje 2008-2013
m. registruoty bedarbiy uzimtumui, analizuojant beveik 900 tukstanciy asmeny duomenis.

A.2. ATTILA BERES: GRAZINAMOS IR NEGRAZINAMOS FINANSINES PARAMOS MV| KONTRAFAKTINIS [www] [<..>
POVEIKIO VERTINIMAS VENGRIJOJE (V4 (v}

Nors subsidijos privaciy jmoniy investicijoms sudaro didele ES struktdriniy fondy dalj, taciau iki Siol mazai Zinoma apie skirtingy
paramos formy poveikj. Siekiant su MV] susijusiy ES sanglaudos politikos tiksly, grazinama finansiné parama tapo vis svarbesné 2007—
2013 m. laikotarpiu. 2014-2020 m. finansavimo laikotarpiu Si paramos forma taps pagrindine investicijy finansavimo forma. <...>

Nepaisant to, iki $iol beveik nebuvo vertintas $iy skirtingy paramos formy rezultatyvumas. <...> $j klausima analizavome
atlikdami vertinima. Nusprendéme palyginti dvi labai panaSias intervencijas, skirtas tiems patiems geografiniams regionams, kuriy
tiksline grupé, tikslas, tinkamos iSlaidos ir paramos suma (vidutiniskai 20000-40000 eury) buvo panasus. Vienintelis svarbus skirtumas
buvo tai, kad vienu atveju parama buvo grazinama, o kitu atveju — ne. <...> Vertinimo rezultatai parodé, kad teikiant grazinama
parama pasiekiama geresniy rezultaty; taikant abi nagrinétas paramos formas geresniy rezultaty pasiekiama maziau issivysciusiuose
regionuose.

A.3. NORMUNDS STRAUTMANIS: VERTINIMO ATLIKIMO IR REZULTATY NAUDOJIMO ISSUKIAI REMIANTIS PRAKTINIU <..>
ESF FINANSUOTUY JMONIY DARBUOTOJI MOKYMU VERTINIMO PAVYZDZIU LATVIJOJE (4

PraneSimas remiasi praktiniu ESF 1éSomis finansuoty jmoniy darbuotoju mokymuy, skirty jmoniy konkurencingumui didinti,
pavyzdziu Latvijoje. Jame kritiSkai vertinami tiek i$Sdkiai, su kuriais susiduria uzsakovas ir vertintojas, kai planuojamas ir atliekamas
vertinimas, tiek iSSUkiai naudojant vertinimo rezultatus planuojamoms investicijoms. <...> Teigiama, kad pristatant vertinimo rezultatus
visuomenei ir tiems, kurie bus jtraukti j ateities intervenciju programavima, reikia parengti aiSkia zinute, kurioje nurodomi vertinimo
rezultatai ir formuluojami praktiniai patarimai apie ju panaudojima, tam kad vertinimo rezultatus galéty suprasti visi suinteresuoti

subjektai.

A.4. GIULIA SANTANGELO: JRODYMAIS GR|STO POLITIKOS FORMAVIMO ISSUKIAI: ESF IR EUROPOS KOMISIJOS POVEIKIO
VERTINIMY TYRIMO CENTRAS (CRIE)

Europos Komisijos Poveikio vertinimy tyrimo centras (CRIE) teikia moksline ir metodologine pagalba, susijusia su kontrafaktiniu
poveikio vertinimu, Uzimtumo, socialiniy reikaly ir jtraukties generaliniam direktoratui ir valstybéms naréms, siekian€ioms jvertinti ESF
leSomis finansuoty politiky poveikj. PraneSime aptariami CRIE vykdomi tyrimai, Regioninés dirbtuvés ir kas dvejus metus vykstanti
COMPIE konferencija, skirta kontrafaktinio poveikio vertinimo naudojimui skatinti ir kitems CRIE patarimams valstybéms naréms ir
UZimtumo, socialiniy reikaly ir jtraukties generaliniam direktoratui. PraneSime aptariami jvairts CRIE veikly pavyzdziai, tokie kaip CRIE
Ziniy trikumo ataskaita ir jos jtraukimas j Latvijos mokymuy programuy vertinima.

B.1. JERZY PIENKOWSKI: EKONOMETRINIS SANGLAUDOS POLITIKOS POVEIKIO AUGIMUI VERTINIMAS

Pastaraisiais metais nemazai straipsniy vertinant Sanglaudos politikos poveikj ekonominiam augimui ir konvergencijai
naudojama ekonometriné prieiga. PraneSimo tikslas yra jvertinti tokiy studiju tinkamuma i$ politikos formuotojy perspektyvos.
Dauguma analizuojamy studijy remiasi neoklasikiniu augimo modeliu, kuris daugeliu atveju buvo reikSmingai papildytas. Siekiant
uzfiksuoti persiliejimo tarp regiony efekta buvo naudojami teritoriniai ekonometriniai metodai. Be to, padaryta pazanga uztikrinant
kintamyjy endogeniskuma. Taip pat naudojami nauji ekonometriniai metodai, tokie kaip netolygumuy analizé, suteikia tvirty Sanglaudos
politikos poveikio jrodymy. Nepaisant 8ios pazangos, kai kurie iSliekantys trakumai sumazina ekonometriniy studijy naudojimo politikos
analizei tinkamuma. Tik nedaugelis studijy naudoja geros kokybeés Sanglaudos politikos finansinius duomenis, o kitos remiasi pseudo
kintamaisiais vietoj realiy duomenuy apie mokejimus. TaCiau Sie teritorinés priklausomybés parametrai yra vis dar labai paprasti juos
lyginant su sudétingais tarpregioniniais finansiniais srautais. Kai kurie svarbds kintamieji, pvz., nacionalinés politikos ar valdymo
kokybé, néra jtraukiami | regresija. Galiausiai, tokiy studijy iSvados Sanglaudos politikai néra gerai iSplétotos ir kartais skirtingose
studijose prieStaringos. Remiantis tuo, kad nuo 2015 m. antros pusés Europos Komisija skelbs naujus Sanglaudos politikos &Sy
mokéjimy duomenis, praneSimas baigiamas patarimais dél ateities ekonomentriniy tyrimy.



ABSTRACTS OF PARALLEL SESSIONS

A.1. DOVILE ZVALIONYTE: COUNTERFACTUAL IMPACT EVALUATION: COMBINING METHODOLOGICAL RIGOROUSNESS AND
POLICY-MAKER FRIENDLY PRESENTATION OF EVALUATION RESULTS

Increasing methodological rigorousness of impact evaluations shall make their results more reliable and thus more likely to be
applied in policy decision-making. However, at the same time, evaluations are getting increasingly technical and less understandable
for non-technical users, including policy-makers thus complicating the utilisation of evaluation findings. The paper discusses how to
present results of methodologically rigorous counterfactual impact evaluations in a policy-maker friendly and relevant way. It presents
the results of the project ‘Counterfactual impact evaluation of ESF-funded active labour market measures in Lithuania’ that covers
ESF-funded support for the unemployed provided in the form of vocational training and wage subsidies in Lithuania in 2008-2013. The
project results are based on the analysis of individual-level data for almost 900,000 unemployed persons, who have been registered
with the Lithuanian Public Employment Service at least once since 2008.

A.2. ATTILA BERES: COMPARATIVE COUNTERFACTUAL IMPACT EVALUATION OF REPAYABLE AND P
NON-REPAYABLE FINANCIAL ASSISTANCES TO SMES IN HUNGARY < Q

Although investment subsidies to private enterprises represent a remarkable value in Structural Funds’ assistance, there is still
only limited knowledge available on the impacts of different forms of such assistance. In achieving Cohesion Policy goals regarding
small and medium sized enterprises (SMEs), repayable assistance has become increasingly important in the 2007-2013 period. In
the 2014-2020 programming phase, this type of assistance will be the main instrument for subsidizing the investments of private
enterprises. <...>

Nevertheless, there are hardly any evaluations available that compare the effectiveness of these types of subsidies. <..> In our
evaluation we are focusing only on the effectiveness of the two types of assistance. This is why we decided to compare two very similar
interventions, targeting the same geographical regions, where the target group, the objective, eligible costs and the size of assistance
(EUR 20 000 — 40 000 in average) were also similar. The only significant difference was that one of the schemes was repayable and
the other was non-repayable. <...> Our results suggest the followings: repayable assistance has more significant effects; both types of
subsidies have more significant effects in less developed regions.

RESULTS BASED ON PRACTICAL EXAMPLE OF EVALUATION OF ESF FUNDED INTERVENTIONS OF FIRM-PROVIDED

A.3. NORMUNDS STRAUTMANIS: CHALLENGES CONDUCTING EVALUATION AND UTILISATION OF EVALUATION Eﬂ
<..>
TRAINING IN LATVIA

Paper (presentation) is based on practical example of evaluation of ESF funded intervention provided training to employees
to raise the competitiveness of enterprises in Latvia. It critically assesses both the challenges contractor and evaluator may face in
planning and conducting the evaluation, and challenges one may face in utilising the evaluation results in programming of further
interventions. <...> When presenting the evaluation results to the general audience and those involved in programming of future
interventions similar to those evaluated, a clear message showing the evaluation results and the practical suggestions on usage of the
results should be formulated so that all the stakeholders can understand the message and the evaluation results respectively. <...>

A.4. GIULIA SANTANGELO: CHALLENGES OF EVIDENCE-BASED POLICY MAKING FOR THE EUROPEAN SOCIAL FUND: THE
EUROPEAN COMMISSION'S CENTRE FOR RESEARCH ON IMPACT EVALUATION (CRIE)

The Centre for Research on Impact Evaluation (CRIE) provides scientific expertise and methodological support for Counterfactual
Impact Evaluation (CIE) to the Directorate General Employment, Social Affairs and Inclusion (DG EMPL) and to Member States aiming
to evaluate the impact of policies funded by the European Social Fund. This presentation provides insights into CRIE’s research profile,
its Regional Workshops and biannual conference COMPIE both fostering the use of counterfactual impact evaluation and other CRIE
tailor-made advice for Member States and DG EMPL. Various examples of CRIE’s activities like results of CRIE’s knowledge gap report
and its recent involvement into the evaluation of Latvian training programs to firms will frame the presentation.

B.1. JERZY PIENKOWSKI: ECONOMETRIC ASSESSMENTS OF COHESION POLICY GROWTH EFFECTS

In recent years, a number of papers have made use of econometric approaches to address the impact of Cohesion Policy
(CP) funds on economic growth and convergence. The purpose of the presentation is to assess the relevance of these studies from
the policy makers’ perspective. Most of the analysed studies are based on a neoclassical growth model, which in many cases has
been enriched substantially. In particular, spatial econometric methods have been used to capture spill over effects between regions;
and progress has been made with regard to endogeneity of variables. In addition, new econometric methods such as regression
discontinuity design provide strong evidence of the impact of CP funds. In spite of this progress, some remaining weaknesses reduce
the relevance of econometric studies for policy analysis. In particular, only a number of studies use good quality data on CP transfers,
while the other studies use a dummy variable instead of actual payments. The parameters of spatial dependence are still very simple
in comparison to the complex flows between regions. Some important variables, such as national policies or quality of governance, are
largely excluded from the regressions. Finally, the conclusions for CP drawn by these studies are not well developed and sometimes
contradictory between the studies. The presentation concludes with some suggestions for econometric research in the coming years,
as a new set of CP transfer data will be made available by the European Commission in the second half of 2015.



B.2. BIAGIO PERRETTI: EUROPOS SANGLAUDOS POLITIKA ITALIJOS MEZZOGIORNO REGIONE. AR MES ATSIZVELGIAME E:|<m>
] 2007-2013 METY PAMOKAS? %

PraneSime aptariama, kiek 2007-2013 m. Sanglaudos politikos maziau iSsivysciusiuose Piety Italijos regionuose (Mezzogiorno)
vertinimai daro jtaka naujo finansavimo laikotarpio planavimui. Kvestionuojami Europos Sanglaudos politikos rezultatai ir poveikis
Mezzogiorno regionui, kurj galima matuoti jau nuo 1990 m. Pastaryjy deSimtmeciy Mezziogorno regiono ekonominé padétis gali
biti vertinama ir absoliugiai, ir santykinai, ja lyginant su Siaures Italijos ir kitais Europos regionais, jskaitant ir maZiau i$sivysciusius,
ypa¢ naujose ES narese. Zitrint j Sanglaudos politikos jgyvendinimo efektyvuma visuose Mezzogiorno regionuose 2007-2013 m.,
galima atrasti daug neigiamy jrodymu. Programavimas vykdomas per létai ir neefektyviai, o ES fondy 1éSy panaudojimas itin véluoja.
PraneSime analizuojami pagrindiniai Europos ir Italijos politikos formuotojy zingsniai 2014-2020 m. laikotarpiu. Vertinama rizika,
kad anksciau Mezzogiorno regione iSmoktos pamokos nebus paverstos efektyviomis Sanglaudos politikos strategijos reformomis ir
priemonémis. <...>

B.3. ANDREAS LILLIG, HANNES WIMMER: BENDROJI ZEMES UKIO POLITIKA: BENDRA STEBESENOS IR VERTINIMO < >
SISTEMA IR VERTINIMO VAIDMUO FORMUOJANT POLITIKA @

Vertinimas yra sudétiné Europos Komisijos gairiy Bendrajai zemés tkio politikai dalis. Vienas i§ Komisijos darbo programos
akcenty yra reguliari Programos naudos stebésena, rezultatyvumo perzidra ir veiklos bei rezultaty ataskaitos. Sig sistema, pagal
kurig reguliariai vertinamos ES veiklos, papildo teisiniai jsipareigojimai. <...> Pagrindinis Zemés kio ir kaimo plétros generalinio
departamento vertinimo praktikos elementas yra sisteminis peréjimas prie nepriklausomuy iSorés eksperty. Vertinimy, kuriy iSvadose
numatomi ar sitlomi pokyciai, rezultatai turety tapti pagrindu jvertinant jvairiy politiky poveikj. <...> PraneSime apibtudinamas Bendros
stebésenos ir vertinimo sistemos tikslas, apzvelgiamos jos sudétines dalys (bendroji intervencijos logika, rodikliai, vertinimo klausimai,

vertinimy rezultatai, atskirti j gautus programavimo laikotarpio metu ir jam pasibaigus.

C.1. KLAUDIJUS MANIOKAS: ES STRUKTURINIY FONDY POVEIKIO LIETUVOS KONKURENCINGUMUI VERTINIMAS: AR JUDAME
AUKSTOS PRIDETINES VERTES EKONOMIKOS LINK?

PraneSime pristatomi 2007-2013 m. ES struktlrinés paramos poveikio Lietuvos konkurencingumui vertinimo rezultatai.
Vertinimas apemé 75 veiksmy programuy priemones, kurioms jgyvendinti buvo skirta daugiau kaip 3,9 mird. EUR. Vertinimo metu
buvo parengtas valstybés konkurencingumo intervencijy modelis, o visos priemonés suskirstytos j tris intervenciju kategorijas: (1)
aukstos pridetinés vertes verslo skatinimo intervencijos; (2) verslo produktyvumo didinimo ir verslo aplinkos gerinimo intervencijos
ir (3) ekonominés infrastruktros gerinimo intervencijos. Poveikio vertinimas atliktas trimis lygiais: vertintas ES struktdrines paramos
poveikis konkurencingumo rodikliams valstybés (makrolygiu), Gkio $akos (mezolygiu) ir jmoniy (mikrolygiu). Vertinimo metu derinti trys
poveikio vertinimo badai: teorija grjstas poveikio vertinimas, sektoriné atvejo studija ir makroekonometrinis modeliavimas. Nustatyta,
kad didZiausia poveikj investicijos turéjo tokiems rodikliams kaip bendrojo pagrindinio kapitalo formavimas, bendrasis vidaus produktas,
tenkantis vienam gyventojui, placiajuoscio interneto rySio skvarba, vieSujy paslaugy perkélimas j e. erdve.

C.2. PIJUS KRUMINAS: INVESTICUY | MOKSLINIUS TYRIMUS IR EKSPERIMENTINE PLETRA POVEIKIO [www <>
VERTINIMAS LIETUVOJE (V4 <

Sio tyrimo tikslas buvo i8bandyti metodika, skirta investicijy j MTEP graZai jvertinti. Buvo atliktas Auk&tuyjy technologijy plétros
programos (ATPP) 2011-2013 m. bei ,Intelektas LT* priemonés poveikio vertinimas. Buvo taikyti miSris metodai, kuriuos sudaré
teorija grjstas vertinimas ir kontrafaktineé analize. Tokj pasirinkima nulémé tikétiny ateities vertinimy poreikis atsizvelgiant j Sumanios
specializacijos programos vertinima. Teorija grjstas vertinimas buvo naudojamas vertinant ATPP, o kontrafaktiné analizé — vertinant
JIntelektas LT“ priemonés poveikj uzimtumui. Tyrimo rezultatai yra labiau indikaciniai dél duomeny trikumo. Vis délto Sis bandomasis
tyrimas parode, kad pasirinkti metodai yra tinkami ateities investicijoms ] MTEP vertinti. MiSriy metody taikymas leis analize taikyti viso
politikos jgyvendinimo ciklo metu. Dél to bus galima nuolat koreguoti politika, atsizvelgiant j naujai gaunamus jrodymus, nelaukiant ex-

rinkimo ir prieinamumo uztikrinimas. <...>

C.3. PETER VARNAI: JUNGTINES KARALYSTES TARPTAUTINIO VYSTYMO DEPARTAMENTO (DFID) FINANSUOTOS < >
OPERACINIY TYRIMY GEBEJIMY STIPRINIMO PROGRAMOS VERTINIMAS v

Jungtinés Karalystés Tarptautinis vystymo departamentas (DFID) 2011-2014 m. skyré daugiau nei 1 min. svary sterlingu
Sajungos (vert. past. Pasaulio sveikatos organizacijos Tarptautiné sajunga kovai su tuberkulioze ir plauciy ligomis) Operaciniy tyrimy
gebeéjimy stiprinimo programai sveikatos sektoriuje. Be kasmetiniu DFID rengty programos apzvalgy, buvo uzsakytas ir nepriklausomas,
iSsamus programos efektyvumo ir poveikio vertinimas. Vertinimo rezultatai buvo skirti ne tik DFID ir Sajungai informuoti apie operaciniy
tyrimu gebéjimy stiprinimo modelj, taciau ir platesnei tyrimy ir vystymo bendruomenei, réméjams ir sveikatos politikos formuotojams.
Vertinimo rezultatai taip pat turéty prisidéti prie kito penkeriy mety programos plano rengimo ir potencialaus modelio pritaikymo
kitiems atvejams. <...>



B.2. BIAGIO PERRETTI: EUROPEAN COHESION POLICY IN ITALY'S MEZZOGIORNO. ARE WE MAKING ANY USE FOR |<...>|
THE NEXT PROGRAMMING PERIOD OF THE LESSONS LEARNED IN 2007-20137 (V4

In this paper we will discuss how much the evaluation of the Cohesion Policy in 2007-2013 period in the less developed regions
of the South of Italy (Mezzogiorno) is orienting the design of the strategy for the next programming period. Results and impacts of the
European Cohesion Policy in Mezzogiorno that started since the 90" have been seriously questioned. The poor economic performance
of Mezzogiorno in the last decades can be measured both in absolute and relative terms, compared to the Northern regions of Italy and
to other European regions, including the less developed ones, in particular in the new EU member states. Looking at the efficacy of
implementation of the Cohesion Policy in the 2007-2013 period in all Mezzogiorno regions, many negative evidences can be identified.
Programming activities appear too slow and ineffective, and absorption of funds dramatically delayed. The main steps decided by
European and ltalian policy makers for the 2014-2020 period will be analysed. The risk that most of the lessons learned from the
past experience in Mezzogiorno will not be translated into effective reforms of the Cohesion Policy strategy and instruments will be
discussed. <...>

B.3. ANDREAS LILLIG, HANNES WIMMER: COMMON AGRICULTURAL POLICY: THE COMMON MONITORING AND f< >
EVALUATION SYSTEM AND THE ROLE OF EVALUATION IN POLICY DEVELOPMENT (V4

Evaluation forms an integral part of the Commission’s guidance for the Common Agricultural Policy (CAP). One focus of the
new Commission Work Programme is the regular monitoring of its benefits, the review of effectiveness, and reporting on performance
and results. Legal obligations complement the framework, in which EU actions have to be assessed regularly. <...> A core element
of DG AGRI’s evaluation practice is the systematic recourse to independent external expertise. Where changes in the policy are
envisaged or suggested by the evaluation, evidence from these works should form a building block in the assessment of the impacts
of various policy options. <...> The paper describes the purpose of the Common Monitoring and Evaluation system, provides an
overview of its components (common intervention logic, indicators, evaluation questions and data sources etc.) and assesses how
these components will help to overcome the evaluation challenges. Finally, the paper will give an outlook to the expected evaluation
outcomes, differentiated for the outcomes during and after the programming period.

C.1. KLAUDIJUS MANIOKAS: EVALUATION OF THE EU STRUCTURAL FUNDS' IMPACT ON COMPETITIVENESS OF LITHUANIA:
TOWARDS A HIGH VALUE ADDED ECONOMY?

In 2007-2013, Lithuania has invested EUR 3.9 billion under measures aimed at increasing competitiveness. During the
evaluation competitiveness model of the State’s economy was elaborated. All 75 measures aimed at increasing competitiveness
were divided into three categories: 1) measures devoted to promote high value-added business; 2) measures aimed at increasing
business productivity and improving business environment; and 3) measures devoted to improve economic infrastructure. The
impact of EU assistance on competitiveness indicators was evaluated at three levels: state (macro-level), industry (mezzo-level) and
enterprises (micro-level). 29 competitiveness indicators in total were taken into consideration, including business and government
funds for R&D, export of goods and services, labour productivity, FDI, gross domestic product per capita, number of researchers in
the country, employment rate, etc. Three approaches were combined, namely, theory based impact evaluation, sectorial case study,
and macroeconomic modelling. EU investments in the field of competitiveness had a major impact on investments in fixed capital
formation, FDI, GDP, and broadband network penetration, digitalisation of public services, employment and unemployment rates and
average wage at the country level.

C.2. PIJUS KRUMINAS: EVALUATING THE IMPACT OF R&D INVESTMENT IN LITHUANIA |WWWVI |<>0|

The aim of this study was to use the methodology developed for evaluating return to investment in R&D by evaluating the
impact of High technology development programme (HTDP) for 2011-2013 and Intelektas LT instrument. A mixed-method approach
was adopted. It comprised theory based impact evaluation and counterfactual analysis. The choice of methods was dictated by the
needs of expected future evaluations in the context of the Smart specialization programme. Theory based impact evaluation was used
in evaluation of HTDP, while counterfactual analysis was used to evaluate the impact of Intelektas LT instrument on employment. The
findings of this pilot evaluation are more indicative than conclusive due to low availability of data. However it showed the possibility of
using these methods for evaluation of future investment in R&D. Mixed-method approach will allow to carry out analysis throughout
the whole cycle of policy implementation. This would allow constantly reshaping policy according to new evidence, without having to
wait for the results of an ex-post analysis. It can also be concluded that collecting and accessing the required data will be one of the
most pressing challenges in future evaluations. <...>

C.3. PETER VARNAI: EVALUATION OF THE UNION'S OPERATIONAL RESEARCH CAPACITY BUILDING PROGRAMME < "5
FOR THE UK DEPARTMENT FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT <

The UK Department for International Development (DFID) supported The Union’s operational research (OR) capacity building
programme in the health sector with over £1m during 3 years (2011 to 2014). Beyond the annual reviews conducted by DFID, an
independent, in-depth evaluation was commissioned to assess the programme’s overall effectiveness, impacts and value for money.
The results of the evaluation were intended to provide valuable lessons not only for DFID and The Union, but also for the broader
research and development community, funders, and public health policy makers about The Union’s OR capacity building model.
Ultimately, the findings of the evaluation should inform the design of the next five years of the programme with the potential to scale
up and extend the application of the model to other areas of practice. <...>



D.1. KRISJANIS VEITNERS: KO MES NORIME ISMOKTI IS VERTINIMU? WWW

Vienas jtakingiausiy vertinimo teoretiky Lee J. Cronbachas teigia, kad ,vertinimas yra procesas, kurio metu visuomené mokosi
apie save.“ Sio mokymosi proceso metu jgytos Zinios turi tarnauti pirminiam tikslui, dél kurio buvo inicijuotas vertinimas. Tagiau
vertinimo tikslas ne visada turi bati susietas su mokymusi, todél kartu ir su galimu vertinimo naudojimu. Deél to, norint pasirinkti
tinkama vertinimo strategija, svarbu dar pries$ vertinimo pradzig suvokti vertinimo tiksla. PraneSime analizuojami veiksniai, apribojantys
vertinimy naudojima. Remiamasi ES finansuotu gebegjimy stiprinimo priemoniy poveikio Latvijoje vertinimu, kuris lyginamas su kity
vertinimy rezultatais. Pagrindiniai praneSimo klausimai: kokie galimi skirtingi vertinimo tikslai ir kaip jie paveikia vertinimy naudojima?
Kokie kiti vidiniai ir iSoriniai veiksniai gali lemti vertinimy pritaikyma ir naudojima?

D.2. KATRE ELJAS-TAAL: KOKYBINIAI VERTINIMAI — SAPNAS AR REALYBE? |www0| |<>0|

Vertinimo kulttra Baltijos Salyse pradéjo formuotis dar prie§ stojima j ES, t. y. prieS 15-20 m. Tuo metu Baltijos valstybése
neegzistavo jokia politikos vertinimo tradicija — politikos formavimo tradicijas pakeité narysté ES. 2010 m. siekiant tobulinti politikos
vertinimus ir remti politikos formuotojus jgyvendinant jrodymais grjsta politika buvo jkurta Estijos vertinimo draugija (ESTES). |
politikos vertinima jtrauktos dvi Salys: vertinimo poreikj ir tikslus apibreziantys politikos formuotojai ir vertintojai, siekiantys geriausios
metodologijos norint pasiekti tiksla. Realybéje Sios dvi Salys bendrauja mazai, taip apsunkindamos vertinimo procesa. Estijos vertinimo
draugijoje vertintojai ir politikos formuotojai diskutavo apie tai, kaip pagerinti vertinimy kokybe. Abiem Salims svarbiausias dalykas yra
aiSkiai suprasti vertinimo tiksla. <...>

D.3. CARMEN DOBROTA, RAZVAN IONESCU: VERTINIMO REKOMENDACIJU JGYVENDINIMAS: DAUGIAU NEI' fwww] [<...>
STIKLO KAMUOLIO ZAIDIMAS (V4 (V4

PraneSime apzvelgiami pastaryjy penkeriy mety Administraciniy gebéjimy stiprinimo veiksmuy programos vertinimuy, inicijuoty
veiksmy programos vadovaujanciosios institucijos, rezultatai. Vertinama, ar kruopsciai rengtos iSvados ir rekomendacijos virsta
efektyviomis jgyvendinimo trikumus mazinan¢iomis priemonémis, ar jos pritaikomos i$ naujo numatant programos strategijas (jei
tai reikalinga). PraneSime aptariamos jvairiy pastaryjy mety vertinimy rekomendaciju pasekmeés ir nustatoma, ar rekomendacijy
jgyvendinimas yra pagrindinis vertinimo elementas ar visgi, nepaisant vertinimo jgyvendinimo sekmes, jo stiprybe lemia institucinis
Ziniy apie tinkama veiksmuy programos valdyma lemiancius veiksnius poreikis. <...>

D.4. TOMASZ KUPIEC: PROGRAMY VERTINIMO NAUDOJIMAS IR JO MECHANIZMAS: SANGLAUDOS |www| |<...>I
POLITIKOS IR LENKIJOS REGIONY ADMINISTRACIJY ATVEJIS (V4 (V4

<...> PraneSime apzvelgiami ko gero pirmos iSsamios studijos apie programuy vertinimy naudojima ir jj lemiancius veiksnius
Lenkijoje rezultatai. Analizé buvo paremta prielaida, kad kalbant apie vertinimus reikéty pereiti nuo vertinimo kaip vienos studijos prie
vertinimo kaip ilgalaikio proceso supratimo, proceso, kurio metu parengiama daug (tikétina, logiskai susijusiy) vertinimo ataskaity,
generuojamas ziniy srautas, grindziami programos valdymo sprendimai. Taip apibrézus vertinima vertinimy panaudojimas turéty
bdti suprantamas kaip vertinimo poveikis jgyvendinimo procesui, t. y. vertinimo rezultatais pagrjstiems programos ir jos jgyvendinimo
pokyciams. ApZzvelgiamoje studijoje analizuojamos 3 regioninés programos, jas jgyvendinancios institucijos ir 44 2007-2012 m.
jgyvendinanciyjy institucijy atlikti vertinimai. Be ataskaity kokybés ir rekomendacijy naudojimo analizés, kiekvienu atveju buvo atlikti
4 giluminiai interviu, leidziantys atskleisti vertintojy ir vertinimy naudotojy pozitrius. Kaip studijos dalis taip pat sukurtas vertinimo
rezultaty ir jy naudojimo valdymo procese modelis. <...>



D.1. KRISJANIS VEITNERS: WHAT DO WE WANT TO LEARN FROM EVALUATION? www

According to the one of the most influential evaluation theorists Lee J. Cronbach, “Evaluation is a process by which society
learns about itself.” Knowledge acquired during this learning process is intended to be useful or used for the initial purpose of
conducting evaluation. But evaluation purpose may not always be related to learning thus affecting also the potential use of evaluation.
Therefore it is important to clarify the evaluation purpose before start of the evaluation in order to recognize most appropriate strategies.
This paper aims to analyse factors that may limit the use of evaluation. It is based on results of recent impact evaluation of EU funded
capacity building measures in Latvia and compared with results from a number of other evaluations. The main questions addressed
in a paper are: What are different purposes of evaluation and how they can influence evaluation utilization? What other internal and
external factors may influence evaluation use and utilization?

D.2. KATRE ELJAS-TAAL: QUALITATIVE EVALUATIONS — DREAM OR REALITY? |WWW0| |<>@I

The culture of policy evaluations in the Baltics goes back to the time when EU pre-accession assistance was launched about
15-20 years ago. There was no policy evaluation tradition in place — joining the EU has significantly changed policymaking traditions
in the Baltics. Estonian Evaluation Society ESTES was established in 2010 with major objective to develop policy evaluation tradition in
Estonia as well as support policy makers in the process of evidence based policy making. There are two sides in policy evaluations —
policy makers, who define the need and objective of the evaluation, and evaluator, who reflects what is the best methodology to reach
the objective. In real life these two sides rarely communicate with each other, making the process of evaluation difficult for both sides.
In the framework of ESTES policy evaluators and policy makers have been discussing what can be done in order to increase the quality
of evaluations. The most important for both sides is a clear understanding what the aim of the evaluation is. <...>

D.3. CARMEN DOBROTA, RAZVAN IONESCU: IMPLEMENTING EVALUATION RECOMMENDATIONS: MORE  Fuuit < s
THAN JUST A GLASS BEAD GAME < Q

This paper will draw on evaluation findings from separate evaluations which were conducted in the last five years within the
Managing Authority for the Operational Programme Administrative Capacity Development (OP ACD), in order to determine if accurate
conclusions and recommendations translate into efficient measures for reducing any possible implementation gaps or for readjusting
programme strategies (if needed). The presentation will focus on the outcome of evaluation recommendations from various studies
which were carried out in the past years, so as to establish if implementing recommendations is the key element in an evaluation or
whether the strengths of an evaluation can be found irrespective of its implementation successfulness, due to an institutional call/need
for knowledge on key issues affecting the proper OP management. <...>

D.4. TOMASZ KUPIEC: PROGRAM EVALUATION USE AND ITS MECHANISMS: THE CASE OF COHESION POLICY  Fyww] [<...>
IN POLISH REGIONAL ADMINISTRATION (V4 (4

<...> This paper presents the results of presumably first comprehensive study of program evaluation use and its factors
conducted in Poland. The analysis was based on the premise that when talking about evaluation we should no longer refer to single
studies but a long-term process producing a number of (hopefully logically connected) reports, stream of knowledge, supporting
management decisions throughout the program lifetime. With evaluation defined as such, evaluation use should be regarded primarily
as an overall impact on management process, which is number and significance of program adaptations, modifications informed by
evaluation. To meet the research goals 3 cases of regional programs, their managing authorities and 44 evaluation studies completed
by them between 2007 and 2012 were analysed. Apart from analysing quality of reports and use of recommendations, each case also
included 4 in-depth interviews allowing to capture the perspective and attitude of evaluation producers and users. As a part of the
study a model of evaluation production and use in management process was constructed. <...>
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