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Title of the study: 
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 Official managing the study: Caroline Raes 
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(1) RELEVANCE 
Does the study respond to information needs, in particular as expressed in the terms of references? 

 

SCORING   
  

Poor 

 

 Satisfactory 

 

Good 

 

Very Good   

 

Excellent     

X 

 

 

Arguments for scoring:       
The study fully covers the scope defined in the Terms of Reference, including an 
overview of the interactions between agriculture and biodiversity in Europe, 
identification of policy measures needed for the delivery of biodiversity through 
agriculture, an examination of the need for a mix of policy measures required to 
ensure sustainability and an analysis how the objective of preserving biodiversity and 
habitats can be delivered as a strategic priority. The study very clearly puts the 
subject matter into context and clearly identifies the links with different current 
policy processes. 

 

   

 

   

(2) APPROPRIATE DESIGN  

Is the study design adequate for obtaining the results needed for responding to the information needs? 

 

SCORING   
  

Poor 

 

 Satisfactory Good 

 

Very Good   

X 

Excellent     

 

 

 

Arguments for scoring:       
The methodology applied fits very well the objectives of the study. The starting point 
of the study was, in line with the terms of reference, an elaboration of the main links 
between agriculture and biodiversity. On this basis a field scale typology of 
agricultural habitats was developed providing a framework for the study. 
The methodology developed for the empirical analysis combined different elements, 
including qualitative analysis fed by the information collected within case studies and 
surveys, expert judgements and quantitative analysis based on indicator data.   
The design applied is therefore adapted to information needs and data availability 
and has, thus, allowed answering all information needs in a credible way.  
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(3) RELIABLE DATA  

Are data collected adequate for their intended use and have their reliability been ascertained? 

 

SCORING   
  

Poor 

 

Satisfactory 

 

Good 

 

Very Good   

X 

Excellent     

 

 

 

Arguments for scoring:       
Multiple ways of data collection were effectively explored. The data sources are 
clearly identifiable in the report. Quantitative data were completed by detailed and 
qualitative information collected during case studies, which were carried out in the 
Czech Republic, France, Germany, Greece, Romania, and the UK. The contractor 
also well exploited secondary data from other sources, including evaluation reports, 
literature review and an in-depth analysis of the policy framework. However, for 
some aspects, reliable data were not sufficiently available, but as no better data 
sources exist, the approach used was appropriate and the limits of the data sources 
are clearly stated in the report. 

 

   

 

 

   

(4) SOUND ANALYSIS  

Are data systematically analysed to answer questions and cover other information needs in a valid 
manner? 

 

SCORING   
  

Poor 

 

Satisfactory 

 

Good 

 

Very Good   

X 

Excellent     

 

 

 

Arguments for scoring:       
The analysis was carried out in a rigorous way and is well developed. The different 
analytical tools used were appropriate, analysing the qualitative and quantitative data 
in a valid manner. The limitations of each of the analytical approaches and tools are 
clearly presented and fully taken into account in the interpretation of the results.    

 

   

 

 

   

(5) CREDIBLE FINDINGS  

Do findings follow logically from and are justified by, the data/information analysis and interpretations 
based on pre-established criteria and rational?  

 

SCORING   
  

Poor 

 

Satisfactory  Good 

 

Very Good   

X 

Excellent       

 

 

 

Arguments for scoring:       
The data sources form a robust basis for supporting the findings, which are well 
justified. The reasoning is well explained, the assumptions made and the 
methodological limitations are carefully described.  
The consultant was very conscientious of those instances where the information basis 
was not robust enough and tried to avoid any judgements, which were not sufficiently 
founded by the sources exploited.  
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(6) VALID CONCLUSIONS  

 Are conclusions non-biased and fully based on findings? 

 

SCORING   
  

Poor 

 

Satisfactory  

 

Good 

 

Very Good   

X 

Excellent       

 

 

 

Arguments for scoring:       
The conclusions are established in a clearly understandable and detailed manner. 
They are substantiated by the findings, which are drawn from the sound analysis. 
The conclusions are unbiased, balanced and prudent. The reasoning between the 
findings and the conclusions are well explained.   

 

   

 

 

   

(7) HELPFUL RECOMMENDATIONS  

Are areas needing improvements identified in coherence with the conclusions? Are the suggested options 
realistic and impartial? 

 

SCORING   
  

Poor 

 

Satisfactory  

 

Good 

 

Very Good   

X 

Excellent       

 

 

 

Arguments for scoring:       
The recommendations are clear and unbiased; they are helpful as they are impartial, 
based on the findings of the report and take into account the ongoing political 
discussion. The recommendations are relevant for the discussions on the future 
Common Agricultural Policy and they identify crucial issues for the implementation 
of measures under the CAP in order to enhance the contribution of the policy to the 
preservation of biodiversity and habitats.  

 

   

 

 

   

(8) CLARITY  

Is the report well structured, balanced and written in an understandable manner? 

 

SCORING   
  

Poor 

 

Satisfactory  

 

Good 

 

Very Good   

X 

Excellent       

 

 

 

Arguments for scoring:       
The report is well structured, written in a very clear language and therefore easily 
understandable. Unnecessary repetitions have been avoided and the written style and 
the presentation are clear and adapted to different readers.  
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OVERALL ASSESSMENT  

OF THE FINAL STUDY REPORT 
 

 

 

Overall, the quality of the report is assessed to be very good 

 
 
Is the overall quality of the report adequate, in particular: 
 

 Does the study fulfil contractual conditions?   
 

 Clearly and fully.  
 

 Are the findings and conclusions of the report reliable, and are there any 
specific limitations to their validity and completeness?  
 

 The findings and conclusions of the report are reliable and clear.  
 

 Is the information in the report potentially useful for designing intervention, 
setting priorities, allocating resources or improving interventions?   
 
The study report has been finalised shortly after the adoption of the proposals for 
the future of Common Agricultural Policy. The findings of the study report are 
highly relevant for informing the discussions on the new policy and for improving 
the programming and design of rural development measures in the next 
programming period.    
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