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Portfolio/Project Date:

Strategic

Satisfactory

Continue as planned: The project is of sufficient quality to continue as planned. All
management actions must be addressed in a timely manner.

00080382
Sustainable Land Use Management in the Drylands of Arg

2014-09-01 / 2021-02-28

Quality Rating: Satisfactory

1. Is the project pro-actively identifying changes to the external environment and incorporating 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:

Los cambios en el contexto son considerados por la
cooridnacion y la direccién del proyecto y son luego

planteados al comité directivo del proyecto. Existe e
videncia parcial, a través de las minutas de estas re

uniones, de que las consideraciones de los cambios
en el contexto con discutidos y utilizados para la defi
nicion estratégica de las acciones a desarrollar dura

nte el afio.
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List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

2. Is the project aligned with the UNDP 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:

El Proyecto se enmarca tanto con el PE como con e
| CPD y proporciona datos para el IWF. Puntualment
e respecto del PE, se enmarca dentro de 2 de sus e
sferas: combatir la pobreza y mitigar los impactos d

el cambio climatico

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On
1 PlanEstratégicoPNUD2018-2021_578 202 matias.mottet@undp.org 10/11/2019 4:29:00 PM
(https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QA

FormDocuments/PlanEstratégicoPNUD2018-
2021_578_202.pdf)

Relevant Quality Rating: Satisfactory

3. Are the project’s targeted groups being systematically engaged, with a priority focus on the discriminated and
marginalized, to ensure the project remains relevant for them?
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3: Systematic and structured feedback has been collected over the past two years 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 are 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)

e 2: Targeted groups have been engaged in implementation and monitoring, with a priority focus on the
discriminated and marginalized. Beneficiary feedback, which may be anecdotal, has been collected over the
past year to ensure the project is addressing local priorities. This information has been used to inform project
decision making. (all must be true)

1: Some beneficiary feedback may have been collected over the past year, but this information has not been
used to inform project decision making. This option is also selected if no beneficiary feedback has been
collected.

Not Applicable

Evidence:

Todos los stekeholders son parte del proceso de to
ma de decision del proyecto a través de distintas ins
tancias, siendo la mas significativa el Comité Directi
vo del proyecto. Estos grupos fueron identificados d
urante la formulaicon de la idea conceptual y PIF del
proyecto, ejecutada entre 2012 y 2014. El foco del p
royecto es, en efecto, la mejora de las condiciones d
e vida de estos grupos vulnerables frente al avance
de la degradacion de la tierra en las 8 provincias en
las que el proyecto trabaja.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 PIMS4841SLMinArgentinaNWDrylandsJune matias.mottet@undp.org 10/11/2019 4:36:00 PM
3stPIF_578_203 (https://intranet.undp.org/ap
ps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/PIMS4841
SLMinArgentinaNWDrylandsJune3stPIF_578
_203.doc)

4. Is the project generating 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 have been 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,
have been 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 have been collected by the project team.
There is little or no evidence that this has informed project decision making.
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Evidence:

Desde el proyecto se sietematizan las lecciones apr

Implementation Print

endidas a través de boletines informativos que se co

mparten de manera publica con todos los socios del

proyecto.

List of Uploaded Documents

# File Name

1 Boletin_abril_2019_final_578_204 (https://int
ranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDoc
uments/Boletin_abril 2019 final 578 204.p
df)

2 Boletin_Agosto_2018 578_204 (https://intra
net.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocu
ments/Boletin_Agosto_2018_578_204.pdf)

3 Boletin_Diciembre_2018_578 204 (https://in
tranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDoc
uments/Boletin_Diciembre_2018_578_204.p
df)

4 Boletin_junio_2019_578 204 (https://intrane
t.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocume
nts/Boletin_junio_2019_578 204 .pdf)

5 Boletin_ene_feb_2019_final_578_ 204 (http
s:/lintranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFor
mDocuments/Boletin_ene_feb_2019_final_5
78_204.pdf)

6 Boletin_Julio_2018_v1_578_204 (https://intr
anet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocu
ments/Boletin_Julio_2018_v1_578_204.pdf)

7 Boletin_julio_2019_final_578_204 (https://int
ranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDoc
uments/Boletin_julio_2019_final_578_204.p
df)

8 Boletin_marzo_2019_final_578_204 (https://i
ntranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormD
ocuments/Boletin_marzo_2019_final_578_2
04.pdf)

9 Boletin_Septiembre_2018_578 204 (https://i
ntranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormD
ocuments/Boletin_Septiembre_2018_578_2
04.pdf)

10 Boletin_Octubre_2018_578_ 204 (https://intr
anet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocu
ments/Boletin_Octubre_2018_578 204.pdf)

Modified By

matias.mottet@undp.org

matias.mottet@undp.org

matias.mottet@undp.org

matias.mottet@undp.org

matias.mottet@undp.org

matias.mottet@undp.org

matias.mottet@undp.org

matias.mottet@undp.org

matias.mottet@undp.org

matias.mottet@undp.org
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Modified On
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10/15/2019 5:17:00 PM

10/15/2019 5:18:00 PM

10/15/2019 5:17:00 PM
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10/15/2019 5:18:00 PM

10/15/2019 5:18:00 PM

10/15/2019 5:18:00 PM

4/16


https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Boletin_abril_2019_final_578_204.pdf
https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Boletin_Agosto_2018_578_204.pdf
https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Boletin_Diciembre_2018_578_204.pdf
https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Boletin_junio_2019_578_204.pdf
https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Boletin_ene_feb_2019_final_578_204.pdf
https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Boletin_Julio_2018_v1_578_204.pdf
https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Boletin_julio_2019_final_578_204.pdf
https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Boletin_marzo_2019_final_578_204.pdf
https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Boletin_Septiembre_2018_578_204.pdf
https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Boletin_Octubre_2018_578_204.pdf

20/4/2020 Implementation Print

11 Boletin_noviembre_2018_final_578 204 (htt = matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 5:18:00 PM
ps:/lintranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFo
rmDocuments/Boletin_noviembre_2018_fina
|_578 204 .pdf)

12 Boletin_mayo_2019 final_578 204 (https://i = matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 5:19:00 PM
ntranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormD
ocuments/Boletin_mayo_2019_final_578_20
4.pdf)

5. Is the project sufficiently at scale, or is there potential to scale up in the future, to meaningfully contribute to
development change?

© 3: There is credible evidence that the project is reaching a 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 is currently not 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 is not at scale, and there are no plans currently to scale up the project in the future.

Evidence:

El Proyecto se encuentra a escala. Sin embargo, co
mo consecuencia de condiciones macro economica
s que exceden al proyecto, se solicitado una extensi
6n del mismo en funcion del saldo remanente de la

donacion.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

Principled Quality Rating: Satisfactory

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

© 2: The project team has 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 has 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:

El proyecto ha desarrollado una gran cantidad de ac
tividades vinculadas a la problematica de genero, co
n énfasis en la mujer rural y en su rol en el nucleo fa
miliar de las familias beneficiarias del proyecto. Eje
mplo de ello es que en los llamados a concurso de i
niciativas a ser financiadas desde el proyecto, se ha
incluido un apartado especifico relacionado con gen
ero como parte de la evaluacion técnica de cada pro
puesta.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 ANRpracticasMST_6_25092018_578 206 (h  matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:58:00 PM
ttps://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAF
ormDocuments/ANRpracticasMST_6_25092
018_578_206.doc)

7. Are social and environmental impacts and risks being successfully managed and monitored?

3: Social and environmental risks are 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 has been a substantive change to the project or
change in context that affects risk levels, the SESP is updated to reflect these changes. (all must be true)

e 2: Social and environmental risks are 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, implemented and monitored for identified risks. OR project is categorized as
Low risk through the SESP.

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

https://intranet-apps.undp.org/ProjectQA/Forms/ImplementationPrint?fid=578 6/16


https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/ANRpracticasMST_6_25092018_578_206.doc

20/4/2020

Evidence:

El proyecto no cuenta con un SESP o SESA dado q
ue este no era un requerimiento al momento de su f
ormulacion. Sin embargo se realiza un seguimiento
desde la Coordinacion del potencial impacto del pro
yecto en las areas donde lleva adelante tareas de ¢
ampo

List of Uploaded Documents

# File Name

No documents available.

Implementation Print

Modified By

Modified On

8. Are grievance mechanisms available to project-affected people and are grievances (if any) addressed to ensure
any perceived harm is effectively mitigated?

3: Project-affected people have been actively informed of UNDP’s Corporate Accountability Mechanism
(SRM/SECU) and how to access it. If the project is categorized as High or Moderate Risk through the SESP, a
project -level grievance mechanism is in place and project affected people informed. If grievances have been
received, they are 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.

1: Project-affected people not informed of UNDP’s Corporate Accountability Mechanism. If grievances have
been received they are not responded to. (any may be true)

Evidence:

Los Proyectos GEF cuentan con un mecanismo par
a la presentacion de denuncias denominado SECU

(Social Environmental Compliance Unit). El Proyect

0 no recibié ningun tipo de denuncia a través de est
a plataforma o a de otro canal, formal o informal. No
se presentaron denuncias de ningun tipo desde el in
icio de las actividades del proyecto

List of Uploaded Documents

# File Name

No documents available.

Modified By

https://intranet-apps.undp.org/ProjectQA/Forms/ImplementationPrint?fid=578

Modified On
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Management & Monitoring Quality Rating: Satisfactory

9. Is the project’'s M&E Plan sufficient and adequately implemented?

3: The project has a comprehensive and costed M&E plan. Baselines, targets and milestones are fully
populated. Progress data against indicators in the project’'s RRF is being 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, including during evaluations and/or After Action Reviews, are used
to take corrective actions when necessary. (all must be true)

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

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

Evidence:

#

El Proyecto cuenta con un Plan de Monitoreo imple
mentado desde PNUD. En cuanto a los indicadores
y metas definidos en | amatriz de marco légico, esto
s son actualizado sen base anual segun la normativ
a GEF a través del Project Implementation Review

List of Uploaded Documents

File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

10. Is project’s governance mechanism (i.e., the project board or equivalent) functioning as intended?

3: The project’s governance mechanism is operating well, and is a model for other projects. It has met in the
agreed frequency stated in the project document and the minutes of the meetings are on file. There is 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 reviews and uses 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 has met in the agreed frequency and the minutes of the meeting are
on file. A project progress report has been submitted to the project board or equivalent at least once in the past
year, covering results, risks and opportunities. (both must be true to select this option)

1: The project’s governance mechanism has not met in the frequency stated in the project document over the
past year and/or the project board or equivalent is not functioning as a decision-making body for the project as
intended.
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Evidence:

El Proyecto cuenta con un Comite Directivo Naciona
| conformado por los actores responsables y las con
trapartes identificadas en el documento de Proyect
o. Este comite se reune y sesiona por lo menos una
vez al afio a fin de aprobar los POAs y validar las ac
ciones desarrolladas por el poryecto durante el ejerc
icio anterior.

List of Uploaded Documents

File Name Modified By Modified On

MEMORIAS_REUNION_UEPPF_VFINAL 5  matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:46:00 PM
78_210 (https://intranet.undp.org/apps/Projec

tQA/QAFormDocuments/MEMORIAS_REUN

ION_UEPPF_VFINAL_578_210.pdf)

MEMORIASCOMITEDIRECTIVO_578_210 matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:46:00 PM
(https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QA

FormDocuments/MEMORIASCOMITEDIRE

CTIVO_578_210.pdf)

ActaComitéDirectivo-2areunion_578_210 (htt = matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:46:00 PM
ps://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFor

mDocuments/ActaComitéDirectivo-2areunion

_578_210.pdf)

80382MEMORIASCOMITEDIRECTIVO_578  matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:47:00 PM
_210 (https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQ

A/QAFormDocuments/80382MEMORIASCO

MITEDIRECTIVO_578_210.pdf)

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

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

1: The risk log has not been updated as required. There may be some evidence that the project has monitored
risks (including security risks or incidents) that may affect the project’s achievement of results, but there is no
explicit evidence that management actions have been taken to mitigate risks. In the case of a deteriorating
security environment, no consultation has occurred with the UNDP Security Office on appropriate measures.
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Evidence:

Los riesgos son actualizados en base anual y se for

malizan con cada revision del documento de proyect
o. La informacion relevada correspondiente a cada r
iesgo es luego utilizada para realizar manejo adapta
tivo y en caso de ser necesario modificar las accion

es y actividades planificadas para el ejercicio en cur
SO.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

Efficient Quality Rating: Satisfactory

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

® Yes
No
Evidence:

Los recursos asignados y movilizados resultaron ad
ecuados para el desarrollo de las actividades. El re

manente de la donacion sera utilizada a partir de 20
20 una vez recibida la autorizacion desde GEF para
realizar esta modificacion.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

13. Are project inputs procured and delivered on time to efficiently contribute to results?
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3: The project has an updated procurement plan. Implementation of the plan is on or ahead of schedule. The
project quarterly reviews operational bottlenecks to procuring inputs in a timely manner and addresses them
through appropriate management actions. (all must be true)

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

1: The project does not have an updated procurement plan. The project may or may not have reviewed
operational bottlenecks to procuring inputs in a timely manner, however management actions have not been
taken to address them.

Evidence:

Las compras del proyecto las lleva adelante la unida
d de la Secretaria de Ambiente denominada COPR
OCE. esta unidad es responsable de actualizar y val
idar el plan de adquisiciones de los proyectos. Esta
revision se realiza de manera anual y se valida a tra
vés del Comité Directivo y luego se formaliza a travé
s de la revision del documento de proyecto.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

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

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

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

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

Evidence:

La modalidad NIM faculta al proyecto a realizar el m
onitoreo de los costos asi como la organizacion de |
as adquisiciones a través de la COPROCE.
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List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

Effective Quality Rating: Satisfactory

15. Is the project is on track to deliver its expected outputs?

® Yes
No
Evidence:

El proyecto se encuentra encaminado a cumplir con
los objetivos planteados. Mas alla de esto, se ha soli
citado a GEF una extension en la fecha de finalizaci
6n del mismo, la cual permitira garantizar el cumpli
miento

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 ProjectExtensionRequestLDNOACUYO_578  matias.mottet@undp.org 10/11/2019 4:49:00 PM
_215 (https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQ
A/QAFormDocuments/ProjectExtensionRequ
estLDNOACUYO_578 215.docx)

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

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

© 2: There has been at least one review of the work plan per year to assess if project activities are on track to
achieving the desired development results (i.e., outputs.) There may or may not be evidence that data or
lessons learned has been 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
are delivered on time, no link has been made to the delivery of desired development results. Select this option
also if no review of the work plan by management has taken place over the past year.
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Evidence:

Los planes se actualizan en base anual de acuerdo
a lo indicado. En funcion de los hallazgos se llevan

adelante las revisiones del proyecto, adecuando los
planes de trabajo y de adquisiciones.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 80382_RevisionB_578_216 (https://intranet.u = matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:33:00 PM
ndp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/
80382_RevisionB_578_216.pdf)

2 RevisionC_578_216 (https://intranet.undp.or  matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:34:00 PM
g/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Revisi
onC_578_216.pdf)

3  80382_RevisionD_578_216 (https://intranet. matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:34:00 PM
undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocument
s/80382_RevisionD_578_216.pdf)

4 80382_RevisionE_578 216 (https://intranet.u  matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:35:00 PM
ndp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/
80382_RevisionE_578 216.pdf)

5  80382_RevisionF_578_ 216 (https://intranet.u = matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:35:00 PM
ndp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/
80382_RevisionF_578 216.pdf)

17. Are targeted groups being systematically identified and engaged, prioritizing the marginalized and excluded, to
ensure results are achieved as expected?

3: The project is targeting 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 are being reached as intended. The project has
engaged regularly with targeted groups over the past year to assess whether they are benefiting as expected
and adjustments were made if necessary to refine targeting. (all must be true)

© 2: The project is targeting 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 has
been some engagement with beneficiaries in the past year to assess whether they are benefiting as expected.
(all must be true)
1: The project does not report on specific targeted groups. There is no evidence to confirm that project
beneficiaries are deprived and/or excluded from development opportunities relevant to the project area of work.
There may have been some engagement with beneficiaries to assess whether they are benefiting as expected,
but it has been limited or has not occurred in the past year.
Not Applicable
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Evidence:

Los Proyectos financiados por GEF tienen la particul
aridad de concentrarse en el desarrollo de casos pil
oto con beneficiarios y regiones determinadas y esp
ecificas. El proyecto LD NOA Cuyo se concentra en
8 provincias argentinas e identifica grupos especific
os de trabajo en cada una de ellas segun propuesto
en el PIF inicial.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 MANEJO1_578_217 (https://intranet.undp.or =~ matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:36:00 PM
g/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/MAN
EJO1_578_217.DOC)

Sustainability & National Ownership Quality Rating: Satisfactory

18. Are 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.) are used to fully implement and
monitor the project. All relevant stakeholders and partners are 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.) are used to implement and monitor the
project, but other support (such as country office support or project systems) may also be used if necessary. All
relevant stakeholders and partners are fully and actively engaged in the process, playing an active role in
project decision-making, implementation and monitoring. (both must be true)
1: There is relatively limited or no engagement with national stakeholders and partners in the decision-making,
implementation and/or monitoring of the project.
Not Applicable

Evidence:

Uno de los principales productos del proyecto es la i
mplementacion de Planes de Accion Provincial (PA

Ps). Estos planes cuentan con la participacion de lo
s socios provinciales y los beneficiarios directos a ni
vel provincial.
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List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

19. There is regular monitoring of changes in capacities and performance of institutions and systems relevant to the
project, as needed. The implementation arrangements® have been adjusted according to changes in partner
capacities.

3: In the past two years, changes in capacities and performance of institutions and systems have been
comprehensively assessed/monitored using clear indicators, rigorous methods of data collection and credible
data sources including relevant HACT assurance activities. Implementation arrangements have been formally
reviewed and adjusted, if needed, in agreement with partners according to changes in partner capacities. (both
must be true)

© 2:Inthe past two years, aspects of changes in capacities and performance of relevant national institutions and
systems have been monitored by the project using indicators and reasonably credible data sources including
relevant HACT assurance activities. Some adjustment has been made to implementation arrangements if
needed to reflect changes in partner capacities. (both must be true)
1: Some aspects of changes in capacities and performance of relevant national institutions and systems may
have been monitored by the project, however changes to implementation arrangements have not been
considered. Also select this option if changes in capacities and performance of relevant national institutions and
systems have not been monitored by the project.
Not Applicable

Evidence:

El proyecto cuenta con una importante cantidad de
actividades en 8 provincias signatarias del proyecto
en calidad de otras partes responsables. Si bien se |
leva adelante un seguimiento de las capacidades de
las instituciones y agencias gubernamentales provin
ciales responsables de las acciones locales, no se |l
eva un registro formal de sus cambios

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

20. The transition and phase-out arrangements are reviewed regularly and adjusted according to progress (including
financial commitments and capacity).
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3: The project’'s governance mechanism has reviewed the project’s sustainability plan, including arrangements
for transition and phase-out, to ensure the project is on track in meeting the requirements set out by the plan.
The plan has been adjusted according to progress as needed. (both must be true)

© 2: There has been a review of the project’s sustainability plan, including arrangements for transition and phase-
out, to ensure the project is on track in meeting the requirements set out by the plan.
1: The project may have a sustainability plan, but there has not been a review of this strategy since it was
developed. Also select this option if the project does not have a sustainability strategy.

Evidence:

La contraparte ha solicitado una extension del proye
cto a fin de llevar actividades y recursos no utilizado
s hasta el primer trimestre de 2021 segun la normati
va GEF. Al momento de preparar este QA no se har
ecibido respuesta a esta solicitud.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 ProjectExtensionRequestLDNOACUYO_578  matias.mottet@undp.org 10/15/2019 4:26:00 PM
_220 (https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQ
A/QAFormDocuments/ProjectExtensionRequ
estLDNOACUYO_578_220.docx)

QA Summary/Project Board Comments

De acuerdo con la calificacion planteada
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