
73

3-2 

3-2-1 

(1) 

Country Assistance Strategy CAS
Results-based CAS

80
Country Assistance Strategy CAS

CAS
4

Results 1998 2000 2003
CAS CAS

CAS Country Assistance Strategies: Retrospective and 
Future Directions, March 2003 4

CAS

CAS

CAS CAS

7 CAS Results-based 
CAS

Sri Lanka (4/1/03) Brazil (12/9/03) 
Cameroon (9/11/03) Zambia (3/9/04) 
Ukraine (10/23/03) Armenia (6/10/04) 
Mozambique (11/20/03)  
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(2) 

CAS PRSP
CAS CAS

CAS CAS
PRSP CAS

PRSP

Results-based CAS 3-7
CAS Results Framework

CAS Matrix

3-7 CAS Results Framework

, Country Assistance Strategies: Retrospective and Future Directions , p.68 

country intermediate outcome
program- project-level goals results chains

CAS 1
3 4 intermediate 

outcome

CAS

CAS
AAA activities ESW client survey

NGO CAS
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(3) 

Country Portfolio Performance Review CAS

1)

CAS
CAS Progress Report

CASPR 44

20 10
12 18 Country Portfolio Performance Review

CAS
CAS

2

CAS

3
CAS
IDA performance-based allocation system portfolio performance, 

governance, per capita income 3

IBRD

                                                 
44 3 CAS CASPR CAS CAS
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(4) 

CAS
CASCR Country

Assistance Evaluation: CAE CASCR

1) CAS Completion Report(CASCR) 
2003 3 CAS CAS

self-evaluation OED
CAS Country Assistance Strategy Completion Report CASCR

Country Assistance Evaluation OED
CASCR

OPCS OED
CASCR OED

CASCR OED CASCR 
Review 45 CASCR

CASCR
OED peer review

OED

3-4 Country Assistance Strategy

Country Assistance Strategies: Retrospective and Future Directions”, 2003, p.67

                                                 
45 3staff/week OEDCR 5

5 CR Review
OED CAE 70
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(2) Country Assistance Evaluation(CAE) 
Operations Evaluation Department, OED

Country Assistance Evaluation, CAE
OED 2003 58 CAE 46

20 4 6
CAE

CAS
CAE 70

CAE OED

CAS 30 CASCR
CAE 8 9

CAS 25% OED CASCR
CAE

CAE

1)
2002 2003 CAE Country Assistance 

Evaluation: A Primer OED’s Country Assistance Methodology
CAE

) CAE
assistance program

CAE

)

                                                 
46 Country Assistance Reviews, Country Assistance Notes 2

Country Assistance Evaluation
47 http://www.worldbank.org/oed/eta-cae_method.html CAE
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4

1
3

OED

2) CAE
CAE 10

CDF
institutional development

CAS

3-8 CAE CAE: Primer

1.
2. 10
3.
4.

enabling environment 

selectivity 

5.
CDF/

institutional development

6.
7. CAS
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3)
CAE

6 institutional development
4

A a Products and Services Dimension
AAA48

B a Development Impact Dimension

C an Attribution Dimension

3-2-2. UNDP

(1) 

UNDP

UNDP 1999
UNDP Multi-Year Funding Framework MYFF 1 2000-2003

UNDP

UNDP
2001

UNDP
MYFF 1 6 45 5

30 2 MYFF
CO

UNDP

                                                 
48 AAA Analytical and Advisory Services
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business plan
MYFF 2003-2007 business plan

Institutional Alignment

(2) 

UNDP CPD: CCF UN
UNDAF

CPD
CPAP

1) UNDAF UNDP
UNDP

Common 
Country Assessment CCA

United Nations Development Assistance Framework UNDAF
UNDAF

UNDP
UNDAF

2

UNDAF Programme Framework Programme Resource Framework
Monitoring and Evaluation Framework 3-9 3-10

UNDP MYFF
1 MYFF

2 MYFF

2
30 30 service lines

2)
UNDP UNDP
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Country Programme Document CPD: CCF UNDP
3-12

CPD CPAP Country Programme Action Plan

3-9 Programme Framework 
A

Area of Cooperation I: Strengthening growth and productivity to benefit the poor  

Engendering growth through stabilization, an enabling 
investment environment and strengthened infrastructure 
(iPRSP) 
Low productivity of agriculture, livestock and fisheries sector 
(10YPDP) 
Increased economic opportunities for the poor (3YPRP) 
Improvements in water resources development (10YPDP) 
Poor marketing infrastructure (10YPDP) 
Governance reforms (iPRSP) 
Promotion of ICT (10YPDP)  

Expected
Outcomes 

Brief
Description of 
Cooperation 
Strategies 

Major Lines of Action Contributing 
Agencies

Programme 
Modality 

Outcome 1: 
Improved 
capacity to 
formulate 
and 
implement 
pro-poor 
policies 

Support 
Government 
in developing 
and 
implementing 
Poverty 
Reduction 
Strategy, 
Ten-Year 
Perspective 
Development 
Plan and 
Three-Year 
Poverty 
Reduction 
Programme 
Enhanced 
joint policy 
advice

Capacity building for policy 
makers, including support to 
governance reforms, education 
and health sector for extending 
services to the poor 
Support Government in 
mobilising and maintaining 
IPRSP spending priority for 
health, education, population, 
drinking water and basic 
sanitation 
Knowledge management and 
sharing of best practices with 
national institutions, local 
Government, NGOs and civil 
society to facilitate 
public-private partnerships 
Promote female education, 
gender budgeting and better 
access to health care services 
e.g., the lady health worker 
programme 
Capacity building of institutions 
engaged in poverty monitoring, 
to strengthen availability of 
updated data  

UNDP, 
UNFPA, 
UNESCO, 
FAO, 
UNIDO, ILO 

Joint  
Individual 



82

3-10 Monitoring & Evaluation Framework A

Area of Cooperation 1: Strengthening growth and productivity to benefit the poor 

Expected outcomes of 
the UNDAF 

Indicators for expected outcomes
(with baseline) 

Sources of verification 

Outcome 1:

Improved capacity to 
formulate and implement 
pro-poor policies 

Indicator 01: 
Increased availability of reliable 
data, disaggregated by gender, rural/
urban and by province 
Indicator 02 
Approval of NGO legislation bill to 
facilitate GoP, NGO, civil society 
partnerships in policy dialogue  

Source 01: Economic Survey
Source 02 Pakistan 
Integrated Household 
Survey (PIHS) 
Source 03: Agricultural 
Census 
Source 04: NGO 
Documentation 

Outcome 2:

Increased and broadened 
agricultural, livestock 
and fisheries production  

Indicator 01 
Number of community organizations 
established, number of trainings 
imparted in community mobilization 
Indicator 02 
Enhanced agriculture productivity 
against an established bench mark 
Indicator 03 
Introduction/ adoption of new/ 
improved technologies in agricultural
inputs 

Source 01: Ministry of 
Agriculture progress 
monitoring reports 
Source 02: Reports of the 
concerned provincial 
departments 

(3) 

Result-Oriented Annual Report ROAR

1)
UNDP Result-Oriented Annual Report ROAR

ROAR Regional Bureau ROAR
ROAR Country Office ROAR ROAR

2001 UNDP ROAR UNDP 6

Country Office ROAR
Country Office ROAR 10

2)
UNDP
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Operation Support Group OSG

OSG

3
UNDP RB Budgeting: 

Results-based budgeting
RB budgeting

1
2 1

2 1 3 2

(4) 

UNDP Outcome 
Evaluation OE Assessment of Development 
Results ADR

UNDP
Outcome Evaluation OE Evaluation Office

Assessment of Development Results:ADR

1) Outcome Evaluation OE
OE

1 2 4
7 6 OE

100

OE
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OE

Outcome status

Underlying factors
UNDP UNDP contribution UNDP

Partnership strategy) UNDP

OE
SRF Strategic Results 

Framework

3-11
3

3-11 OE

1 2

UNDP

2 3
UNDP

4 5

UNDP
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2) Assessment of Development Results: ADR 
UNDP

ROAR

ADR
UNDP

5 5 10 ADR

UNDP

UNDP

ADR

ADR UNDP UNDP

UNDP

 UNDP

 MDGs 
 UNDAF 
 Global/Regional Cooperation Framework 

ADR
5 UNDP

UNDP
UNDP
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ADR

ADR UNDP
NGO

3

UNDP
ADR

purposive 
sampling

5 UNDP

UNDP UNDP
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3-5 ADR

Country Evaluation: Assessment of Development Results (First draft, July 2002) , p.11 

3)
UNDP

UNDP

UNDP

4)
UNDP

OE

UNDP 10

2)
( ) ADR

(ADR )

UNDP UNDP

UNDP

UNDP

( )

UNDP

UNDP

1)
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3 12 UNDP (CPD)

Programme 
component 

Country programme outcomes, including 
outcome indicators, baselines and targets Country programme outputs Output indicators, baselines and targets Role of partners 

Indicative 
resources by 

goal
(in United 

States dollars)
National priority or goals: (a) Reduce poverty through stable and equitable growth across sectors, socio-economic groupings, and regions based on free enterprise with preferential treatment of the poor 
and the vulnerable; (b) Raise agricultural productivity and rural household income by modernizing the agriculture and fisheries sector, increase access to agricultural credit, and expand 
skill-acquisition programmes to help agricultural workers to secure jobs in other sectors; (c) Promote social equity in agriculture through asset distribution. 

Intended UNDAF outcome:  By 2009, incomes of both women and men among poverty groups in priority areas will be increased by expanding sustainable livelihoods and community enterprises, 
decent work and increased productivity, managed population growth through public-private partnerships, and enabling policies and assets reform measures.

Relevant government and 
non-governmental 
institutions are able to 
formulate, implement and 
monitor targeted pro-poor 
programmes.  

Level of operational knowledge, skills and ability of 
staff on poverty reduction  
Percentage of local poverty reduction actions plan 
developed and operationalized 
Percentage of public-private partnerships formed 
for poverty reduction 
Extent of social protection coverage. 

An integrated, localized, 
MDG, human rights-based 
poverty monitoring and 
mapping system is 
developed and 
institutionalized.

Updated national poverty map and functioning 
monitoring system 
Operational data base system at national and local 
levels
Survey and map of informal sector workers 

Poor and vulnerable groups 
possess appropriate skills 
and access to market and 
finance to develop 
agricultural/non-agricultural 
medium-size enterprises. 

Percentage increase in borrowers in target 
under-serviced areas 
Percentage increase of clients from lower income 
groups 
Number of micro-entrepreneurs trained by service 
providers 

MYFF goal: 
Achieving the MDGs 
and reducing human 
poverty 

Greater participation by citizens, particularly 
the poor and vulnerable in development 
planning, budgeting and monitoring, with a 
special focus on vulnerable groups.  

Indicators:  
Percentage increase in access to basic social 
services by the poor and vulnerable groups. 
Percentage decrease of families below the 
national poverty threshold. 
Extent of representation of the 14 basic 
sectors in key governance institutions. 
Percentage of policy and planning 
frameworks developed with focus on the 
vulnerable.

Poor and vulnerable groups 
are better able to 
sustainably develop /manage 
resources.

Number of Certificate of Ancestral Domain Title 
awarded 
Number of Ancestral Domain Sustainable 
Development Protection Plan implemented 
Percentage increase of viable enterprises for 
agrarian reform beneficiaries and other identified 
vulnerable groups 

National and local 
governments – 
executing or 
implementing 
agencies. 
NGOs and civil 
society: 
implementing or 
collaborating agencies. 
Private sector: 
collaborating agencies 
Donors and United 
Nations organizations: 
funding and 
collaborating agencies 

Regular
resources:
$2,100

Other 
resources:
$3,000
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3-2-3 DFID

(1)

DFID Public Service Agreement PSA

1998 Spending Review
3 Public Service Agreement PSA DFID

DFID PSA
2 PSA 2003 2006 DFID

PSA 4 6
1 PSA 2000 2002

MDGs PSA

DFID 4 PSA
3

Public Sector Agreement PSA 50

Division Division Plan

Division

DFID

                                                 
49 PSA 15 P23
50 PSA Aim Objective Performance Target

Board Management 

Division 

68
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(2)

DFID Country Assistance Plan

DFID Country Assistance Plan 3 5
MDGs DFID

Annual Business Plan
DFID 1. PRSP

PRSP
2. DFID

3-6 3.
3-12

(3)

DFID
DFID

1)
DFID

PSA
Regional Division

3 5 Country 
Assistance Plan

DFID Departmental Report PSA Autumn 
Performance Report

4 3
51 DFID

PRISM

                                                 
51
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2)
DFID Corporate Performance and Knowledge Sharing Finance and 

Corporate Performance Division FCPD Corporate Strategy Group CSG
CSG

PSA

Policy Division
DFID

3)

68 DFID

(2)

Country and Regional Strategy Review 8

1) Country and Regional Strategy Review52

DFID 2001 Country and Regional Strategy Review 8
DFID

TOR 8

2
9

8

MDGs DFID

                                                 
52 DFID Draft Synthesis Report on CPE, Annex 4
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8

2
DFID

Strategic Performance 
Review DFID

2002
3

) 53

3 DFID

2004 6

TOR

TOR

TOR1: DFID

DFID

TOR2: DFID

DFID

                                                 
53
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TOR3:
DFID

DFID
DFID

TOR4:
TOR5:

TOR

TOR6:
DFID

)

Country and Regional Strategy Review

DFID
3

4
6 3 4 Country and Regional 

Strategy Review
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3

Country and Regional Strategy Review





97

3-13 DFID
CAP Objective 2: To help improve and diversify the livelihoods of the rural poor 

Indicators Baseline 
(where 
appropriate) 

Progress 

Outcome 2A: More responsive 
productive services for 
the rural poor  

1. More farmers in severely food 
deficit areas receive needs-based 
agricultural, livestock, forest, 
irrigation, financial & market 
services 

PMU/MOAC/A
PP/monitoring 
data 

Over
period of 
the CAP: 

Support demand-led 
agricultural and forest 
services in 30 
conflict-affected and 
deprived districts 

2. District extension and farmer 
initiative fund mechanisms 
established in at least 6 new 
districts  

3. Numbers of poor and excluded 
producers accessing these funds 

4. LFP extended to mid west region 

5.No district 
extension and 
farmer
initiative 
mechanisms 
yet established

Annual:Main
Activi
ty: 

Develop sustainable market 
mechanisms for high value 
agricultural seed 

5. Seed sector support extended to Mid 
Western Region 

6. Seed sector services company 
(SSSC) at least breaking even

Outcome 2B: Rural poor have better 
access to food, 
employment and 
market opportunities 

7. Increased household food security 
8. Increased rural employment   
9. Access to main market outlets 

WFP/PMU/MO
AC monitoring 
data; 
MoPE data 
MOAC data 

Over
period of 
the CAP: 

Develop and implement a 
district level support 
strategy for rural 
enterprise development  

10. DFID strategy and funding 
mechanism developed and agreed 

Annual:

Support improved sector 
policy and programming in 
forestry, agriculture, rural 
infrastructure and food 
security taking account of 
long-term environmental 
trends 

11. MTEF allocations and expenditure 
reflects rural poverty priorities 

12. Poverty-environment linkages 
reflected in: 
a.National strategy for rural 

infrastructure development 
b.MTEF prioritisation criteria 
c. APP Impact Monitoring 
d.National Forest Master Plan 

Ensure better coordination 
of DFID’s projects and 
programmes consistent 
with decentralisation 

13. Better co-ordinated district based 
programmes 

Main
Activi
ty: 

Help Government assess 
the impact of WTO 
membership on the poor & 
develop appropriate 
policies 

14. Impact assessed and appropriate 
policy responses agreed 

Outcome 2C: Improved rural 
transport networks 
and related livelihood 
opportunities

15. Numbers of districts connected to 
Strategic Road Network increased 
(at least 4 connected by RAP) 

16. Percentage of road building groups 
(RBGs) engaged in enterprise 
activities post-construction 

58  out of 75 
district 
headquarters 
connected 

Over
period of 
the CAP: 

Main
Activi
ty: 

Support Government to 
build feeder and district 
roads with labour-based 
and environmentally sound 
methods

17. Lengths of roads constructed (km)
18. Percentage of RBGs managing funds 

to improve livelihoods. 

Annual: 
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3-2-4 DANIDA

(1)

DANIDA Performance Measurement Framework PMF

DANIDA
54

Performance Measurement Framework PMF 55

DANIDA DANIDA
15

DANIDA
56

Quality Assurance Unit QAU
Department of Quality Assurance Aid Management Guidelines

PMF
technical specialists 50

(2)

DANIDA Country Strategy
Annual Business Plan

DANIDA 15 Country 
Strategy

Annual Business Plan VPA:

2005 Annual 
Business Plan

                                                 
54 2 ODA GNP 1 0.7
55 2003
56
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BOX3-6

identification study 6 8

DANIDA coherence

2001 2 QAU

TV

5 MoU

Steering Committee

TOR

aid management guidelines

8

PMF 57

BOX3-6

                                                 
57 30 DKK
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(3)

DANIDA 2

1)
DANIDA

1
2 Country and Sector Programme Assessment

Annual 
Business Plan

BOX3-7.  

Country and Sector Programme Assessment

1

Review Aide Memoire Steering committee

Sector and Programme Review DANIDA

Format for Assessing the Progress of a Sector Programme BOX3-6 

Format for Representation’s Assessment of Country Programme 

QAU

Annual Performance Report

Country and Sector Programme Assessment
Annual Business Plan

Annual Performance Report
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PMF Annual Performance Report 2003 5
Performance Review 2

Annual Business Plan
20

4

PRSP

DANIDA

2)
DANIDA PMF

Performance Review
QAU

PMF
DANIDA 15 programme countries

2 Country 
and Sector Programme Assessment

3)

(4)

DANIDA

1)
DANIDA

2)
DANIDA DANIDA

DANIDA
9 15

5 3
5
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DANIDA
DANIDA

1993 2000 1997 2000
2002

DANIDA
DANIDA

SPS DAC 5

5

BOX3-8.  Format for assessing the progress of the sector programmes58

This form is to be completed in connection with the Sector Review (SR) and to be signed 
by the TAS team leader and the Embassy.

1. Name of programme: 
2. File number.:  
3. Time frame for programme: 
4. Amount: 
5. Period covered by report:
6. Team leader 

1. Fulfilment of sector programme objectives

a  (  )   b  (  )  c (  )   d  (  ) 
Describe the extent to which progress has been achieved in fulfilling the general 
objectives of the sector programme59

2. Sector policy 

a  (  )   b  (  )  c (  )   d  (   ) 

Assess the national strategy for the sector with respect to a) relevance b) consistency c) 
the existence of well-defined targets and indicators  
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3. The willingness of the Government to pursue and implement the strategy within 
national sector programmes 

a  (  )   b  (  )  c (  )   d  (   ) 

Assess the Government’s efforts to coordinate development assistance within the sector 
and ensure that it is both institutionally and financially integrated in the national 
systems

4. Fulfilment of the indicators set up for the development of the programme60

a  (  )   b  (  )  c (  )   d  (  ) 
Describe the extent to which the annual target figures for the programme have shown 
positive development. Make proposals for decisions with a view to ensuring the 
necessary correction of problems that have arisen. 

If there is any need to identify indicators and annual targets (figures) for the 
programme or individual components before the next SR, this should be specified. 

5. Evaluation of the approach of other donors to supporting sector programming 

a (  )   b  (  )  c (  )   d  (  ) 

Explain choice on the basis of an assessment of the approach of the 3-4 most important 
bilateral  donors. 

6.  Progress in relation to receiving budget support 

a  (  )   b  (  )  c (  )   d  (  ) 

Describe the preliminary conditions that exist for granting budget support within the 
sector, or the measures necessary for ensuring these conditions61.

7. Fulfilment of the objectives for the cross-cutting issues62

Gender equality  a  (  )   b  (  )  c (  )   d  (  ) 
Environment  a  (  )   b  (  )  c (  )   d  (  ) 
Human rights and Democracya  (  )   b  (  )  c (  )   d  (  ) 

Grounds (in brief) for choice of rating and indication of any plans for solving identified 
problems. 
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8.  Risk assessment 

Describe the way in which the risk elements indicated in the programme document 
have developed during the period in question. 

9. Summary of areas where follow-up/decisions are necessary, indicating time and 
where the responsibility for the follow-up lies (programme, Embassy or Ministry of 
Foreign Affairs) 

There should be clear proposals for action where c and d are crossed off.  

This form is a supplement to the Sector Review Agreement (SRA) with a view to 
ensuring that core problems are made visible and that decisions are made to solve 
problems that have arisen. 

Signed in                       (date)                 2002 

-------------------------------------------------                                                 
--------------------------------------------------------- 
Team leader     Embassy 

                                                 
58 The starting point of the assessment is the following categories:

A. Very satisfactory. No need to adjust plans and strategy
B. Satisfactory. Minor problems may arise and small adjustments may be necessary.
C. Less satisfactory. Adjustments to plans and strategy are necessary
D Quite unsatisfactory. The sustainability of the activities is endangered. Considerable 

adjustments/re-organisation necessary
59 CF. Sector programme document (SPSD).
60 Cf. format for “Outcome measurement on the basis of national poverty strategies”
61 ” Guidelines for granting budget support in Danish development assistance” January 1999, should be 
used as a basis for the evaluation
62 The analysis takes its point of departure in the objectives of the country strategy and the SRA for the 
individual sector programmes.
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3-2-5. USAID 

(1)

USAID

USAID
1993 GPRA: 

Government Performance and Results Act

USAID 1994

1995 USAID USAID Policies and Procedures 201.
202. 203.

1999 2000 USAID

2002 1995 3

USAID USAID-State Strategic Plan
2004 SO Strategic 

Objectives
3-7

(2)

USAID
Strategic Objectives

USAID USAID-State Department Strategic 
Plan SO 2004

2009 4 SO
12 BOX3-9 

Annual Performance Plan
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3-7 RF

Source: USAID/Jordan SO2 – Water Resources Objective Activities Description 
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BOX3-9. USAID 2004-2008

SO1:

SO2:

SO3:

SO4:

USAID Regional
Bureau 63 Pillar Bureau

SO
4

USAID

SO
SO SO 64

Assistant Administrator of Regional Bureau SO
USAID SO

Intermediate Results IR SO IR
3-7 USAID

IR SO
Performance Management Plan

                                                 
63 USAID

4 3
64 SO

SO
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(3)

USAID
Annual Reporting

2001

1) Annual Reporting
USAID Performance Accountability Report

BOX3-10
SO USAID

Bureau of 
Policy and Program Coordination

USAID

SO USAID
Agency-level Common Indicators

Selected Performance Measures
SO

12
USAID Annual 

Performance Plan Performance and Accountability Report
USAID

SO SO

3 1 Intensive 
Program Review

SO

2) Annual Reporting System
USAID Field Mission

USAID Strategic Objectives 15 20
Results Review and Resource Request

R4 6000 8000
USAID
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BOX3-10 Annual Report 6

2001 2004 2003

2004 6

2004 http://www.dec.org/partners/ar04public/

Bureau

Country Overview) 

USAID

USAID

CBJ(Congressional Budget Justification) SO

SO

SO

USAID SO 1 SO

2 3

SO SO

SO

2003 3

2004

SO Performance Management Plan

3

Performance Data Table
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Performance Data Table

2004

USAID
USAID

65

2001
66

3
USAID

3
context indicator

USAID

2004

                                                 
65 Leon S. Waskin, “Talking Points of Technical Workshop on Results-Based Management”, Paper presented 
at the International Round Table on Better Measuring, Monitoring for Development Results, June 5 and 6, 
2002 at the World Bank headquaters.
66 Office of management and budget, president office
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3
SO

SO

Strategic Budgeting Model aid effectiveness theory

(3)

1)
USAID

Annual Reporting

USAID SO

SO SO 1

2)

USAID
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3-2-6. Sida CIDA UNICEF

(1) Sida 

Sida
Country Strategy :CS

4

Sida

4 CS
4

Sida CS

CS

Sida

(2)

1)
2002 PME

PME

8

2004 1 5

2002

PME Project Monitoring and Evaluation)
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PRSP

2)
3

3
3

PME

(3) BMZ /GTZ 

2002

Country Strategy Paper BMZ GTZ KfW

1) Country Strategy Papers
2002

67

Country Strategy Papers CSP
GTZ

KfW BMZ
CSP Quality Control Division
Priority Strategy Paper

1999 2000

CSP 68

GTZ
BMZ

                                                 
67 146 partner countries 70

10 15 priority partner countries 3 partner countries
1

68
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2)
3 3 4

country priority process

GTZ

GTZ direct 
outcome input
activities project/program output use of output by others direct outcome result of 
use Impact attribution gap

(4) CIDA 

1)
CIDA Accountability Framework development 

result management result enabling result 3

CDPF Country Development Policy Framework 5
69

Performance Measurement Framework
CDPF PRSP

Policy Branch
20 CDPF

2003 12 international policy review
aid effectiveness maximum impact

65 100

2)

CIDA
3 Auditor General CIDA

CIDA

                                                 
69 5 8 10 4 7

CDPF 3 4
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(5) UNICEF 

UNICEF UNDAF
2002

UNICEF UNDAF
UNICEF UNICEF

Mid-term Strategic Plan MTSP UNICEF
MTSP 2002

1 IMEP Integrated Monitoring and Evaluation Plan
5

DFID 2002
2003
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4-1 

2 JICA JICA

3

JICA

70

71

72

                                                 
70

71 performance measurement
programme evaluation

Unites States General Accounting Office ,1998, 
Performance Measurement and Evaluation: Definition and Relationships
72

JICA

116



JICA 2004

4-2 

(1) 

73

2 58

116 54 27
56

30 29

(2) 

2

10 1

                                                 
73

(performance accountability)
(process accountability)

SIDA 2004

117



1 2
10 15

68 33 3 19

3 5

104 37 24
19

2
(1)

3 5

(3) 

JICA JICA

2 3

3

74

                                                 
74

(plausibility)

118



JICA

JICA

JICA

JICA

75

JICA

76

4-3 

JICA

(1) JICA
(2)JICA (3)
(4)JICA

(1) 

                                                 
75

76 JICA

119



JICA

4-1

JICA

77

JICA

4-1

JICA
JICA

4-1 Y
HIV/AIDS

PRSP

JICA

PRSP SWAPs

78

                                                 
77

78

120



JICA

JICA

4-1

79

JICA JICA

JICA

80

(2) JICA
JICA

(3)

(1)
JICA

JICA

JICA

JICA

DAC

                                                 
79

80 2 PLM

121



4-1 

(3) JICA
(1)

(2)

4-1 1

4-1 A JICA JICA A
JICA

A
A

122



JICA

 (4) 

JICA

JICA
ODA

JICA

JICA
proxy indicator

123



JICA

81

TOR

                                                 
81

JICA
JICA

124



4-1 A
(A )

(9)

WHO 

7

F% G%

(15)

WHO 

(6)

UN

(35)

USAID 

(15)

WHO 

JICA

X

(5)

4

HIV/AIDS

H I

HIV/AIDS

J% K

(0)

JICA

Y (3)

(10)

UNICEFUS

AID

DANIDA 

(20)

JICA

Z

4

(6)
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