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Quality Rating: Exemplary

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:

Due to the COVID-19, many of the project activities
were halted and got delayed. After the government i
mposed lockdown got over, the team developed inn
ovative plans to make up for the time lost and succe
ssfully executed them.

Moreover, the electronic Vaccine Intelligence Networ
k (eVIN) platform was quickly adapted to track suppl
y and ensure the availability of COVID-19 medical c
ommodities. This system is also tracking patients in
COVID units in one state.

Refer to 'India UNCT COVID Response' at https://do
cs.google.com/document/d/1FreLy5SMFB_dCxt5¢cR
eqtHi7DZ90-4n4d9fb7SL7114/edit

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 COVIDResponse_HealthandGovernanceUnit = shalini.verma@undp.org 11/22/2020 5:41:00 PM
UNDP_5345 201 (https://intranet.undp.org/a
pps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/COVIDR
esponse_HealthandGovernanceUnitUNDP_5
345_201.docx)

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:

The project responds to the SP Outcome 3: Countrie
s have strengthened institutions to progressively del
ver universal access to basic services.

The project has applied UNDP’s signature solutions
to ‘Strengthen effective, inclusive, and accountable
governance.” The project aimed to provide an integr
ated solution to address widespread inequities in he
alth services provision by supporting state governme
nts through capacity building, onitoring and hand-hol
ding of human resources and providing innovative di
gital systems. The integrated approach of combining
and strengthening people, processes and technolog
y has contributed to improved and informed decision
making on one hand and provided enough data bas
e for policy and planning. This has led to greater tra
nsparency and accountability across the health syst
em making every health worker feel engaged and re
sponsible.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

2019ROAR-HealthGovernance_5345 202 (h = shalini.verma@undp.org 11/6/2020 6:57:00 AM
ttps://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAF

ormDocuments/2019ROAR-HealthGovernan

ce_5345_202.docx)

Relevant Quality Rating: Highly 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?

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)

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:

The project strengthens India’s immunization Progra
mme, which covers over 156 million beneficiaries pe
r annum, covering children and pregnant women, le
aving no one behind. The direct intervention is with t
he public health workers, in supporting the immuniza
tion rollout. Their inputs and feedback are regularly
used to improve project implementation.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

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.

Evidence:

The project has been regularly monitored and evalu
ated by the external evaluators. The project also has
a rigorous monitoring system in place (daily digital m
onitoring and monthly monitoring & reporting mecha
nism). The learnings from these regular monitoring
and evaluation process are well captured and incorp
orated into the program implementation.



List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 eVIN_TechnoAssessment_Report_5345_ 204  shalini.verma@undp.org 11/6/2020 12:19:00 PM
(https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QA
FormDocuments/eVIN_TechnoAssessment_
Report_5345_204.pdf)

2 GaviHSS2BaselineAssessmentReport_5345  shalini.verma@undp.org 11/6/2020 12:22:00 PM
_204 (https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQ
A/QAFormDocuments/GaviHSS2BaselineAs
sessmentReport_5345_ 204.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:

The project aims to cover over 28 thousand vaccine
storing public health facilities (Cold Chain Points) ac
ross all the 36 states and UTs of India. For the effect
ive and sustainable impact of eVIN, it is rolled-out th
rough nearly 45 thousand government staff, based a
t Cold Chain Points, know as ‘Cold Chain Handlers'.
The widest-possible geographical spread and neces
sity for in-depth technical support, makes eVIN a gig
antic project, the largest non-government project acr
oss the globe.

Moreover, the success of eVIN is now being replicat
ed beyond the geographies of India.



List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 AnnualProgressReport_HSS-2_2019_5345_  shalini.verma@undp.org 11/6/2020 12:50:00 PM
205 (https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQ
A/QAFormDocuments/AnnualProgressRepor
t_HSS-2_2019_5345_205.docx)

2  2019ROAR-HealthGovernance_5345 205 (h = shalini.verma@undp.org 11/6/2020 12:50:00 PM
ttps://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAF
ormDocuments/2019ROAR-HealthGovernan
ce_5345_205.docx)

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.

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:

Female health workers have a critical role to play in
eVIN implementation. Women constitute more than
60 percent of the 45,000 government health workers
trained on the smartphone-based eVIN app to mana
ge the vaccine supply chain. Women who haven'’t us
ed the technology before are now using smartphone
s and digital record-keeping devices for decision ma
king leading to their confidence, enhanced social sta
tus, and recognition. Access to the internet has also
helped women to connect better with each other and
with the larger cadre of health workers across the co
untry and outside world.



List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

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 Substantial and 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)

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 Substantial and 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,
Substantial, and 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)

Evidence:

Social and environmental risks are tracked in the ris
k log.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

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, Substantial, 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 Substantial or 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:

The project staff was inducted on UNDP’s Corporate
Accountability Mechanism and how to access it. The
project is not categorized as High Risk through the S
ESP.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

Management & Monitoring Quality Rating: Highly 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:

The project has a comprehensive and costed M&E p
lan (attached). Progress data against indicators in th
e project’s RRF is being reported regularly using cre
dible data sources and collected according to the fre
quency stated in the Plan, including sex-disaggregat
ed data as relevant.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 MEHSS2_5345_209 (https://intranet.undp.or  shalini.verma@undp.org 11/19/2020 12:05:00 PM
g/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDocuments/MEH
SS2_5345_209.pdf)

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.



Evidence:

The project’s governance mechanism is operating w
ell. It is governed by:

Immunization Advisory Group (IAG): is chaired by th
e Joint Secretary (RMNCH+A), Ministry of Health an
d Family Welfare, Government of India. It includes a

s its members MoHFW Officials, NIHFW, ICMR, Gav
i, and other development partners. The advisory gro

up meets regularly to review and monitor the progra

mmatic and financial progress, policy decision, and i
mplementation of the Gavi health system strengthen
ing fund.

Project Steering Committee (PSC): The UNDP coun
try office has set up the Project Steering Committee

for providing overall governance oversight to the Ga
vi HSS project. It is chaired by the Country Director

UNDP India Country Office and its members include
the departments of Operations, Finance, Procureme
nt and the Senior National Program Manager of the

eVIN project. The PSC meets bi-annually to carry ou
t an internal overall review of the project.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 IAGMoM_2020_18Feb_5345_210 (https://int  shalini.verma@undp.org 11/22/2020 5:36:00 PM
ranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDoc
uments/IAGMoM_2020_18Feb_5345_210.pd
f)

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.

Evidence:

The project has monitored risks every year and upd
ates the risk log.



List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

Efficient Quality Rating: Highly 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:

The project is fully budgeted and expenditures are o
n track.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 India-QPR2020_HSS2_UNDPQ3_5345 212  shalini.verma@undp.org 11/6/2020 1:48:00 PM
(https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QA
FormDocuments/India-QPR2020_HSS2_UN
DPQ3_5345_212.xIsx)

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

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:

The project has an updated procurement plan, appr
oved as a part of AWP 2020. Implementation of the
plan is on schedule.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 AWP2020_HSS-II_May08_5345_213 (http shalini.verma@undp.org 11/22/2020 5:45:00 PM
s:/lintranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFor
mDocuments/AWP2020_HSS-II_May08_534
5 213.xlsx)

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:

The project regularly monitors its own costs effectiv
eness.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.

Effective Quality Rating: Exemplary

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



Yes
No

Evidence:

The project is operational across 33 states and unio
n territory, covering 727 districts and initiated roll-out
in the remaining 3 States & UTs.

HSS-I: 11 States - Assam, Bihar, Chhattisgarh, Guja
rat, Jharkhand, Madhya Pradesh, Manipur, Nagalan
d, Odisha, Rajasthan, and Uttar Pradesh

HSS-II: 22 States and UTs - Andhra Pradesh, Aruna
chal Pradesh, Chandigarh, Dadra Nagar Haveli and
Daman & Diu, Delhi, Goa, Haryana, Himachal Prade
sh, Jammu & Kashmir, Karnataka, Kerala, Lakshad
weep, Maharashtra, Meghalaya, Mizoram, Puducher
ry, Punjab, Tamil Nadu, Telangana, Tripura, Uttarakh
and, and West Bengal.

Roll-out initiated in Andaman & Nicobar Islands, Lad
akh, Sikkim.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 eVINCoverage_0Oct2020_5345_215 (https://i  shalini.verma@undp.org 11/22/2020 5:49:00 PM
ntranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDo
cuments/eVINCoverage_Oct2020_5345_21
5.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.



Evidence:

Quarterly progress data has informed regular review
s of the project work plan to ensure that the activities
implemented have achieved the desired results.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 QuarterlyReportQ32020_UNDP_5345 216 shalini.verma@undp.org 11/22/2020 5:55:00 PM
(https://intranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QA
FormDocuments/QuarterlyReportQ32020_U
NDP_5345_216.xlIsx)

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

Evidence:

The project is targeting the entire pool of nearly 50 t

housand Cold Chain Handlers across the country, le
aving no-one behind. They are being reached as per
plan. Periodic refresher training and regular hand-ho
Iding are provided by the project staff.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.



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:

UNDP national systems (i.e., procurement, monitori
ng, evaluation, etc.) are used to implement and moni
tor the project. All relevant stakeholders and partner
s are actively engaged in the process, playing an act
ive role in project decision-making, implementation,
and monitoring.

List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

1 IAGMoM_2020_18Feb_5345_ 218 (https://int  shalini.verma@undp.org 11/22/2020 6:03:00 PM
ranet.undp.org/apps/ProjectQA/QAFormDoc
uments/IAGMoM_2020_18Feb_5345 218.pd
f)

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: In the 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:

The project regularly assesses the capacities and pe
rformance of cold chain handlers of national immuni

zation programme using indicators of eVIN dashboa

rd and provide handholding to fix the gaps.

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).

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:

UNDP is working on a blended financing model for e
VIN scale-up, pooling funds from GAVI Alliance, and
government cost-sharing. All the states are schedule
d for transitioning from donor funding to state fundin

g as per the plan.



List of Uploaded Documents

#  File Name Modified By Modified On

No documents available.
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