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INNO-Appraisal: Reminder
 Part of PRO-INNO
 Aims to learn how evaluation practice can be improved and 

how policymaking can benefit from the practice of evaluation
 Compiles, assesses and analyses all relevant appraisal 

exercises across the EU (include evaluations, monitoring 
exercises, benchmarking studies and peer review reports 
related to innovation programmes).

 Aspires to become Europe’s reference point regarding the 
appraisal of innovation programmes in the EU25

 Project runs between March 2006 – February 2010
 Partners: Manchester Institute of Innovation Research 

(PREST) [Coordinator], ATLANTIS Consulting, Joanneum
Research, Fraunhofer-ISI, Wise Guys

 Website: www.proinno-europe.eu/appraisal
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INNO-Appraisal Methodology
 The list of live measures evaluated between 2002-2007, corresponding 

appraisals and appraisal reports were collected
 Measure-Appraisal-Report relationship is not one-to-one-to-one as 

some measures were evaluated more than once and some appraisals 
cover more than one measures

 An 8-page template to characterise the appraisals was designed
 Templates were pre-filled in by either 

 project partners (for the reports in the languages we know)
 or correspondents (they are also mainly Trendchart correspondents)

 Templates were sent to respective policy-makers for confirmation and 
completion (especially for subjective questions)

 Data is analysed for general conclusions
 A number of case studies is carried out by utilising the quantitative 

data as well as further qualitative analysis
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Data Collection Process

24 September 2009, BrusselsThe Overall Idea, Methodology and the Repository4



Data Collection Results
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Total Number of Total

Measures Reported as Evaluated in TC 273

Appraisals as reported in TC 332

Appraisals After Adding and Dropping 238

Appraisals for which there are Reports at Hand 238

Publishable Appraisals for which there are Reports at Hand 166

Appraisal Templates Filled in by the Partner 150

Appraisal Templates Filled in by Correspondents 88

Appraisal Templates Sent to Policy Maker 205

Appraisal Templates Returned from Policy Maker 138

 Excludes Finland, Sweden and the Netherlands for which the 
data collection process is about to be finished 
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Data Collection Results
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Identified appraisals
= prefilled

questionnaires
(238)

Received
questionnaires

(138)

Policy Maker

Cleaning and
controlling for
data inflation

caused by structural
fund (sf) & portfolio

evaluations (pe)

Sample A
Received
+ prefilled (if no feedback)

and use of umbrella obs. 
for PE/ SF

(142)

Sample C
-Received only

even for PE/SF, if review
of sub-appraisals by
different policy makers

(104)

Trendchart (TC) 
Measures
Database

Sample B
As Sample A, but without
PE/ SF

Linked to TC measures
(100)

Sample D
As Sample C, but without
PE/ SF

Linked to TC measures
(70)

Structural Fund 
Evaluations Characteristics

only
Quality, Usefulness, 

Impact



Challenges in the data collection
 Trendchart as the indispensible entry point
 Definition of the term “evaluation/appraisal”

 Our definition: Ex-ante, accompanying, interim or ex-post evaluation of the
measure. Excludes: project selection

 Lack of a common understanding in Trendchart: some measures refer to project
selection as evaluation

 Inconsistencies in the Trendchart database:
 Positive Bias:

 Example: for a country Trendchart indicates 10 out of 30 measures were
evaluated. Correspondent confirms that none of them were really evaluated.

 Negative Bias: 
 Example: for a number of countries our partners have spotted evaluated innovation 

policy measures that are not covered in Trendchart
 Example: for another country measures have been restructured (discontinued, changed 

name, merged, split, etc.). We lost track of the evaluations of the old measures that are 
deleted from the database.

 A report was prepared by INNO-Appraisal about the inconsistencies in 
Trendchart

 A presentation was given to Trendchart correspondents
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Innovation Policy Appraisals Repository (IPAR): 
Landing Page
 http://www.proinno-europe.eu/appraisal
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IPAR: Country Page
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IPAR: Search Page
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IPAR: Appraisal Page
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Website Weekly per Day Statistics
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Thank You!
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