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QA Questionnaire:

Strategic Status: Complete Quality Rating: Exemplary

1. Did the project pro-actively identified changes to the external environment and incorporated them into the project strategy?

3: The project team has identified relevant changes in the external environment that may present new opportunities or threats to the
project's ability to achieve its objectives and the assumptions have been tested to determine if the project's strategy is still valid. There is
evidence that the project board has considered the implications, and documented any changes needed to the project in response. (all must
be true)

2: The project team has identified relevant changes in the external environment that may present new opportunities or threats to the
project's ability to achieve its objectives. There is some evidence that the project board discussed this, but relevant changes may not have
been fully integrated in the project. (both must be true)

1: The project team may have considered relevant changes in the external environment since implementation began, but there is no
evidence that the project team has considered changes to the project as a result.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Depuis des années, la crise sociale et politique qui prévaut dans le pays avait ralenti les activités de mise en ceuvre et fragilisé
I'avancée du projet. En raison de la situation sécuritaire tendue dans la région sud de la capitale, les déplacements dans les zones
d'exécution du projet et les missions sur le terrain étaient limités. En plus de cette situation socio-politique, la pandémie de Covid-
19 dont les premiers cas ont été découverts dans le pays début mars 2020 - quelques mois seulement avant le lancement du
projet - a eu des impacts négatifs importants sur les résultats du projet. En effet, tel que requis par les autorités sanitaires
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haitiennes, il a été demandé au personnel du projet de limiter leurs déplacements sur le terrain. Encore une fois, cette situation
avait ralenti et retardé les activités de mise en ceuvre du projet. Fort de ce constat, il n'était pas possible pour les partenaires
d'exécution du projet- MdE et PNUD - d'atteindre les résultats escomptés dans la période initialement prévue. Vu les contraintes
pour finaliser les activités du projet dans la période initialement prévue et la nécessité pour les partenaires de mise en ceuvre de
prendre les mesures adéquates pour atteindre les résultats du projet; le Comité de Pilotage avait décidé de : a) allonger la période
de mise en ceuvre du projet. Cette extension n'entrainait aucun colt supplémentaire pour le Gouvernement de la République de
I'Inde; b) allouer des fonds additionnels de 25,000.00 USD - des Fonds propres du PNUD - aux activités de supervision et
d'engagement / consultation des parties prenantes afin de faciliter la bonne marche des travaux sur le terrain. De plus, pour
assurer la durabilté des résultats du projet, le PNUD avait encore alloué environ 10 000 USD de ses fonds propres en 2023 pour la
mise en oeuvre des activités de renforcement de capacités au profit des comités locaux de gestion des systémes.

2. Was the project aligned with the thematic focus of the Strategic Plan?

3: The project responds at least one of the development settings as specified in the Strategic Plan (SP) and adopts at least one Signature
Solution and the project's RRF includes at all the relevant SP output indicators. (all must be true)

2: The project responds to one of the three areas of development work as specified in the Strategic Plan. The project's RRF includes at
least one SP output indicator, if relevant. (both must be true)

1: While the project may respond to a partner's identified need, this need falls outside the UNDP Strategic Plan. Also select this option if

none of the relevant SP indicators are included in the RRF.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Mis en ceuvre conjointement par le PNUD et le Ministéere de I'Environnement (MDE), le projet contribue a I'atteinte de plusieurs
obectifs de développement durable dont les ODD 6 et 7. Ce projet répond aux orientations de la Contribution Déterminée
Nationale (CDN) de 2015 et aux priorités identifiées dans le PANA en donnant I'acces a I'eau aux agriculteurs dans les plaines
d'Aquin et de Baconnois dans les départements du Sud et des Nippes via l'installation de 8 systemes de pompages d'eau a base
d'énergie solaire PV, et de contribuer du méme coup a éviter les émissions de gaz a effet de serre. L'installation et la mise en
service des 8 systemes de pompage d'eau amélioreront l'acces des femmes et des filles a I'eau et la capacité d'irrigation des terres
agricoles. Une attention est portée a I'engagement des femmes, des jeunes et des personnes a mobilité réduite dans la gestion

sociale de I'eau dans les zones du projet.
Relevant Status: Complete Quality Rating: Highly Satisfactory

3. Are the project’s targeted groups, and particularly those marginalized, vulnerable and left further behind (LNOB), being
systematically engaged, with a priority focus on the discriminated and marginalized, to ensure the project leaves no one behind (LNOB)
and remains relevant for them?

3: Systematic and structured feedback was collected over the project duration from a representative sample of beneficiaries, with a
priority focus on the discriminated and marginalized, as part of the project's monitoring system. Representatives from the targeted groups
were active members of the project's governance mechanism (i.e., the project board or equivalent) and there is credible evidence that their
feedback informs project decision making. (all must be true)

2: Targeted groups were engaged in implementation and monitoring, with a priority focus on the discriminated and marginalized.
Beneficiary feedback, which may be anecdotal, was collected regularly to ensure the project addressed local priorities. This information was
used to inform project decision making. (all must be true to select this option)

1: Some beneficiary feedback may have been collected, but this information did not inform project decision making. This option should
also be selected if no beneficiary feedback was collected

Not Applicable

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

The communities where these water pumping systems are installed greatly participate in the implementation of the project. The
populations who live there are conscientious of the contribution of such initiatives to local development. As Python Ferdinand,
resident of Baconnois (1st section of Anse a Veau), testifies: “...we have the land, but we do not have the water resources necessary
for agriculture. This project comes at the right time to address this water shortage. It will encourage us to cultivate the land to
produce food, and face famine..."

Odny Pierre-Louis, a beneficiary deeply involved in the implementation of the project and a member of the managing committee
of the solar pumping systems, says that the project will have a big impact on the community. “Since Aquin is an arid area, the solar
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pumping systems will improve the lives of the entire population through food production. Don't forget that water is life, that's the
reason for saying that.”

Nick Rene Hartmann, former UNDP Haiti Resident Representative said: “The sharing of experiences among peers living similar
realities will promote the acceptance and appropriation of new concepts and tools for international development. The solar water
pumping project that we are implementing in Haiti is an example of the mutual solidarity between Haiti and India which UNDP has
been proud to facilitate and implement. We hope that the results of this pilot initiative in the areas of agriculture and sanitation will
also have a positive impact on other development areas, including poverty reduction, environment and gender equality.”

4. Did the project generate knowledge, and lessons learned (i.e., what has worked and what has not) and has this knowledge informed
management decisions to ensure the continued relevance of the project towards its stated objectives, the quality of its outputs and the
management of risk?

3: Knowledge and lessons learned from internal or external sources (gained, for example, from Peer Assists, After Action Reviews or
Lessons Learned Workshops) backed by credible evidence from evaluation, corporate policies/strategies, analysis and monitoring were
discussed in project board meetings and reflected in the minutes. There is clear evidence that changes were made to the project to ensure
its continued relevance. (both must be true)

2: Knowledge and lessons learned backed by relatively limited evidence, drawn mainly from within the project, were considered by the
project team. There is some evidence that changes were made to the project as a result to ensure its continued relevance. (both must be
true)

1: There is limited or no evidence that knowledge and lessons learned were collected by the project team. There is little or no evidence
that this informed project decision making.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

The facilitation of the establishment of a reliable partnership between the well-experienced Indian firm -SHAKTI PUMPS- and
Haitian technicians including the local firm for implementing the project has created an effective knowledge transfer channel by
which local technicians are getting necessary skills for modeling and then replicating such kinds of solar water pumping project.
Furthermore, the participation of the project in symposium on the green energies contributes to promote the reliable results of the
cooperation existing between India and Haiti. Based on the project activities and achievements, an exchange Forum has been
organized to offer local and national actors the opportunity to discuss about the importance of groundwater management and

usage and the challenges they are facing. It has been recognized as a good practice by the scientific and social members of the
workshops.

5. Was the project sufficiently at scale, or is there potential to scale up in the future, to meaningfully contribute to development
change?
3: There was credible evidence that the project reached sufficient number of beneficiaries (either directly through significant coverage of
target groups, or indirectly, through policy change) to meaningfully contribute to development change.
2: While the project was not considered at scale, there are explicit plans in place to scale up the project in the future (e.g. by extending
its coverage or using project results to advocate for policy change).
1: The project was not at scale, and there are no plans to scale up the project in the future.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Access to water has always been very difficult in rural communities in Haiti. In Aquin, Baconnois and Fonds-Des-Negres, few
manual water pumps with a very low flow existed before the project. These small manual systems were used to pump water for
household use and for feeding the cattle. Water users especially in Baconnois often traveled for miles to collect water. The project
actually allows around 40 000 people in 3 municipalities to have access to water through the commissioning of 8 sustainable solar
water pumping systems. The water is being used for sanitation and irrigation.

Principled Status: Complete Quality Rating: Satisfactory

6. Were the project's measures (through outputs, activities, indicators) to address gender inequalities and empower women relevant
and produced the intended effect? If not, evidence-based adjustments and changes were made.

3: The project team has systematically gathered data and evidence through project monitoring on the relevance of the measures to
address gender inequalities and empower women. Analysis of data and evidence were used to inform adjustments and changes, as
appropriate. (both must be true)
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2: The project team had some data and evidence on the relevance of the measures to address gender inequalities and empower
women. There is evidence that at least some adjustments were made, as appropriate. (both must be true)

1: The project team had limited or no evidence on the relevance of measures to address gender inequalities and empowering women.
No evidence of adjustments and/or changes made. This option should also be selected if the project has no measures to address gender
inequalities and empower women relevant to the project results and activities.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

So far, about 60 women heads of household have been identified, consulted, and involved in the implementation of project
activities. Some of these women were to be trained in the use of the solar pumping system.

The project has facilitated trainings on water management in times of disaster and emergency response for 18 people, and has
reached about 100 people through presentations and public awareness campaigns and participation in a regional fair on water and
sanitation held in Les Cayes in March 2022.

To ensure its sustainability, the India-UN Fund-supported project has adopted two key approaches.

First, from the beginning, the project ensured the involvement and engagement of all stakeholders, especially people who would
be operating the technology and were involved in planning and implementation. This swiftly led to the ownership of the project by
local communities, particularly, the women selected for training and their families and friends.

Second, training women in the installation and maintenance of solar-powered pumping systems ensures that their knowledge and
empowerment will be sustained over years and generations, with women training other women and sharing their expertise and
achievements.

7. Were social and environmental impacts and risks successfully managed and monitored?

3: Social and environmental risks were tracked in the risk log. Appropriate assessments conducted where required (i.e., Environmental
and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) for High risk projects and some level of social and environmental assessment for Moderate risk projects
as identified through SESP). Relevant management plan(s) developed for identified risks through consultative process and implemented,
resourced, and monitored. Risks effectively managed or mitigated. If there is a substantive change to the project or change in context that
affects risk levels, the SESP was updated to reflect these changes. (all must be true)

2: Social and environmental risks were tracked in the risk log. Appropriate assessments were conducted where required (i.e.,
Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) for high/substantial-risk projects and targeted assessments for moderate risk projects as
identified through SESP). Relevant management plan(s) developed, implemented, and monitored for identified risks. Select this option for
SESP exempted projects and/or categorized as low risk through the SESP.

1: Social and environmental risks were tracked in the risk log. For projects categorized as High or Moderate Risk, there was no evidence
that social and environmental assessments completed and/or management plans or measures development, implemented or monitored.
There are substantive changes to the project or changes in the context but SESP was not updated. (any may be true)

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Ce n'est pas un projet a haut risque. Un journal des risques avec des mesures de mitigation a été élaboré, constamment mis a jour

et suivi.

8. Were grievance mechanisms available to project-affected people and were grievances (if any) addressed to ensure any perceived
harm was effectively mitigated?
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3: Project-affected people actively informed of UNDP's Corporate Accountability Mechanism (SRM/SECU) and how to access it. If the
project was categorized as High or Moderate Risk through the SESP, a project -level grievance mechanism was in place and project affected
people informed. If grievances were received, they were effectively addressed in accordance with SRM Guidance. (all must be true)

2: Project-affected people have been informed of UNDP's Corporate Accountability Mechanism and how to access it. If the project is
categorized as High Risk through the SESP, a project -level grievance mechanism is in place and project affected people informed. If
grievances have been received they are responded to but face challenges in arriving at a resolution. Select this option for SESP Exempted
projects.

1: Project-affected people was not informed of UNDP's Corporate Accountability Mechanism. If grievances were received, they were not
responded to. (any may be true)

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

C'est un projet a risque modéré. Le SRM et le GRM du bureau étaient mis en place.

Management & Monitoring Status: Complete Quiality Rating: Satisfactory

9. Was the project's M&E Plan adequately implemented?

3: The project had a comprehensive and costed M&E plan. Baselines, targets and milestones were fully populated. Progress data against
indicators in the project's RRF was reported regularly using credible data sources and collected according to the frequency stated in the Plan,
including sex disaggregated data as relevant. Any evaluations conducted, if relevant, fully meet decentralized evaluation standards, including
gender UNEG standards. Lessons learned, included during evaluations and/or After-Action Reviews, were used to take corrective actions
when necessary. (all must be true)

2: The project costed M&E Plan, and most baselines and targets were populated. Progress data against indicators in the project's RRF
was collected on a regular basis, although there was may be some slippage in following the frequency stated in the Plan and data sources
was not always reliable. Any evaluations conducted, if relevant, met most decentralized evaluation standards. Lessons learned were captured
but were used to take corrective actions. (all must be true)

1: The project had M&E Plan, but costs were not clearly planned and budgeted for, or were unrealistic. Progress data was not regularly
collected against the indicators in the project's RRF. Evaluations did not meet decentralized evaluation standards. Lessons learned were
rarely captured and used. Select this option also if the project did not have an M&E plan.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Un plan de travail annuel, y compris le cadre de résultats actualisé régulierement, est élaboré et approuvé par le board du projet.

10. Did the project's governance mechanism (i.e., the project board or equivalent) function as intended?

3: The project's governance mechanism operated well, and was a model for other projects. It met in the agreed frequency stated in the
project document and the minutes of the meetings were all on file. There was regular (at least annual) progress reporting to the project
board or equivalent on results, risks and opportunities. It is clear that the project board explicitly reviewed and used evidence, including
progress data, knowledge, lessons and evaluations, as the basis for informing management decisions (e.g., change in strategy, approach,
work plan.) (all must be true to select this option)

2: The project's governance mechanism met in the agreed frequency and minutes of the meeting are on file. A project progress report
was submitted to the project board or equivalent at least once per year, covering results, risks and opportunities. (both must be true to
select this option)

1: The project's governance mechanism did not meet in the frequency stated in the project document over the past year and/or the
project board or equivalent was not functioning as a decision-making body for the project as intended.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)
The steering committee worked normally. Regular reports are submitted to the Steering committee of the projetct which decided

jointly of major changes in the project implementation strategy

11. Were risks to the project adequately monitored and managed?

3: The project monitored risks every quarter and consulted with the key stakeholders, security advisors, to identify continuing and
emerging risks to assess if the main assumptions remained valid. There is clear evidence that relevant management plans and mitigating
measures were fully implemented to address each key project risk and were updated to reflect the latest risk assessment. (all must be true)
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2: The project monitored risks every year, as evidenced by an updated risk log. Some updates were made to management plans and
mitigation measures.

1: The risk log was not updated as required. There was may be some evidence that the project monitored risks that may affected the
project's achievement of results, but there is no explicit evidence that management actions were taken to mitigate risks.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Le journal des risques, y compris des mesures de mitigation, est actualisé annuellement

Efficient Status: Complete Quality Rating: Highly Satisfactory

12. Adequate resources were mobilized to achieve intended results. If not, management decisions were taken to adjust expected results
in the project's results framework.

Yes
No

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Initialement, le projet avait prévu d'installer 7 systémes. Finalement, 8 systemes de pompage d'eau solaire sont installés et mis en
service

13. Were project inputs procured and delivered on time to efficiently contribute to results?

3: The project had a procurement plan and kept it updated. The project quarterly reviewed operational bottlenecks to procuring inputs
in a timely manner and addressed them through appropriate management actions. (all must be true)

2: The project had updated procurement plan. The project annually reviewed operational bottlenecks to procuring inputs in a timely
manner and addressed them through appropriate management actions. (all must be true)

1: The project did not have an updated procurement plan. The project team may or may not have reviewed operational bottlenecks to
procuring inputs regularly, however management actions were not taken to address them.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Le projet régulierement révisait son plan d'achat

14. Was there regular monitoring and recording of cost efficiencies, taking into account the expected quality of results?

3: There is evidence that the project regularly reviewed costs against relevant comparators (e.g., other projects or country offices) or
industry benchmarks to ensure the project maximized results delivered with given resources. The project actively coordinated with other
relevant ongoing projects and initiatives (UNDP or other) to ensure complementarity and sought efficiencies wherever possible (e.g. joint
activities.) (both must be true)

2: The project monitored its own costs and gave anecdotal examples of cost efficiencies (e.g., spending less to get the same result,) but
there was no systematic analysis of costs and no link to the expected quality of results delivered. The project coordinated activities with
other projects to achieve cost efficiency gains.

1: There is little or no evidence that the project monitored its own costs and considered ways to save money beyond following standard
procurement rules.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

The projet coordonne ses activités avec celles d'autres projets en termes de logistique et de staff pour réduire ses dépenses et
avoir les mémes résultats attendus

Effective Status: Complete Quiality Rating: Satisfactory

15. Was the project on track and delivered its expected outputs?

Yes
No

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)
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8 systéemes de pompage solaire ont été installés, inaugurés par les autorités locales en collaboration avec le MDE et le PNUD, et
mis en service

16. Were there regular reviews of the work plan to ensure that the project was on track to achieve the desired results, and to inform
course corrections if needed?

3: Quarterly progress data informed regular reviews of the project work plan to ensure that the activities implemented were most likely
to achieve the desired results. There is evidence that data and lessons learned (including from evaluations /or After-Action Reviews) were
used to inform course corrections, as needed. Any necessary budget revisions were made. (both must be true)

2: There was at least one review of the work plan per year with a view to assessing if project activities were on track to achieving the
desired development results (i.e., outputs.) There may or may not be evidence that data or lessons learned were used to inform the review(s).
Any necessary budget revisions have been made.

1: While the project team may have reviewed the work plan at least once over the past year to ensure outputs were delivered on time,
no link was made to the delivery of desired development results. Select this option also if no review of the work plan by management took
place.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Un plan de travail annuel est régulierement révisé et soumis au board du projet pour approbation

17. Were the targeted groups, and particularly those marginalized, vulnerable and left further behind (LNOB), systematically identified
and engaged, prioritizing the marginalized and excluded, to ensure results were achieved as expected?

3: The project targeted specific groups and/or geographic areas, identified by using credible data sources on their capacity needs,
deprivation and/or exclusion from development opportunities relevant to the project's area of work. There is clear evidence that the targeted
groups were reached as intended. The project engaged regularly with targeted groups over the past year to assess whether they benefited
as expected and adjustments were made if necessary, to refine targeting. (all must be true)

2: The project targeted specific groups and/or geographic areas, based on some evidence of their capacity needs, deprivation and/or
exclusion from development opportunities relevant to the project's area of work. Some evidence is provided to confirm that project
beneficiaries are members of the targeted groups. There was some engagement with beneficiaries in the past year to assess whether they
were benefiting as expected. (all must be true)

1: The project did not report on specific targeted groups. There is no evidence to confirm that project beneficiaries are populations have
capacity needs or are deprived and/or excluded from development opportunities relevant to the project area of work. There is some
engagement with beneficiaries to assess whether they benefited as expected, but it was limited or did not occurred in the past year.

Not Applicable

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

The communities where these water pumping systems are installed greatly participate in the implementation of the project. The
populations who live there are conscientious of the contribution of such initiatives to local development. As Python Ferdinand,
resident of Baconnois (1st section of Anse a Veau), testifies: “...we have the land, but we do not have the water resources necessary
for agriculture. This project comes at the right time to address this water shortage. It will encourage us to cultivate the land to
produce food, and face famine..."

Odny Pierre-Louis, a beneficiary deeply involved in the implementation of the project and a member of the managing committee
of the solar pumping systems, says that the project will have a big impact on the community. “Since Aquin is an arid area, the solar
pumping systems will improve the lives of the entire population through food production. Don't forget that water is life, that's the
reason for saying that.”

18. If there is a digital or data technology solution in the project: have technology and data risks been addressed specifically for
closure, or continued use by partners or UNDP?

3: Yes, a) the implementation and closure followed good practices, such as UNDP’s digital standards and data principles; b) technology
sustainability risks are addressed: hosting, licenses, intellectual property, data ownership, code documentation, or partner capacity
(operations, maintenance and continued improvement); and c) post project scalability has been considered: digital public goods or
reusability for other UNDP units. (All must be true)

2: Specific technology and data risks have been partially addressed for project closure, next to Standard UNDP sustainability practices
and project risk management.

1: Standard UNDP sustainability practices and project risk management are applied, but no specific practices to address technology or
data risks are followed.
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The project did not utilize a data or digital technology solution.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

No use of data or digital technlogy solution

Sustainability & National Ownership Status: Complete Quality Rating: Highly Satisfactory

19. Were stakeholders and national partners fully engaged in the decision-making, implementation and monitoring of the project?

3: Only national systems (i.e., procurement, monitoring, evaluation, etc.) were used to fully implement and monitor the project. All
relevant stakeholders and partners were fully and actively engaged in the process, playing a lead role in project decision-making,
implementation and monitoring. (both must be true)

2: National systems (i.e., procurement, monitoring, evaluation, etc.) were used to implement and monitor the project (such as country
office support or project systems) were also used, if necessary. All relevant stakeholders and partners were actively engaged in the process,
playing an active role in project decision-making, implementation and monitoring. (both must be true)

1: There was relatively limited or no engagement with national stakeholders and partners in the decision-making, implementation
and/or monitoring of the project.

Not Applicable

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Deés le début du projet, un plan d'engagement et de consultation des partenaires a été préparé et appliqué. Les parties prenantes
et les partenaires ont activement participé au processus décisionnel

20. Were there regular monitoring of changes in capacities and performance of institutions and systems relevant to the project, as
needed, and were the implementation arrangements8 adjusted according to changes in partner capacities?

3: Changes in capacities and performance of national institutions and systems were assessed/monitored using clear indicators, rigorous
methods of data collection and credible data sources including relevant HACT assurance activities. Implementation arrangements were
formally reviewed and adjusted, if needed, in agreement with partners according to changes in partner capacities. (all must be true)

2: Aspects of changes in capacities and performance of relevant national institutions and systems were monitored by the project using
indicators and reasonably credible data sources including relevant HACT assurance activities. Some adjustment was made to implementation
arrangements if needed to reflect changes in partner capacities. (all must be true)

1: Some aspects of changes in capacities and performance of relevant national institutions and systems were monitored by the project,
however changes to implementation arrangements were not considered. Also select this option if changes in capacities and performance of
relevant national institutions and systems were not monitored by the project.

Not Applicable

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

N/A

21. Were the transition and phase-out arrangements were reviewed and adjusted according to progress (including financial
commitment and capacity).

3: The project's governance mechanism regularly reviewed the project's sustainability plan, including arrangements for transition and
phase-out, to ensure the project remained on track in meeting the requirements set out by the plan. The plan was implemented as planned
by the end of the project, taking into account any adjustments made during implementation. (both must be true)

2: There was a review of the project's sustainability plan, including arrangements for transition and phase-out, to ensure the project
remained on track in meeting the requirements set out by the plan.

1: The project may have had a sustainability plan but there was no review of this strategy after it was developed. Also select this option
if the project did not have a sustainability strategy.

Evidence (Enter a short explanation or upload a document that provides evidence for your response)

Le plan de durabilité du projet consiste surtout a faire approprier les résultats du projet par les bénéficiaires et a renforcer les
capacités organisationnelles des comités locaux pour une gestion durable des acquis du projet. Ainsi, le PNUD a financé de ses
fonds propores le programme de renforcement de capacités au profit des 8 comités locaux de gestion des systemes
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