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

strategy?

3: The project teamn identified relevant changes in the external environment that may present new opportunities
or threats to the project's ability to achieve its objectives, assumptions were tested to determine if the project’s
strategy was valid. There is some evidence that the project board cansidered the implications, and documented
the changes needed fo the project in response. {all must be true)

2: The project team identiffed relevant changes in the exlernal environment that may present new opportunities
or threats 1o the project’s ability to achieve ils objectives. There is some evidence that the project board
discussed this, but relevant changes did not fully integrate in the project. {both must be frue)

1: The project team considered relevant changes in the external environment since implementation began, but
therez is no evidence that the project team considered thaese changes o the project as a result.

Evidence:

The project has applied for extension in order to co
mplete delaying activities dug to pandemic and recei
ved approval for @ month exiension until Aprit 18, 20
- 22, The Project Board had mandated the start of the
extension procedures at if's meefing in February 202

0.
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2. Was the project aligned with the themaiic focus of the Strategic Plan?

3: The project responded to at least one of the development seftings as specified in the Sirategic Plan (SP) and
adopted at least one Signature Soiution .The profect's RRF included all the refevant SP output indicators. (all
must be frue)

2: The project responded to at least one of the developments setlings? as specified in the Strategic Plan. The
project’s RRF included at least one SR output indicator, if relevant. (both must be irue)

1: While the project may have responded to a partner’'s identified need, this need falls outside of the UNDP
Strategic Plan. Also select this option if none of the relevant SP indicators are included in the RRF.

Evidence:



The project was aligned with the UNDP Strateqic Pl
an 2018-2021, in particutar, the Project operated wit
hin the Development Settings B. Accelerate siructur
al transformations for sustainable devetlcpment and
C. Build Resilience to shocks and crises and adopte
d the following 2 signature solutions in achieving its
objectives:

Signature solution 4 Promote nature-based solution
5 for a sustainable planet;

Signature solution 5: Close the energy gap _
Within the aforementioned development settings pro -
ject has contributed to the following indicators of the
RRF:

- Reduction of GHG emissions {tonnes),

- Area of land protected and/or reclaimed from salini
zation (#ha});

- Regulatory documents directly related to efficient w
ater use or energy consumption/savings leading to
GHG reductions are adopted at national and sub-nat '
ionat level and implementation started (#);
- Resources and co-funding mobilised by the Project
from state and other sources on water and energy ef :
ficiency, as well as land reclamation techniques (US
),

- Number of people directly benefitting from measur
es on better water management, efficient water use,
energy saving and fand degradation in Turkmenista
n

- Energy saving achieved by replacement and/for fixi
~ ng of old pumps {%);

- Area of land protected or reclaimed from salinisatio .
n as a resuit of demonstration projects {(#ha);

- Number of people direcily benefitting from measur
es on renewable energy water supply in remote loca
tions;

- Reduction in water loss between withdrawal and &
ntrance point of the Kaahka town Water Treatment F
acility (%);

- Direct energy savings due to decommissioning of u
p to 41 wells (MWhiyear).

- Programme for water measurerment is developed a
nd made operational at focus demonstrational sites
(Yes/Nao});

- Area of land protected andior reclaimed from salini
sation (ha#t);

- Number of people directly benefitting from measur
es on better water management, efficient water use,
energy saving and land degradation in Turkmenista
n. The Kaahka gravity driven water pipeline serves a
5 a nature based solution for sustainable developme
ntand solar systems installations in the villages locat
ed at the heart of Karakum intended to close the ene
rgy gap as they provide three villages with electricity.
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Relevant Quality Rating: Satisfactory

3. Were the project’s targeted groups systematically identified and engaged, with a priority focus on the
discriminated and marginalized, to ensure the preject remained 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 monitering
system. Representatives from the targeted groups were active members of the project's governance
mechanism (i.e., the project board or egquivalent) and there is credible evidence that their feedback informs
project decision making. (all must be true)

2: Targeted groups were engaged in implementation and monitaring, with a priority focus on the discriminated
and marginalized. Beneficiary feedback, which may be anecdofal, 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 benefictary feedpack 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:

Targeted groups are the water and agriculture speci

alists {(whose representatives are closely engaged a

nd participate in the Project Board meetings as a me
mber of the Project Board) and the population living |
n the vicinity of the EERE pilet project sites.

The feedback from the targeted population: 1.hitps://
www, tm.undp.orgfcontent/turkmenistan/en/home/sto
ries/solar-anergy-to-power-water-supply-in-remote-d
esert-villages.ntml

2 hitps:/feww. tm.undp.org/content/turkmenistan/en/

home/stories/harnessing-ihe-power-of-gravity-for-foc
al-livetihood-improvement.htrml.
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4, Did the project generate knowledge, and lessons learned {i.e., what has warked 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 leamed 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 hoard meetings and reflacted in the
minutes. There is clear evidence that changes were made to the project te ensure its continued relevance.
{bothy 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 thaf changes were made fo the profect as a
result to ensure its continued relevarnce. (both must be true)

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

Evidence:

During its more than & years of implementation, Proj
ect has developed and produced a number of knowi
edge products on effective use of irigation water in
arable farming and other key areas of project interve
ntions. Knowledge products include several technica
| guidances and papers on water-saving irrigation m
ethodoiogies, policy and legisiative proposals on inte
grated water resource management as well as broc
hures and reports.



List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By

1 Quarterlyreport3-14.05.2020_12598_304 (htt  shohrat.niyazmuradov@undp.o
ps:/fintranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFor g
mDocuments/Quarterlyreport3-14.05.2020 _1
2598_304.pdf)

2 FinalreporfEERETurkmenistanMTR291018cl  shohrat.niyazmuradev@undp.o
ean_12598_ 304 (https:/intranet.undp.orgfap  rg
ps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/Finalreport
EERETurkmenistanMTR221018clean_12598
_.304.pdf}

3  EEREMTRreportMngtResponseupdatedDec shehrat.niyazmuradov@undp.o
ember282021_12598_304 (hitps/finfranstun g
dp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/
EEREMTRreporiMngiResponseupdatedDec
ember282021_12598_304.pdf)

Modified On

3/28/2022 9:31:00 AM

3/28/2022 9:34:00 AM

3/28/2022 9:35:00 AM

5. Was the project sufficiently at scale, or is there potential to scale up in the fulure, to meaningfully contribute to

development change?

3: There was credibie evidence thal the project reached sufficient number of beneficiaries (either diractly

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 resufts to advocate for policy change).

1: The project was not at scale, and there are no plans to scale up the project in the fulure.

Evidence:

As evidenced in the PIR In accordance with the Indi
cator 13 Number of people directly benefiting from m
easures on renawable-energy water supply in remot
e locations with the end target of 1100 people, EER
E solar system based water pumping and electricity
generation has actually benefitted 1200 pecple.
Furthermore, as per indicator indicator 7 "Number o
f people diractly benefiting frorm measures on better
water management, efficient waler use, energy savi
ng and land degradation in Turkmenistan" total num
ber of people benefiting from measures on betler wa
ter management, efficient waler use, energy saving,
and fand degradation exceaded 36 thousand while t
he end target was 35000,



List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 2021-GEF-PIR-PIM34947-GEF|D5536-Final-  shohrat.niyazmuradov@undp.o  3/28/2022 9:38:00 AM
16.08.2021_12598_305 (hitps:/fintranet.und g

p.orgfapps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/20
21-GEF-PIR-PIMS4047-GEFID5538-Final-1
6.08.2021_12598_305.docx)

Pringipled Quality Rating: Satisfactory

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

3: The project team gathered data and evidence through project monitoring on the relevance of the measures
o address gender inequalities and empower women. Analysis of data and evidence wére used to inform
adjustments and changes, as appropriate. {both must be true}

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 trie)

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 aiso be

selected if the project has no measures to address gender inequalities and empower women relevant to the
project results and activities.

Evidence:

1.hitps/iwww iim.undp.org/contentiurkmenistan/en/
home/stories/sotar-energy-to-power-water-supply-in-
remote-desert-villages.html

2 https:/fwww.tm.undp.org/content/turkmenistan/en/
home/stories/harnessing-the-power-of-gravity-for-loc
ak-livelihood-improvement. htm).

Almost half of the population are women and girls.
Furthermore, combined household size in all three vi
llages and in the vicinity of Kaahka water pipeline: 3
8000/5.1 = 7,059

Mumber of women headed households: 7,059*24%
= 1634

Data used for estimation: Source: Turkmenistan 201
5-2016 MICS final Report by UNICEF, Available at:
https//iwww.unicef.crg/turkmenistan/sites/unicef.org.
turkmenistan/files/2018-12/Turkmenistan%202015-2
016%20MICS_English.pdf

i)  Average household size in Turkmenistan: 5.1
i) Sexof household head: male — 76%, female —
24%
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7. Were social and environmental impacts and risks successfully managed and monitored?

3: Sociai and environmental risks were tracked in the risk log. Appropriate assessments conducted where
required {i.e., Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) for Substantial and High risk projects and
some level of social and environmental assessment for Moderate risk projecis as identified through SESP).
Relevant managemeni plan{s) developead for identifled 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 fo reflect these changes. {all must
be frue)

2: Social and environmental risks were tracked in the risk log. Appropriate assessments conducted where
required (i.e., Environmental and Social Impact Assessment (ESIA) for Substantial and High risk projects and
sotne level of social and environmental assessment for Moderale risk projects as identified through SESP).
Refevant management plan(s) developed, implemented and manitored for identified risks. OR project was
categorized as Low risk through the SESF,

1: Social and environmental risks were tracked in the risk log. For prejects categorized as High, Substantial, or
Moderate Risk, there was no evidence that social and environmental assessments completed and/or
management plans or measuras 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:

The project is categorized as Low risk through the 3
ESP, as it did not generate potential adverse transho
undary or global environmental concerns and did not
result in secondary or consequential development a

ctivities that could lead to adverse social and enviro

nmental effects.
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8. Were grievance mechanisms available to projeci-affected people and were grievances {if any) addressed to
ensure any perceived harm was effectively mitigated?



3: Project-affected people actively informed of UNDP’s Corporate Accountability Mechanism (SRMISECU) and
how to access it. If the project was categorized as High, Substantial, or Moderate Risk through the SESP, a
project-level grisvance 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: Profect-affected people informed of UNDP's Corporate Accountability Mechanism and how (o access it. If the
project was categorized as Substantial or High Risk through the SESP, a project -leve! grievance mechanism
was in place and project affected peaple informed. If grievances were received, they were responded to but
faced challenges in arriving at a resolution.

1: Project-affected people was not informed of UNDP's Corporate Accountabitity Mechanism. i grievances
were received, they were not responded to. {any may be true}

Evidence:

Project has not been categorized as High Risk thro
ugh the SESP and no grievances have been recsive
* d throughout the implementation of the project. '

List of Uploaded Documents
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Neo documents available.

Management & Monitoring Quality Rating: Highly Satisfactory

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

3: The project had a comprehensive and costed M&E plan. Baselines, targets and milesienes were fully
populated. Progress data against indicators in the project's RRF was reported regutarly 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, includead 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
falfowing the frequency stated in the Plan and data sources was nof always reliable. Any evaluations
conducted, Iif relevant, met most decentralized evaluation standards. Lessons learned were captured but were
used o take correclive 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 mest
decentralized evaluation standards, Lessons learned were rarely captured and used. Select this oplion also if
the project did not have an M&E plan.



Evidence:

The project M&E Plan was part of the Project Docu
ment and the M&E Plan has been regularly monitore
d and relevant data collected as evidenced by the Pr
cject PIR, APR and othar reporis.
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10, Was the project's governance mechanism (i.e., the project board or equivalent) function as intended?

3: The project's governance mectianism 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 (af
least annual) progress reporting to the praject board or equivalent on resuits, risks and opportunities. It is clear
that the project board explicitly reviewed and used evidence, including progress date, knowledge, lessons and

evalyations. as the basis for informing management decisions {e.g.. change in strategy, approach, work plan.)
(afl must be true to sclect 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 aver the
past year and/or ihe project board or equivalent was not functioning as a decision-making body for the project
as intended.

Evidence:

As evidenced by regular Proiect Board Meeting min
Lies.
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11. Were risks 1o 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 lo assess if the main assumptions remained vaklid. There i3 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 frue)

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 resulis, but there is no explicit evidence that management
actions were taken to mitigate risks.



Fvidence:

Allrisks are updated quarterly in the Aflas risk jog.
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No documents available.

Efficient Quality Rating: Satisfactory

12. Adeguate resources were mobilized to achieve intended results. If not, management decisions were taken to
adjust expectad results in the project’s results framework.

Yes
No

Evidence:

Overall, the total project budget was sufficient 1o imp
iement all planned activities and achieve the intende
d resulis as evidenced by achieving the targets if ind
icators in the RRF. The project has proactivety cocp

erated with other intemational programmes such as

"Russian Experts on Demand” Programme and USA
1D projects to attract additional recources to consolid
ale project achievements and results.
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No documents available.

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 apprepriate management
actions. (alt 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. {(afi must be
frue)}

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

Evidence:

Procurement plans are updated annually. Please se
e precurement plans for 2020-2021 and an updated
2021 procurement plan as an evidence.
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14, Was there regular monitoring and recording of cost efficiencies, taking into account the expecied quality of
resulis?

3: There is evidence that the project regularly reviewed costs against relevant comparators (e.g., other projects
or couniry offices) or industry benchmarks to ensure the project maximized results defivered with given
resources. The project actively coordinated with other relevant ongoing prejects 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 anecdofal exarples of cosl 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 fittle or no evidence that the project monitored its own costs and considered ways to save money
beyond following standard precurement rules,



Evidence:

As evidences by CDRs.

EERE has been successful in rescurce mobilization
issues jointly working with USAid and UNDP Russia
etc.

Furthermore, all services and equipment are bought
on a competitive basis. Finally, budget revisions hav
a been made systematically fo ensure that the result
s can be delivered with given resources.
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Effective Quality Rating: Satisfactory

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

Yes
MNo

Evidenge:

The project was on track to deliver most of its expect
ed outputs within activities of direct impact, as evide
nced by the RRF indicators towards their EOP larget
values,
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18. 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 for Afler-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 werg on
track fo achieving the desired development results (i.e., outputs.) There may or may not be evidence that data
or lessons learned were used fo inform the review(s). Any necessary budget revisions have been made,

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

Evidence:

During the implementation, the project team regularl
y reviewed the work plan with relevant national partn
ers and assessed progress towards achieving the d
esired results. The necessary changes have been di
scussed and decided by the Project Board meeting
s. As relevant, budget revisions were made as part o
f the approval process of the Apnual Work Plan.
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17. Were the targeted groups systematically identified and engaged, pricritizing 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
regularty 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, baséd on some gvidence of thair capacity
needs, deprivation and/or exclusion from development opporiunities relevant to the project’s area of work,
Some svidence is provided to confirm thal project beneficiarfes are members of the targeted groups. There was
some engagement with beneficiaries in the past year {o assess whether they were beneliting as expected. {all
must be true)

1: The project did not report on specific targeted groups. There is ne evidence to cenfirm that project
heneficiaries are populations have capacity needs or are deprived and/or excluded from development
opportunities reievant {0 the project area of work, There is some engagement with beneficiaries {0 assess
whether they benefiled as expected, but it was limited or did not occurred in the past year.

Mot Applicable

Evidence:

References:

1.https:/iwww. tm.undp.org/content/turkmenistan/en/
home/stories/solar-energy-to-power-water-supply-in-
remote-desert-villages.himl
2.hitps:/fwww.tm.undp.orgfcontentfturkmenistan/en/
home/stories/harmnessing-the-power-of-gravity-for-toc
alivelihcod-improvement.htmi.
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Sustainability & National Ownership QQuality Rating: Satisfactory

18. Were stakeholders and national partners fuliy 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,
plaving a lead role in project decision-making, implementation and monitering. (both must be true)

2! National systems (i.e., procurement, monitoring, evalustion, elc.) were used to impiement and monitor the
project (stch as country office support or profect systems) were also used, if necessary. All refevant
stakeholders and partners were aclively engaged in the process, playing an active role in profect decision-
making, implementation and monitaring. (both must be irue)

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:

Representatives of the stakeholders are the member
s of the Project Board. And all the major decisions ar
e faken at the Project Board meetings.
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18, Wers there regular monitoring of changes in capacities and performance of instititions and systems relevant to

the project, as needed, and were the implementation arrangements® adjusted according to changes in pariner
capacities?



3: Changes in capacities and parformance of nationat 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 reviewad and adjusted, if needed, in
agreement with partners according to changes in partner capacities. (al 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 refevant HACT
assurance activities. Some adjustment was made o implementation arrangements if needed to reflect changes
in partner capacities. {(all must be true)

1: Sorne aspects of changes in capacities and performance of relevant national institutions and systems may
have been monitored by the project, however changes to implementation arrangerments 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.

Mot Applicable

Evidence:

Throughout its implementation period the project ma
intained regular menitering of the instifutional structu
re and systems in place in Turkmenistan their capaci
ties and performance.

Following the institutional re-structure in the Govern

ment, State Committee for Water Economy of Turkm
enistan had become an independent entity. As a res
Jlt, EERE applied adaptive management in arder to

aviod delays and uphgavals thanks to the fact that P
roject Coordinator has not been changed during last
two years. and was keen on adhering to previousiy a
greed actions on the way of project implementation.
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20. Were the iransition and phase-out arrangements were reviewed and adjusted according to progress (including
financial commitment and capacity),

3: The prafect’s governarnce 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 ihe project, taking intc account any
adjustments made during implementation. {both must be frue}

2: There was a reviaw of the project’s sustainability plan, including arrangements for transition and phasa-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 sirategy after it was
developed. Also select thiz option if the project did not have a sustainability strategy.



Evidence:

Annual work plans are approved at the Project Boar
d meetings.
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QA Summary/Final Project Board Comments

. The EERE project has been granted a nine-month extension until April 16, 2022, Despite the COVID-19 pandamic r
elated restrictions EERE project is on track and has successfully achieved most of its targets related to all indicatars.
The terminal evaluation of tha project has been successfully completed and the overall Satisfactory rating recsived,
TE Report and the Management Response Action Plan has been uploaded into ERC system at the end of March 20
22.

Furthermore. the Project Board has been evaluating the implementation quality as satisfactory as evidenced by the
PB meeting minutes.






