
Institute of Farm Economics

LOGIC MODEL FOR A FRAMEWORK FOR COUNTERFACTUAL-
BASED EVALUATIONS OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF RDPS

AT MICRO AND MACRO LEVELS

ENVIEVAL Grant Agreement Number 312071

DEVELOPMENT AND APPLICATION OF NEW METHODOLOGICAL

FRAMEWORKS FOR THE EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS OF

RURAL DEVELOPMENT PROGRAMMES IN THE EU

DRAFT, 31/10/2015ENVIEVAL PROJECT TEAM



Simplified logic model flow of evaluation
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General logic model: Steps 1.1 – 1.4
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Counterfactual layer: Steps 2.1 and 2.3
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Micro level logic model: Steps 3.1 and 3.2 (Unit of analysis, Indicators and Data Quality)



Micro level logic model I: Step 3.3a (Long Run Evaluation Options w/o Comparison 

Groups) 
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Micro level logic model II: Step 3.3b (Naïve Estimates of Counterfactual)
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Micro level logic model III: Step 3.3c (Statistics-based Evaluation Options)
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Selected indicators 
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Micro level logic model: Step 3.4 (Micro-Macro aggregation and validation )
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Macro level logic model: Steps 4.1 and 4.2 (Functional Units, Indicators and (Spatial) 

Data Quality)
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Macro level logic model II: Step 4.3b (Naïve Estimates of Counterfactual)
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Macro level logic model III: Step 4.3c (Elaborate Statistics-based Evaluation Options)
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Counterfactual 

processing
Single 
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Macro level logic model: Step 4.4 (micro-macro consistency checks)


