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Analysis of delivery points where
improvements are needed

Sources used so far:
* On-going contact with FLAGs and MAs
 Jotform questionnaire to MAs

* Information collected from FLAGs via GEs on:
e Estimated time of approval and payment
* Key delivery points needing improvements

* |dentification of some good practices, particularly
involving cooperation with intermediate bodies
(PAs)




CLLD projects — delivery stages where improvements are needed
(information from FLAGS)

*National legislation defining types of projects and/or beneficiaries beyond the EU rules )
e Administrative steps at MA/IB levels needed before the FLAGs can launch calls

Application *Timing of calls
eComplicated application forms with excessive amount of information required )
eLong procedure of project analysis at FLAG level h
eAppeal procedures
*Need to find and demonstrate public co-financing in some MS (where national/regional public contribution is not allocated at strategy

level) => influence of co-financers on project selection

J

eLimited capacity at MA/IB to deal with a high number of applications

eLong time to analyse applications at MA/IB/PA level

eApproval procedures going beyond eligibility check and repeating selection process

eRestrictive interpretation of rules requiring many projects to be rejected

eRepeated corrections required

eLong delays in MS where the MA/IB has to approve national/regional co-financing on a project by project basis

eLack of advance payments
eLong decision process to release payment
eAnalysis of project expenses resulting in many costs being rejected as ineligible

eHigh number of bodies/levels involved in the delivery process

eDuplication of roles

eLack of communication and trust between bodies involved in delivery process, conflicting interpretations of rules
eHigh level of detail of the national rules

eLack of detail and precision in the national rules
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National legislation defining types of projects and/or beneficiaries beyond the EU rules

Administrative steps at MA/IB levels needed before the FLAGs can launch calls [ X

o0
Timing of calls
Complicated application forms with a lot of information required o0
Long procedure of project analysis at FLAG level o0 |

9e®

Appeal procedures [ ]
Need to find and demonstrate public co-financing in some MS (where national/regional public ®
contribution is not allocated at strategy level) ...
Insufficient capacity at MA/IB to deal with a high number of applications o
Long time to analyse applications at MA/IB/PA level o ()

o0
Approval procedures going beyond eligibility check and repeating the selection process o0
Restrictive interpretation of rules requiring many projects to be rejected ®
Repeated corrections required
Long delays in MS where the MA/IB has to approve national/regional co-financing on a project by
project basis
Public procurement rules .:.
Lack of advance payments [ [ ] ()
Long decision process to release payment o
Analysis of project expenses resulting in many costs being rejected as ineligible o
High number of bodies/levels involved in the delivery process [
Duplication of roles [ ] ()
Lack of communication and trust between bodies involved in delivery process, different understanding
of rules
High level of detail in the national rules [ ) [ )

Lack of detail and precision in the national rules




MA jotform responses
(July —September 2018)
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Body responsible for payments




LEADER PA making payments?

BG, EE, ES, FI, FR, IT,
LT, LV, PL, PT, SE, Sl
(12 MS)

Is the institution
responsible for EMFF
CLLD payments also the
Agricultural Paying
Agency, responsible for
making payments to
LEADER beneficiaries?

DE, DK, EL, ES, Fl,
FR, IE, IT, RO, UK
(10 MS)




Other tasks of the IB making payments (37

replies)

Final approval of operations
Checking eligibility of applications
Recording project data

Signing contracts with beneficiaries

Other, e.g. verification of costs,
certification
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PA doing all steps

6 MS:
EE, EL, ES,
IT, LT, UK
Signing
‘ . contracts
Recording with
project data beneficiaries
.Checking
eligibility of
applications
Final
approval of

operations




Speed of payments
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