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 Preface 

Evaluation plays a crucial role in a learning organisation that has to adapt to changing 

contexts and developments. Evaluation is thus not only important for accountability. 

Its main value lies in the space it creates for reflection and betterment. Evaluation 

gives valuable information and insights that is used to improve and develop 

operations as well as the way we work by providing a deepened understanding of how 

and why certain results were – or were not – achieved, and whether they were 

satisfactory or not. 

 

This annual report from the Evaluation Unit provides an overview of Sida evaluations 

and highlights key observations and lessons learned for effective development co-

operation. It also reflects upon how useful the evaluations are, their coverage and 

quality. By providing insights into what Sida evaluates and why, we aim to strengthen 

the use of evaluation at both the programme and cooperation strategy level. Key 

learnings are grouped for ease of reference in terms of what affects relevance, 

effectiveness, efficiency, impact and sustainability; and also in terms of Sweden’s 

five perspectives on development. Evaluation abstracts are provided that summarise 

key findings and conclusion of individual reports. We hope the report will facilitate 

the uptake of lessons learned and inspire to further reading and reflections on what 

works, for whom, under what circumstances and how. 

 

Currently the Covid-19 pandemic is challenging developmental gains and disrupting 

programmes. Ensuring that the response builds on lessons learned is critical and 

attention must also be given to how we can monitor, evaluate and learn. Many 

evaluations are also affected and need to be adapted to new circumstances and cease 

opportunities to inform the present and future crisis response. By remote data 

collection, new digital technologies and  engaging national evaluators (when this do 

not risk harm) we encourage Sida to continue to evaluate and learn.  

 

We wish to extend our sincere gratitude to Asmita Naik, FCG, for her thorough 

analysis of the wealth of information provided in Sida’s evaluations and for 

identifying and compiling the key learnings. 

 

 

Sven Olander 

Head of Sida’s Evaluation Unit (UTV) 

Stockholm, 20 May 2020
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 1 Introduction 

1.1  PURPOSE AND SCOPE OF THE ANNUAL 
REPORT 

The purpose of the annual report is to provide an overview of what and how Sida 

evaluates along with observations on emerging issues and lessons that can be used to 

strengthen evaluation at Sida and the effects of Sweden’s development cooperation. 

The report covers evaluations commissioned by Sida units and foreign missions that 

were published in 2019. It also covers so called strategic evaluationsi published in 

2019 up to May 2020. The report does not cover evaluations of Sida financed 

programmes commissioned by our partners or other donors since currently it is a 

challenge to obtain this information in a comprehensive way. The observations and 

lessons identified in this report will be used to strengthen the ongoing work at Sida to 

systematise the use of evaluation as a tool in planning and follow-up of Sweden’s 

geographic and thematic cooperation strategies as well as to develop Sida’s method 

support in evaluation. 

 

1.2  THE UNIT FOR EVALUATION –  MANDATE 
AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

Sida’s Evaluation Unit (UTV) is placed as a unit at Sida’s Department for 

Organisational Support, to ensure independence from Sida’s operational and policy 

arms. UTV formally reports to Sida’s Director General. UTV and its handful of staff 

has the mandate to coordinate evaluation at Sida as well as to represent Sida in 

international evaluation fora for development cooperation. This includes 

responsibility for strategic evaluations decided by the Director General, as well as 

overall quality assurance through development of method support and advisory 

services to Sida units and our foreign missions that commission so called 

decentralised evaluations.  

As an aspect of its core mandate, UTV is engaged in capacity development within 

evaluation. A substantial part is devoted to internal activities aimed at contributing to 

an improved understanding of evaluation as a tool for learning and accountability 

within Sida, and, hence, higher quality evaluations and better use of evaluation 

results. During 2019 the unit received some 100 requests for support, mainly for 

 
 

 

 
i Strategic evaluations are proposed by UTV and decided by the Director General based on their 

strategic importance for Sida as a whole. 
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1  I N T R O D U C T I O N  

assistance in drafting term of reference. UTV has also continued to support 

operational teams in setting up reliable monitoring and evaluation systems for 

reporting and learning during the planning and implementation of Sweden’s 

development cooperation strategies. This combines knowledge of evaluation at the 

programme level with that of portfolio and cooperation strategy levels. So far, the 

experience points to this being valuable and it has in one case inspired a 

developmental evaluation of the strategy to support reporting and learning. 

Evaluation capacity development may also include external engagement aimed at 

improved evaluation capacities in low income countries. Sida has long been a 

proponent of the need to strengthen such capacities at national level to support 

democratic developments and poverty reduction, a stance that is reflected in the 

formulation of Agenda 2030 and Sustainable Development Goal (SDG) 17, where the 

demand globally for capacity development within statistics and evaluation is 

increasing, not least due to need to report on the SDGs. During 2019, preparation of 

support to a new Global Evaluation Capacity Initiative led by the World Bank’s 

Independent Evaluation Group has started.  

 

1.3  EVALUATION AT SIDA 

Evaluation plays a central role in results-based management and organisational 

learning at Sida. It provides an understanding of how and why certain results were – 

or were not – achieved, and if they were relevant and sustainable. It may also 

investigate if a project or programme led to any unintended effects and if it was 

implemented in a cost-efficient manner. Hence, evaluations contribute to well-

informed decision making in projects, programmes and the cooperation strategies that 

governs Sweden’s international development cooperation. 

 

Evaluations need to be put to use to stimulate learning and affect decision making. 

For that reason, Sida’s approach to evaluation is utilisation focused. In utilisation 

focused evaluation, emphasis is put on identifying who the intended users of a 

specific evaluation are and being specific about their intended use of the evaluation. 

The objective is not to evaluate everything, the goal is rather to have the right things 

evaluated at the right time and in the right way. In short, evaluations need to be 

relevant and fit for purpose if learning and evidenced based decision-making is to 

follow. 

Sida separates between three categories of evaluations: partner led, decentralised 

evaluations, and strategic evaluations. Partner led evaluations are commissioned and 

managed by Sida’s cooperation partners as part of their monitoring and evaluation 

systems. Although the responsibility for evaluation of Sida funded programmes rests 

primarily with the development partner, Sida may commission an external evaluation 

for accountability purposes, to meet learning needs, or due to limited capacity of the 

partner. These are decentralised evaluations commissioned by foreign missions and 

Sida units. Sida also commissions strategic evaluations which are proposed by UTV 

and decided by the Director General based on their strategic importance for Sida as a 
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1  I N T R O D U C T I O N  

whole. UTV is responsible for the quality of strategic evaluations whereas for 

decentralised evaluations, UTV’s role is primarily advisory and supportive. Strategic 

and decentralised evaluations are published by Sida. Partner led evaluations are 

normally not published by Sida but archived by Sida or foreign missions in 

accordance with the Swedish law on access to information. 

Sida has a system for management response to evaluations that aims to ensure that 

evaluation findings are used to develop Sida’s organisational practises, to strengthen 

the effects of development cooperation and to contribute to transparency among 

stakeholders. The management response provides a management position and an 

implementation plan in response to an evaluation’s conclusions and 

recommendations. 

Evaluation at Sida builds on the principles and quality standards that have been 

developed by and agreed upon in the Evaluation Network (EvalNet) of the 

Development Assistance Committee (DAC) in OECD. Sida does not, however, 

require that all OECD/DAC evaluation criteria are included in each evaluation it 

commissions. During 2019, updated evaluation criteria was established by 

OECD/DAC in a process to which UTV contributed. They provide, as before, an 

important normative lens on what constitutes a successful development intervention, 

but have been adapted to provide greater clarity and a stronger connection to Agenda 

2030 and have also added a new criterium, ‘coherence’.   
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 2 What has been evaluated by Sida?  
An overview 

 

2.1  STRATEGIC EVALUATIONS 

Strategic evaluations are defined as those in Sida’s Strategic Evaluation Plan, which 

is approved annually by the Director General upon an independent proposal from 

UTV (see Annex F). The strategic evaluations are identified and conceptualised by 

UTV in collaboration with Sida’s departments, units, foreign missions, the Director 

General and the Senior Management Group. UTV is always represented in the 

steering group of these evaluations, which are undertaken by independent and 

externally contracted evaluators, to ensure transparency and independence from 

programme management and policy-making. UTV also makes an independent 

Chapter 2 in summary 

• Ongoing/recently completed evaluations of strategic importance to Sida provide a cluster with lessons from i) 

three of the five important perspectives in Swedish development cooperation (peace and security, environment 

and human rights) and ii) modalities of support (research cooperation and innovative financing 

instruments/funds mobilization in Power Africa). 

• All evaluations that assessed an intervention’s relevance found them to be relevant, with many finding the 

interventions to be highly relevant.  

• All the evaluation reports found the interventions to be effective, despite identifying areas which need 

strengthening, and none judged their respective interventions to have failed. 

• Around two-thirds of evaluations addressed the efficiency criterion. This is a criterion where evaluators tended 

to be conservative in their assessments and rather than endorsing programmes as ‘efficient’ or not, framed the 

discussion in terms of issues and problems arising. 

• The impact criterion is addressed in around half of the evaluations, but more in terms of speculation rather than 

well-evidenced measures of impact. Two evaluations, however, used contribution analysis which gave an 

unequivocal assessment of the positive impact of election support in Zimbabwe and provided detail of impact 

across six of Sida’s Humanitarian Method Partners.  

• No evaluations were able to give assurances of sustainability given the stage at which the evaluations were 

carried out (near the end of or just after the end of an intervention). The best the evaluations could do was point 

to signs of future sustainability and suggest ways in which this could be strengthened. 

• Of the five perspectives in Sweden’s development gender equality is by far the most widely addressed 

perspective in decentralized evaluations, followed by human rights and poverty. Conflict sensitivity and 

climate/environment are the least addressed. 

• The value of the interventions evaluated by Sida was c. 3,300 MSEK and the total cost for the decentralised 

evaluations was c. 22 MSEK. This does not reflect the total coverage of evaluated programmes since it currently 

is a challenge to obtain information on evaluations of Sida financed programmes that are carried out by partners 

or other donors.  
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2  W H A T  H A S  B E E N  E V A L U A T E D  B Y  S I D A ?  A N  O V E R V I E W  

statement of the quality of the evaluations, including impartiality and reliability, when 

they are handed over for management response. Sida distinguishes between two 

categories of strategic evaluations depending on whether they cut across departmental 

thematic responsibilities or not. To enhance ownership, the former are formally 

commissioned by the appropriate department, while the latter are commissioned 

directly by UTV. This practice is in-line with the utilisation focused approach Sida 

has taken, to use evaluations as a key tool for learning and decision making. 

Three strategic evaluations were completed in 2019 up to May 2020: i) an evaluation 

of Sida’s support to Peace Building; ii) a joint evaluation of OECD/DAC members 

mainstreaming of environment and climate in development cooperation and iii) an 

evaluation of Sida’s model for bilateral research cooperation.1.  Two evaluations are 

currently ongoing: i) the application of a Human Rights Based Approach and ii) an 

evaluation of the Swedish Power Africa Project. 

The evaluations are of strategic importance to Sida in that they provide a cluster with 

lessons from i) three important perspectives in Swedish development cooperation 

(peace and security, environment and human rights) and ii) modalities of support 

(research cooperation and innovative financing instruments/funds mobilization in 

Power Africa). 

Annex C lists strategic evaluations published 2015-2019 and summaries are provided 

in Annex D. Planned and ongoing strategic evaluations are listed in Annex E. 
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2  W H A T  H A S  B E E N  E V A L U A T E D  B Y  S I D A ?  A N  O V E R V I E W  

2.2  DECENTRALISED EVALUATIONS 

The 31 decentralised evaluations coveredii in this review are listed in Table 1. The 

majority of evaluations were carried out towards the end of an implementation phase 

of an intervention or a cooperation strategy (Figure 1). The evaluation object was 

usually a programme or project followed by a lesser number of portfolios, such as 

evaluations of cooperation strategies. The evaluations are of direct use to Sida and 

partners for learning and/or to improve design and implementation in any subsequent 

phases.  

 

 

The decentralised evaluations were conducted within 19 out of the 44 geographic and 

thematic strategies (Figure 2) and within ten of Sida’s eleven main thematic sectors 

(Figure 3). Depending on the strategy cycle and programme cycle the number of 

evaluations within a sector or strategy naturally vary from year to year. 

 
 

 

 
ii In total 33 decentralised evaluations were published in the Sida Decentralised Evaluation Series in 

2019. One evaluation was published in an English and a French version. Publication DE 2019:3 was a 
strategic evaluation (SE 2018:3) and was reported on in the Annual Report 2018. 

Figure 1: Type and number of decentralised evaluations commissioned 2019. One evaluation 

(“other”) was an evaluation of portfolio of humanitarian method partners (2019:12). NB. 

The figure only reflects evaluations commissioned by Sida and does not reflect the total 

coverage of evaluated programmes. Evaluations commissioned by partners and donors are 

not included. 

25

5

1

End-of-programme/Final

Mid term evaluation

Other
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2  W H A T  H A S  B E E N  E V A L U A T E D  B Y  S I D A ?  A N  O V E R V I E W  

 

Figure 2: Number of decentralised evaluations per Swedish geographic and thematic strategies 2015-2019. “N/A” 

refers to a desk study. NB. The figure only reflects evaluations commissioned by Sida and does not reflect the total 

coverage of evaluated programmes. Evaluations commissioned by partners and donors are not included which 

means that the evaluation coverage of Sweden’s cooperation strategies is larger. 
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2  W H A T  H A S  B E E N  E V A L U A T E D  B Y  S I D A ?  A N  O V E R V I E W  

 

 

Figure 3: Number of decentralised evaluations per main thematic sector 2015-2019. A third of Sida commissioned 

evaluations in 2019 were within democracy, human rights and gender, a sector that accounts for almost one third 

of Sida’s total disbursements. Sustainable infrastructure and services include sectors such as water supply and 

management, sanitation, energy, urban development, waste management, transport. NB. Evaluations 

commissioned by partners and donors are not included which means that the evaluation coverage of thematic 

sectors is larger. 

Figure 4: Number of decentralised evaluations per OECD/DAC aid type 2015-2019. “NA” refers to 

evaluations of larger portfolios where several aid types are used. NB. Evaluations commissioned by partners 

and donors are not included which means that the evaluation coverage of the respective aid types can be 

larger. 
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2  W H A T  H A S  B E E N  E V A L U A T E D  B Y  S I D A ?  A N  O V E R V I E W  

The vast majority of decentralised evaluations involved development contexts, 

followed by transition countries and then a small number in combined humanitarian 

and development contexts. 

The aid type for programmes evaluated were mostly core support or of project type 

(Figure 4). Most programmes evaluated were implemented by non-governmental/civil 

society organisations and public sector institutions (Figure 5). Evaluations of 

interventions implemented by multilaterals are low in numbers given that 

multilaterals are responsible for monitoring and evaluating their own activities.  

The value of the interventions evaluated by Sida was c. 3,300 MSEK and the total 

cost for the decentralised evaluations was c. 22 MSEK. As mentioned earlier, this 

does not reflect the total coverage of evaluated programmes since it currently is a 

challenge to obtain information on evaluations of Sida financed programmes that are 

carried out by partners or other donors. The cost per decentralised evaluation varied 

from 400,000 SEK to 1,500,000 SEK and most were in the range 600,000-800,000 

SEK. See Annex A for registries of evaluations per cooperation strategy and thematic 

sector. Summaries of the evaluations are provided in Annex B.   

Figure 5: Number of decentralised evaluations per type of implementing organisation 2015-2019. Note that 

the category “Universities, teaching institutions", previous years, was captured under the category 

“Others”. “N/A” refers to evaluations of larger portfolios where there are several partner organisations. 

NB. Evaluations commissioned by partners and donors are not included which means that the evaluation 

coverage of the type of implementing organisation can be larger. 
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2  W H A T  H A S  B E E N  E V A L U A T E D  B Y  S I D A ?  A N  O V E R V I E W  

2.3  ASPECTS EVALUATED IN  DECENTRALISED 
EVALUATIONS 

 

Table 1 provides an overview of which evaluations have addressed the different 

OECD/DAC criteria as well as Sida’s development perspectives and to what extent 

these criteria and perspectives are included in evaluation terms of references. 

Examples of findings from how these criteria are applied in evaluations have been 

provided in Boxes 1-5. 

 

2.3.1 Applying the OECD/DAC evaluation criteria in assessing the merits of the 

evaluated interventions/portfolios 

 

Sida’s evaluation process habitually uses OECD/DAC criteria as the framework for 

analysis. This analysis shows that of the OECD/DAC criteria, ‘effectiveness’ is the 

most comprehensively addressed in the evaluations followed by ‘relevance’ and 

‘sustainability’ with ‘efficiency’ and ‘impact’ being the least addressed. 

All but three evaluation reports consider the criterion of relevance and of those that 

do, all find their evaluated interventions relevant, with many finding the interventions 

to be highly relevant.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Box 1 Relevance 

 Extract from ‘Evaluation of the regional development programme "Towards a Non-Toxic 

Environment in South-East Asia’ (DE 2019:32) 

“- Keml (the Swedish Chemicals Agency) has been universally appreciated throughout the region as an 

organisation possessing unparalleled expertise; both as a repository of knowledge on chemicals management 

but also as a trainer and communicator of best practices on the topics. It is recognised as a government agency 

with a history of practical implementation. Its methodology of engagement and being responsive to the needs 

of individual countries are cited as excellent. It has built its trust amongst governments in the region, and is 

classed as neutral, skilled, helpful and trustworthy. 

- As an alternative to KemI, there are no other organisations in the region or globally. There are some forums 

in the region, and the Association of Southeast Asian Nations (ASEAN) Working Group for Chemicals and 

Waste, as well as the international agencies such as UNEP and FAO, all of which KemI should associate and 

collaborate with when needed. However, none of them can replicate its technical expertise on chemicals 

management or its experience of institution building.” 
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2  W H A T  H A S  B E E N  E V A L U A T E D  B Y  S I D A ?  A N  O V E R V I E W  

 

All the reports but three cover the criterion of effectiveness. Effectiveness can be 

used as a proxy for performance since it involves assessing how far an intervention 

has met its objectives and achieved results. All the evaluation reports found their 

evaluated interventions to be effective, despite identifying areas which need 

strengthening, and none judged their respective interventions to have failed.  

 

 

Around two-thirds of evaluations addressed the efficiency criterion. This is a criterion 

where evaluators tended to be conservative in their assessments and rather than 

endorsing programmes as ‘efficient’ or not, framed the discussion in terms of issues 

and problems arising. Only a few evaluations probed the efficiency criteria in relative 

detail.2  

 

Box 2 Effectiveness 

Extract from ‘Evaluación de la relevancia e impacto del enfoque de la ASDI para fortalecer la resiliencia de 

los pueblos indígenas en las áreas rurales de Guatemala’ (DE 2019:13) 

“….The [joint programmes] have contributed significantly to increasing the assets of the families and communities 

that actively participated in the different activities. All the interventions prioritized the development of individual 

and community capacities in order to strengthen the human capital of the most vulnerable populations. …Through 

the increase in these assets, the [joint programmes] were able to promote various changes in practices and behaviours 

at the level of families and communities most committed to the activities of the [joint programme]. These changes 

have affected the absorption and adaptation capacities of some families in the face of adverse events, mainly those 

that have received the most important support. The evaluators observed that examples of participating families that 

improved their diet, decreased the frequency of gastro-intestinal and respiratory diseases in them and in their 

children. Several families increased their agricultural production for self-consumption and/or saved money by 

cultivating their fruits and vegetables. Other families are already living in a safer and healthier habitat, reducing (but 

not eliminating) their vulnerability to adverse events. Some groups of agricultural entrepreneurship have managed 

to increase their productions and sales in local markets (including sales of products through the new School Feeding 

Law) and international markets. These groups have managed to increase their family income, generate (self) jobs at 

the local level and have discouraged (on a small scale) internal migration to Mexico. The effects of interventions 

with sectoral institutions and with municipal governments were not as visible in the communities compared to direct 

interventions with the population. The families interviewed did not always identify significant changes in the quality 

or quantity of services offered by the supported institutions. .......processes and capacities have been strengthened at 

the municipal and community levels that require time and stability (political, administrative and institutional) to have 

a perceptible impact on families. ….” 
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The impact criterion is not addressed in around half of evaluations and those that do 

address it rely more on speculation rather than well-evidenced measures of impact. 

The impact criterion mainly appears in end of phase/final evaluations as might be 

expected. There was only one evaluation3 which gave an unequivocal assessment of 

the positive impact of the evaluated intervention (see Box 4) and used a contribution 

analysis approach based on interviews, case studies and e-surveys to carry out the 

assessment. Another evaluation report which looks at impact in much detail across six 

partners4 also used a contribution analysis approach involving document review, 

group discussions and interview methods. 

The sustainability criterion was considered in all but five evaluations. No 

evaluations were able to give assurances of sustainability given the stage at which the 

evaluations were carried out (near the end of or just after the end of an intervention). 

The best the evaluations could do was point to signs of future sustainability and 

suggest ways in which this could be strengthened – see Box 5 for a typical example. 

 

Box 3 Efficiency 

Extract from ‘Mid-term Review of the Strategy for Sweden’s Development Cooperation with Ethiopia, 

2016–2020’ (DE 2019:16) 

“Limited donor coordination and information sharing exists within or across Result Area projects or in co-funded 

projects. Partners of implementing organisations often lack management and technical knowledge and skills to be 

able to perform satisfactorily. Staff replacements and re-shuffling of government institutions are major barriers. 

Implementing organisations emphasised the need for long-term, continuous and systematic collaboration with 

government. political volatility and pockets of violence diversion. While existing consortia have been 

formed/guided/imposed by the Embassy, the implementing organisations preferred to identify their respective 

partners by themselves. Standard procedures for selecting and rejecting projects for the Strategy have been 

formally applied by the Embassy. Monitoring and evaluation practices applied by the Embassy to measure 

progress and achievements of the Strategy are inadequate, causing weaknesses in measuring of effectiveness. 

Several projects are significantly underspending disbursed funds may call for a review of causes…. The embassy 

is commended by other stakeholders for its active engagement in donor coordination in the areas of human rights 

and private sector development. Less interaction exists within and across the Result Areas of the Strategy. 

Theme/sector-based dialogue platforms emerging from the reform process are regarded by the Embassy as 

essential forums for development, in which their relevant partners need to engage…” 
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Box 4 Impact 

Extract from ‘Evaluation of Election Support Project 2016-2018, Zimbabwe’ (DE 2019:28) 

“….The evaluation team has identified four levels of impact that Zimbabwe Election Support Network (ZESN) has 

achieved.  

Impact on citizens: For a significant proportion of the population, ZESN has enhanced their democratic and human 

rights in an inhospitable environment. The electoral environment in Zimbabwe still has many problems, but the 

evaluation team judges that elections would have been significantly less transparent and voter awareness and 

engagement would have been more restricted without flexible and consistent support to ZESN. Central to this has 

been the scale and scope of ZESN operations, and this has been steadily increased during the past five years. One 

Board member stated that “nobody beats us in terms of deployment”, which has resulted in this powerful impact. 

Reaching the grassroots: Via its task forces, ZESN has been quite effective in overcoming geographic and political 

barriers, though there are inevitable limits with regard to certain ‘no-go areas’ especially in Mashonaland and Central 

province. The breadth and size of the ZESN membership, and the efficient and effective support provided by the 

secretariat have led to support reaching many grassroots areas that would other-wise have remained out of reach. 

Inclusion: Through its diverse membership and its diverse Board, ZESN has been able to effectively target and 

enhance the human rights of women and men, people with disabilities, former convicts, victims of violence and torture, 

and different ethnic groups. This is a highly intentional aspect of ZESN’s basic ethos. The member organisations have 

made clear that they feel empowered and capacitated to undertake a range of work with their constituencies that would 

otherwise have not been possible. In the e-survey conducted for this evaluation, five of six respondents felt that ZESN 

was very effective or moderately effective in enhancing the participation of specific communities in electoral 

processes. This mostly relates to voter engagement, but some observers note that the involvement of women’s 

organisations in the ZESN network may have contributed to greater numbers of women candidates in rural areas. 

The big picture: In considering impact, it is important to frame this in relation to the ‘so what’ question recently 

posed by [those] who have questioned the efficacy of electoral support in countries where regimes are loath to 

relinquish power and have effective machines in place to retain control. i.e., those who have no intention to ‘reform 

themselves out of power’. These concerns are largely beyond the scope of this evaluation, but informants have 

presented credible arguments regarding the potential to work with principled technocrats in the government, local 

authorities and parliamentarians who accept the need for tolerance and strengthening of democratic principles. The 

progress made in ZESN’s work with Zimbabwe Election Commission (ZEC) is a good example of how reform can be 

pursued. The ultimate results, however, remain uncertain. One informant expressed the view that both ZESN and its 

members and partners would benefit from greater reflection about the “state of the state”. The evaluation team sees 

this suggestion as being worth pursuing, but ZESN cannot address this ‘elephant in the room’ alone. A more open 

dialogue and systematic connectivity within the ZESN network; with other electoral actors…..;and with policy 

research institutions would be required to mobilise this important national conversation on the democratic process….” 
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2.3.2 Addressing the five development perspectives in evaluations 

 

Sida’s development cooperation incorporates five perspectives or cross-cutting issues.  

In evaluation reports, gender equality is by far the most widely addressed perspective, 

followed by human rights and poverty. Conflict sensitivity and climate/environment 

are the least addressed. 

Almost a quarter of evaluation terms of references do not mention cross-cutting issues 

at all. However, evaluation reports may in practice discuss cross-cutting issues even if 

they have not been highlighted in the terms of references. Nonetheless examining the 

terms of references indicates the direction given by Sida, embassies and units at the 

outset of evaluation processes.  

An overview of which evaluations have addressed the different development 

perspectives alongside which evaluation terms of reference required these aspects to 

be covered is provided in Table 1. Some examples of findings from how these 

perspectives are applied in evaluations have been provided in Boxes 6-8. 

Around half of evaluation reports refer to poverty to varying degrees despite the fact 

that only 6 out of 31 terms of references required it to be covered. Only a small 

number of reports refer to a clear poverty focus or objective in the evaluated 

Box 5 Sustainability 

Extract from ‘Evaluation of International Disability Alliance’ (DE 2019:25) 

“Sustainability of results: The range of International Disability Alliance (IDA) efforts … have contributed to creating a 

global momentum for disability inclusion with increasing awareness of governments, donors and financial institutions to 

fund disability related programmes evidenced by increasing numbers of requests for IDA and its constituencies to 

participate in consultations and programmes. This trend is bolstered by enabling legal and policy frameworks that commit 

stake-holders to certain standards and indicators (CRPD, the SDG disability indicators, the humanitarian disability charter 

and the UNDIS framework). This remains an important aspect to ensure sustainability of the advocacy initiatives and 

outcomes. However, notwithstanding the policy advancements there is no guarantee that new initiatives are designed to 

be disability inclusive and in line with rights and needs of persons with disabilities. Continued guidance and monitoring 

will be essential for meaningful and rights-based changes to happen at the national level. A precondition for this is that 

IDA’s membership base is strengthened and empowered to engage with policy makers on technical sectoral aspects of 

rights fulfilment.  

Organisational sustainability: IDA’s sustainability as a global alliance presents potentially several challenges. This 

includes its ability to: Maintain and develop trust and mandate from its diverse constituency and manage their 

expectations. This will require more attention to internal communication and movement building, especially paying 

attention to how IDA and its members can work better together to enhance capacity and coordinated efforts at national 

and sub-national level; A human resource management plan that balances IDA’s ambitions and prepares for succession 

of key staff members; Build its equity (a safety net of own capital)and widen its core funding base, to make it less 

dependent on the four core funders continued support. IDA cannot manage its operations for long if these funds were 

withdrawn. This will require identification of donors/philanthropist that can allow funds to be set aside for equity and new 

forms of income.” 
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interventions5. A few programmes were found to have strong links with poverty 

reduction6. However, more commonly, evaluation reports concluded that a number of 

programmes were not having an adequate impact on poverty reduction, for instance, 

in Afghanistan, Zambia, Kosovo, Abkhazia, Tanzania, Mali7 and needed to 

strengthen their linkages to this issue. Two evaluation reports refer to Sida’s Multi-

Dimensional Poverty Analysis (MDPA) framework.8 This appears to be a useful tool 

in contexts where it has been used by Sida embassies/units to design relevant 

programmes9 but mainstreaming across Sida programming appears as yet to be 

limited. Box 6 show how the concept of multi-dimensional poverty has been 

considered and integrated into both upstream and downstream projects respectively. 

Nearly two-thirds of evaluation reports refer to human rights-based approaches 

(HRBA)/human rights despite the fact that only two terms of references included this 

as a specific question. Some evaluations explicitly refer to the ‘human rights-based 

approach’, a programmatic approach which involves empowering people to know and 

claim their rights and increasing the ability and accountability of individuals and 

institutions who are responsible for respecting, protecting and fulfilling rights.10 

Where evaluations consider a HRBA approach, they tend to do so holistically and 

discuss all four principles, non-discrimination, participation, accountability and 

transparency in fairly equal measure.11 

 

 

A number of evaluation reports do not use the terminology of HRBA as such but refer 

to human rights in more general).12 They may consider human rights as a goal rather 

than a process, for instance, working to promote LGBTI rights, global disability 

Box 6 Use of Multi-Dimensional Poverty Analysis 

Extract from ‘End of Project Evaluation of the BBC Media Action Radio Waves and Tikambe Projects in 

Zambia’ (DE 2019:33)  

Radio waves:..… “The project is aligned to Sida’s poverty framework. Sida’s Multidimensional Framework for 

Understanding Poverty (2017) focuses on four major elements, namely i) resources, ii) opportunities and choice, iii) 

power and voice and iv) human security, the latter being a newly added dimension. Radio Waves works to equip 

ordinary people and listeners, with an understanding of their rights and how to claim them. While such fundamental 

change requires time to happen, the evaluation found testimonies of change as follows:  

•Resources: The project provided communities with information that increased their understanding of the relation 

between rights holders and duty bearers. This has contributed to placing ordinary people in a new position of 

empowered assertive engagement for claiming their rights; 

•Opportunities and choice: The radio programme by presenting opportunities to citizens for claiming their rights 

contributed to an understanding that these opportunities are real and that they do have rights and a choice; 

•Power and voice: Through the radio programmes, more voices from more diverse ‘communities within the community’ 

are heard on partner radios, also women’s and young people’s voices. The intention of the project is to give voice and 

transform that voice into influence and power to claim own rights, which was observed during field visits.  

•Lack of human security: The above-mentioned empowerment process is intended to move individuals and 

communities from being ‘objects to become subjects with an own will and space to make informed decisions and act’, 

to organise and to voice human security concerns….” 
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rights, the right to information, political rights13 etc. These programmes also discuss 

key human rights principles such as accountability, non-discrimination etc. as part of 

a conventional human rights advocacy approach.  

According to the decentralised evaluations, there are several programmes which are 

doing well at integrating human rights concerns and in achieving results, for instance, 

on global LGBTI rights, child protection in Abkhazia, global disability rights, socio-

economic rights and value chains in East Africa, global CSO strengthening, sexual 

and reproductive health rights in Zambia, rights to political participation in Zimbabwe 

elections14 etc. The evaluations find that there are other programmes which need to 

strengthen their approach to human rights.15 Several reports only make a fleeting 

reference to the issue making it difficult to judge if this was because of a deficit in the 

programme or because the evaluation failed to consider this aspect.  

The distinction between the references to HRBA and human rights in general is not 

always clear from the reports, for instance, one evaluation concluded that the project 

was “muted” on HRBA but it then went on to find that the implementing 

organisations had human rights and pro-poor approaches deeply embedded in their 

approaches, were active in promoting health rights and relevant conventions, and 

were making a meaningful connection between chemicals management and human 

rights.16 Irrespective of how the terminology is used, it is evident that two-thirds of 

the programmes evaluated (as listed above) are actively working to promote human 

rights and also in some cases achieving important results. 

 

 

Box 7 Gender equality 

Extract from ‘Evaluation of ILO Road to Jobs (R2J), Afghanistan’ (DE 2019:6) 

 “Since the start of implementation gender has been central to the project, specifically with efforts to ensure that 

interventions benefit men and women equally, that there are specific interventions targeting women, and that the 

monitoring tracks progress in gender across the project. All of the interventions undertaken have included an 

assessment of gender issues, with the intention clearly set out in the intervention summary. In some cases, such 

as the Pakiza Dairy Company, the interventions have successfully involved women as the main beneficiaries, 

while in others, such as Balkh Poultry Company, the interventions have been unsuccessful. One encouraging 

feature of the R2J project is that such failures are used as the basis for further reflection, so that the Case Study 

for the poultry buy-back scheme records that women had dropped out because they had been unable to reach 

expected outputs, in part because they were unable to access loans for equipment and in part because they 

participated as individuals, while the men tended to join in groups, which were more profitable and productive. 

There have also been interventions that have specifically targeted women, including: the Gender and 

Entrepreneurship (GET Ahead) training; the Afghan Bazaar Carpet company, which has started training women 

in carpet and kilim weaving and provides other women with opportunities in washing and processing wool; and, 

Torque Force vocational training for women in tailoring and jewellery design, which links trainees up with 

national level designers. Finally, all monitoring data is sex disaggregated as a matter of course, so that it is 

possible to track progress in the gender specific interventions and to track progress in the project as a whole.” 
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All but two evaluations mention gender equality despite the fact that only half of the 

terms of references included this as an explicit question. The degree of coverage 

varies considerably, with some addressing the issue in relative detail17 and others 

mentioning it in passing. Several programmes appear to address gender equality 

particularly well. These include programmes where the principal objective relates to 

gender equality, for instance, a project on women’s financial exclusion in Zambia18 as 

well as those with wider objectives, for instance, value chains in East Africa, jobs 

creation in Afghanistan or capacity building on national statistics in Mozambique.19 

Programmes which did not address gender equality well include one which failed to 

develop a gender plan until the final year resulting in poor implementation of gender 

equality objectives.20 Some programmes were set up with women’s equality as a 

central objective but nonetheless did little to advance gender equality: for example, an 

evaluation of a women’s rights programme in Afghanistan could not find direct 

evidence that the programme had made a difference to gender equality or poverty 

reduction21, a global programme on LGBTI rights did not mention gender equality at 

all despite this being an evaluation question22 and a global programme on civil 

society strengthening which had gender equality as a core principle did not make this 

adequately visible in communications and reports or through the activities of a 

specific group set up to advance this23. 

Conflict sensitivity is mentioned in a third of the evaluations, even if only in passing, 

despite being included as an evaluation question only in four terms of references. The 

issue was best integrated in three projects24 (see example in Box 8) but sometimes not 

adequately addressed in conflict-affected contexts where it might be expected to be 

relevant. 

Box 8 Conflict sensitivity 

Extract from ‘Evaluation of Election Support Project 2016-2018, Zimbabwe’ (DE 2019:28) 

“….Although almost never explicitly referred to, interviews showed that conflict sensitivity prevails across the 

ZESN approach. A tacit ‘do no harm’ awareness is strong in the secretariat and among the Board and members as 

they work to find ways to shift conversations from political positions to facts about the electoral process. Applied 

conflict sensitivity is extremely difficult in the acutely polarised political context in Zimbabwe, and in itself leads 

to controversy. Some observers interpret ZESN’s cautious approach to conflictual issues as bordering on self-

censorship. Nonetheless, the evaluation team judges that ZESN has performed in a nimble, strategic and effective 

manner. Attention is given to issues where political conflicts run the risk of turning into violent conflicts. One 

example is a controversy that arose around the voters roll, where the secretariat conducted an audit that gave 

credence to the voters roll while noting areas that needed improvement. The findings on the voters roll put to rest 

what was fast becoming a volatile election issue with the potential to derail the process. Similarly, ZESN has 

undertaken detailed analysis of the impending boundary delimitation, which is already attracting political 

controversy even before it begins. In this way, ZESN’s work has become a reference for factual stakeholder 

discussions on delimitation….. Task forces are also vigilant about potentially volatile situations at specific polling 

stations. The Election Situation Room, which coordinated ZESN’s long-term and short-term observers, was set up 

at the secretariat in Harare monitors potential flash points during elections related to the spread of distorted 

information. This is an innovative approach which, according to one respondent “has capacitated ordinary citizens 

to observe and report election incidents using mobile phones”….. 
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Environment is discussed in a third of the evaluations, slightly more than required 

by the terms of references which mentioned it. The perspective is covered in projects 

with direct links to environmental issues such as a project on food security in Mali 

and environmental non-toxicity in SE Asia25 but even here the evaluation analysis 

tends to be limited in scope to the project focus rather than wider discussions of 

environmental issues. There are other programmes where environmental concerns are 

relevant but not systematically applied for instance in Ethiopia, DRC or 

Afghanistan.26  
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Table 1: Coverage of  OECD/DAC criteria and Sida’s development perspectives per decentralised evaluation 2019 
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2019:1 Evaluation of the Sida supported research capacity 

building programme “International Foundation for Science 

 T  T   T   T 

2019:2 Evaluation of the Strategic Plan 2014–2018 of the 

International Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Trans and Intersex 

Association (ILGA) 

 T  T  T    

2019:4 Evaluation of the support to UNICEF to strengthen Child 

Protection in Abkhazia 2015–2018 

 T  T  T    T 

2019:5 Evaluation of the Global Partnership for Education (GPE) 

– Literacy and Numeracy Education Support (LANES) 

program in Tanzania (2014–2018) 

 T  T  T  T  T   

2019:6 Evaluation of ILO Road to Jobs (R2J), Afghanistan  T  T  T  T   T 

2019:7 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC    

2019:8 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC        

2019:9 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC Multi-

Dimensional Poverty Analysis (MDPA) 
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2019: 

10-11

Mid Term Evaluation of the Sida and USAID Loan 

Portfolio Co-Guarantee and The Mali Finance for Food 

Security and Women Entrepreneurs (FFSWE) programme. 

(Two reports: English/French versions) 

  T  T  T  T   T 

2019:12 Evaluation of Sida Humanitarian Method Partners  T  T  

2019:13 Evaluación de la relevancia e impacto del enfoque de la 

ASDI para fortalecer la resiliencia de los pueblos 

indígenas en las áreas rurales de Guatemala 

 T    T T T 

2019:14 Evaluation of UN Women Country Programme in 

Afghanistan 

 T  T T  T  T   T T 

2019:15 Evaluation of the Guttmacher Institute programme on the 

use of SRHR evidence to inform action (2015–2018) 

 T  T  T   

2019:16 Mid-term Review of the Strategy for Sweden’s 

Development Cooperation with Ethiopia, 2016–2020 

 T  T  T     T  T  T 
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2019:17 Evaluation of IBON International and the CSO Partnership 

for Development Effectiveness (CPDE) Project 

 T  T   T T  

2019:18 Evaluation of ISET Policy Institute Promoting Georgia’s 

Development through Independent Policy Analysis, 

Trainings and Civil Society Engagement 

  T   T  T  

2019:19 Evaluation of the Capacity Building for Improvement of 

Land Administration and Procedures in Bosnia and 

Herzegovina (CILAP project) 

 T  T  T   T  T T T 

2019:20 Review of Scandinavian Consortium Technical Assistance 

to Strengthening the Institutional Capacity of the 

Mozambican National Statistical System (2008–2017) 

  T   

2019:21 Mid-term Evaluation of Financial Sector Deepening 

Zambia (FSDZ), implemented Women in Financial 

Inclusion and Capabilities (WIN) project 

 T  T   T  T T 

2019:22 Evaluation of the project Confidence in Georgia   T  T  T    
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2019:23 Evaluation of Organic Trade and Value Chain 

Development in East Africa 

 T  T   T  T  T   T  T 

2019:24 Evaluation of Parliamentary Forum on Small Arms and 

Light Weapons (PFSALW) 2014-2018 

 T  T  T   

2019:25 Evaluation of International Disability Alliance      

2019:26 Evaluation of the Sida-supported development cooperation 

with the Kenya Revenue Authority 

 T  T  T  T  T  T 

2019:27 Evaluation of Twaweza Strategic Plan 2015-2018; 

programme support in Tanzania 

 T  T  T  T  T  

2019:28 Evaluation of Election Support Project 2016-2018, 

Zimbabwe  

 T  T  T  T    

2019:29 Midterm review of the SIDA core support to Kosovo Civil 

Society Foundation (KCSF) 

 T  T  T   T  T   T T 

2019:30 Évaluation finale du Programme d’Initiatives Locales 

d’Adaptation Durable aux effets des changements 

climatiques des communautés rurales vulnérables du Mali 

(PIL-ADCC Mali) 

 T  T   T  T T  T  T T 
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2019:31 Evaluation of the Improving Court Efficiency and 

Accountability of Judges and Prosecutors in BIH Phase 2 

 T  T  T  T  T 

2019:32 Evaluation of the regional development programme 

"Towards a Non-Toxic Environment in South-East Asia" 

 T   T  T  T  T     

2019:33 End of Project Evaluation of the BBC Media Action Radio 

Waves & Tikambe Projects in Zambia 

 T   T T  T   T  

TOTAL (coverage of criteria/perspectives in evaluation 

report) 

28 28 19 16 26 29 19 16 10 11 
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3 Key learnings on performance 

 

Even though evaluations per definition are to determine the ‘worth’ or ‘significance’ 

of the evaluation object, the decentralised evaluation reports rarely provided a rating 

on performance. However, the OECD/DAC criteria effectiveness, assessing an 

intervention’s progress against its objectives, can be used as the closest proxy for 

‘performance’. 

Given that most evaluations were assessments of projects and programmes with 

different objectives, approaches, in a variety of sectors, carried out in contexts that 

differ socially and politically, it is not possible to aggregate results achieved. We can 

nevertheless highlight observations on the use of the evaluation tool and programme 

performanceiii, which is done in this chapter. 

3.1  ARE THE INTERVENTIONS DOING THE 
RIGHT THINGS? 

Key learning on relevance 

• Principal factor which diminishes relevance is lack of alignment with national 

and local strategies, priorities, and interventions. This may because national 

laws and policies are not sufficiently developed.27 In one case, the evaluation 

found that the intervention strategy was not relevant when the programme was 

established but increased in relevance as the external context changed and 

national authorities set new priorities.28 The lack of alignment is not 

necessarily a negative finding as it may be due to a project engaging with 

controversial issues or seeking to promote progressive human rights issues.  

• Filling critical gaps, tackling un-addressed issues and meeting the needs of 

excluded vulnerable groups increases relevance. 

• Being participatory, transparent and feeding back to beneficiaries is also seen 

as positive. 

• Alignment with Sida’s policies is highlighted as a factor by some evaluations 

but not seen as central to the ‘relevance’ of an intervention; there is also 

caution against being driven by funding and donor priorities. 

 

 
 

 

 
iii Particularly interesting are two evaluations of projects in Afghanistan carried out by the same 

evaluator (thus enabling the ability to make comparisons with confidence), one deemed as successful 
(DE 2019:6) and the other, rather less so (DE 2019:14). 
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3.2  ARE THE INTERVENTIONS ACHIEVING 
THEIR OBJECTIVES?  

Key learning on effectiveness 

An analysis of the evaluation reports highlights the following factors which enable or 

conversely constrain change. 

• Programme planning 

o Lack of strategic approach and planning e.g. failing to carry out follow-up 

activities to embed the results of interventions.29 One evaluation made a 

similar finding regarding Sida’s country level strategy itself saying that it 

had a dispersed portfolio but lacked focus.30 

o Lack of comprehensive results/M&E frameworks e.g. focus on outputs and 

activities rather than outcomes.31 Good M&E systems were positively 

identified in certain projects as central to effectiveness.32 

• Programme implementation 

o Weak programme delivery e.g. ineffective targeting or poor quality of 

training and mentoring.33 

o Weaknesses in programme management e.g. failure to pay due regard to 

risk assessments, lack of ongoing self-reflection, learning and adaptation, 

unclear decision-making, weak governance structures, weak 

communication strategies, poor grant management.34 

o Limited partner capacity can be a constraint.35 

o Programme flexibility can be an enabling factor.36 

o Trusting and positive relationship between project partners and especially 

with the lead implementing agency enables effective implementation.37  

• Programme approach 

o One aspect of programming which emerged as an important factor in 

constraining wider change was the failure to target key influencers. A lack 

of national advocacy and engagement was observed in several 

evaluations.38 For example, two projects which involved funding the 

public sector and thus already had inroads to policy-makers noted that the 

focus was too much at mid-level management rather than top level 

decision-makers.39 Similarly, at community level, interventions targeting 

the behaviours of children and youth, failed also to target the key 

influencers in their lives e.g. parents and community leaders.40 It was also 

highlighted in some reports that although Sida did sometimes lead 

advocacy on key issues such as gender, for instance, in pooled funds, it 

could do more generally to help influence national and global processes in 

support of programmes.41 
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• Coordination 

o Lack of coordination with other actors e.g. inadequate collaboration with 

national government bodies and CSOs, lack of cooperation with other 

networks risking duplication and missed synergies with projects in other 

areas.42 Inadequate donor coordination and the potential for Sida to play 

stronger role in this regard was highlighted in several evaluations.43 Sida 

could also do more to foster greater coordination among its implementing 

organisations in order to enable learning and sharing.44 

o Strategic alliance building is a facilitating factor.45 

• Human resources 

o Staff turnover/human resources.46 

o Staff with the rights skills, capacity and commitment and strong 

leadership are all facilitating factors.47 

• Financial resources 

o Funding by Sida can be an enabling factor48 but dependency on funding by 

Sida and other donors is also a constraint to ongoing change49. 

• External constraints 

o Systemic issues which hinder effective implementation are many and 

typically include the lack of government commitment, gaps in 

policy/legislation50, inadequate national capacity51; insufficient resource 

including donor support and pooled funding52; challenging contexts with 

conflict-affected areas53, political and ethnic unrest (though interesting to 

see two projects in Afghanistan with differing levels of success evaluated 

by the same evaluator54; government restructuring, staff turnovers etc.55; 

civil society challenges such as closing space and fragmentation56; lack 

external cooperation and dialogue57; lack of credible data58); corruption59; 

and market competition60. 

 

Examples of results achieved 

Interventions achieved a wide variety of results according to following non-

exhaustive examples from evaluations conducted in 2019: 

• Building capacity – increase in scientific research capacity globally; community 

and institutional level capacity on child protection in Abkhazia61; increasing 

knowledge of parliamentarians in a large number of countries for action against 

small arms; empowering disability activists with advocacy and monitoring skills; 

providing technical support globally on sexual and reproductive health rights; or 

reaching large numbers of teachers in Tanzania with in-service training for the 

revised curricula in what is viewed as a “historic achievement” and a “strong 

contribution to sector development”62. 
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• Influencing global standards – advocacy for UN Independent Expert on 

protection against violence and discrimination based on sexual orientation and 

gender identity; giving voice to persons with disabilities and spotlighting their 

rights by influencing the SDGs and various other high level frameworks (e.g. UN 

Security Council first ever resolution (2475) on the protection of persons with 

disabilities in conflict.63  

• Strengthening national infrastructure – land administration in Bosnia and 

Herzegovina and also in Georgia; national statistical services in Mozambique; 

organic produce certification in East Africa; electoral processes in Zimbabwe; 

court efficiency in Bosnia and Herzegovina; and media editorial and production 

skills in Zambia.64 

• Benefitting individuals – helping women and youth excluded from financial 

services in Zambia to access savings groups, become financially literate, and able 

to adopt digital financial services65; assisting local farmers and producers in East 

Africa to embark on or expand organic production with the result of improving 

marketability of their produce66; enabling small businesses to make Quick Wins 

in specific value chains in Afghanistan67; enabling beneficiaries in Mali to have 

improved living conditions through the acquisition of skills in agriculture and 

environmental management68; enabling citizens in South-East Asia to reduce the 

use of pesticides, improve health, sell more produce and achieve better incomes 

through a programme on non-toxic environments69; facilitating young women in 

Zambia to gain knowledge about sexual and reproductive health (SRH) resulting 

in changes in attitude and behaviour in relation to drug and alcohol abuse and the 

uptake of SRH services70. 

• Strengthening organisations – enabling the implementing partner in Georgia to 

become a stronger organisation in terms of internal structures, institutional 

relations (with other public authorities), as a service provider, and also with 

regard to its skilled and committed human resources71; in another example, 

national level Disabled People’s Organisations across the world were assisted 

through their interaction with a Sida-funded project72. 

• Empowering civil society – in Kosovo, the project supported the implementing 

partner to be seen as a leading research and advocacy organisation concerned with 

defending and expanding the space for civil society; another project facilitated 

global CSO engagement and built the capacity of civil society groups to carry out 

research and advocacy; similarly another project focused on building a global 

alliance of disability organisations.73 
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3.3  HOW WELL ARE RESOURCES BEING USED? 

Key learning on efficiency 

• Main recurring theme under this section is weaknesses in M&E in terms of 

inadequate methods and indicators for capturing effects and outcomes in 

particular74 as well as a lack of harmonisation across different implementing 

organisations making it difficult to aggregate results across Sida strategies. One 

good practice example comes from the Afghanistan ‘Road to Jobs’ project75, its 

M&E system was found to be “exemplary” by the project evaluation as a result of 

the following features: "The overall clarity and relative simplicity of the project 

Theory of Change; The use of detailed intervention guides that include Results 

Chains (linked to the Theory of Change), detailed indicators at output and 

outcome levels, and projections and regular monitoring of progress and actual 

results; The use of the intervention guides to maintain records of beneficiaries, 

which is then supported by the collection of data in the field through survey, 

providing a solid basis for the overall assessment”. 

• High operational and administrative costs76 also undermines efficiency and in 

some cases effectiveness where the level of costs prevents planned activities from 

being carried out77. 

• The issue of inadequate coordination, for instance, among implementing partner 

organisations was highlighted, sometimes resulting in missed opportunities to 

build local capacities and networks.78 On the positive side, the use of existing 

structures was seen as promoting efficiency79. But limited donor coordination was 

regarded as a constraint (see ‘effectiveness’ section for further discussion).80 

• Other factors which undermine efficiency include lack of capacity in 

implementing organisations and national partners, lack of clarity in roles and 

responsibilities, staff turnover, and political volatility.81 

 

3.4  WHAT DIFFERENCE DO THE 
INTERVENTIONS MAKE?  

Key learning on impact 

• Where impacts are achieved they tend to be small scale, localised or impacts on 

individual beneficiaries rather than strategic or policy level impacts.82 The 

evaluations indicate that while it may be possible to impact at the level of global 

norms for organisations engaged in high level advocacy83, impacting on national 

level policy appears particularly challenging. One evaluation found that the IO 

was pioneering new concepts such as the market-based approach, that its 

Regulatory Impact Analysis was showing “significant impacts” but cautioned that 

there are: “significant limitations to evidence-based policy making. Examples are: 

frequent changes in the Government; the Government is not very receptive to 

evidence-based arguments or advice; policy making is frequently linked to larger 
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investment projects in which donors or international consultant teams are in the 

lead (e.g. reform in the water sector; investment in the energy sector).”84 Other 

evaluations arrived at similar conclusions, for instance, that the effects of 

interventions with sectoral institutions and with municipal governments were not 

as visible in the communities compared to direct interventions with the 

population.85 Or that a project aimed at regional cooperation did not result in a 

strong network on pesticides management and that most ministerial staff 

associated with the programme did not know their counterparts in the countries of 

the region, or even relevant staff in other ministries in their own countries.86  

• The lack of adequate M&E frameworks, baselines, measurement indicators and 

methodologies and the problem of attribution are often cited as the main challenge 

in capturing impacts87 as illustrated in the examples below. This is particularly the 

case for higher level objectives and various programmes highlight the attribution 

challenges in linking Sida-funded interventions with policy outcomes. For 

instance, one programme on national tax revenue found that while there had been 

an increase in revenue and tax payers over the life of the programme, this could 

not be attributed to the programme alone as various other factors were at play88; 

likewise in another project89 aimed at democracy building, the evaluation 

commented that while there are external measures to show an increase in respect 

for democracy, it was difficult to attribute this to the Sida-supported programme. 

Similarly with a programme on building capacity for independent policy analysis 

in Georgia as noted above90. The Zimbabwe election support described in Box 4 

is a rare example where high level national impacts can be attributed to a Sida-

funded intervention, possibly because of the unique role of the implementing 

partner. 

3.5  WILL THE BENEFITS LAST?  

Key learning on sustainability 

• Important to think about sustainability upfront and plan comprehensively for it. 

• Way in which projects are carried out may not foster sustainability e.g. capacity 

development activities carried out without using a Training of Trainers 

dissemination model in DRC91, a similar point was made in an evaluation of the 

Mozambican statistical support programme which found limited trickling down of 

knowledge to provincial levels because there were no mechanisms for the 

decentralisation of capacity development and moreover, no systematic attempt to 

build a system of joint and collective knowledge creation between the beneficiary 

department and the service provider92. Other examples include the lack of 

investment in follow up to activities in terms of dissemination and advocacy93; or 

interventions that are too short term and small to achieve major development 

objectives “The size, duration and nature of the projects do not seem to be able to 

create the conditions necessary to respond in a sustainable manner to the 

structural constraints in which they are implemented”94. 
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• Dependency on continued funding from Sida or other sources was evident in most 

evaluated projects with only one evaluation finding that the evaluated project had 

a concrete fund-raising plan.95 

• Lack of broad ownership at national level from government and civil society and 

inadequate integration into local and national institutions, policies and 

programmes emerges as a recurring hindrance to sustainability. This applies even 

to funds supporting public sector programmes if top level management support is 

not adequately secured.96 
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 4 Key learnings on the five 
development perspectives 

Learning from how Sida’s five development cooperation perspectives are applied in 

Sida’s decentralised evaluations is unpacked below.  

 

4.1  POVERTY FOCUS 

Key learning 

• Sida’s conceptualisation of poverty and its multi-dimensional poverty 

analytical framework is only used explicitly in two evaluation reports as noted 

above. A report on DRC in particular is entirely devoted to MDPA and using 

Sida’s MDPA toolbox.97 Other evaluations frame the issue in their own way 

but the discussion is generally comprehensive and thoughtful possibly 

indicating the capacity of evaluators to address what is already a mainstream 

issue in development.98 In some instances, the reports may not refer to 

‘poverty’ at all but use other concepts such as ‘inclusion’ which are part of 

SIDA’s MDPA. For instance, a programme aimed at strengthening the 

election system in Zimbabwe does not explicitly refer to poverty but discusses 

the positive efforts made by the programme towards enhancing the inclusivity 

of marginalised groups in the electoral process e.g. people with disability 

(PWD) with the result that there was a higher turnout of PWD in the elections 

and a greater understanding among politicians of their concerns.99  

• The existence of Sida’s MDPA framework has helped embassies/units to 

better understand the context, for instance, an in-depth analysis carried out as 

part of Sida’s DRC country strategy review100 covered all four dimensions 

(access to resources and services; opportunity and choice; power and voice; 

human security) in much detail. In another example, the Embassy in Ethiopia 

used the multi-dimensional poverty approach to identify the social sector as a 

possible focus area in the humanitarian-development nexus in recognition of 

the fact that those considered extremely poor were not currently being 

addressed and that a failure to address these geographical and social 

imbalances would skew the results of the Sida country strategy101. Other 

evaluation reports also recommend similar vulnerability assessments.102 

• Organisations working upstream on policy advocacy issues and without direct 

links to poor communities can nonetheless demonstrate a good understanding 

of the linkages and frame their work with the objective of tackling poverty.103 

• Poverty needs to be seen from an intersectional perspective to consider how 

other social characteristics, gender, race etc. intersect to enhance 

vulnerabilities to poverty.104 
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• Reaching the most vulnerable, the poorest of the poor is a challenge which 

needs constant attention. The evaluation reports recognise that this is not 

always feasible; that it may be difficult to show results when targeting the 

most vulnerable105 or that a lack of national infrastructure or services may 

impede outreach, for instance, one programme aimed at raising awareness on 

sexual and reproductive health rights, needed the availability of an operational 

radio station in the vicinity of project areas106. One project on education in 

Tanzania was specifically set up with difficult and hard to reach target groups 

in mind but this needed to be further strengthened at mid-term stage and 

continues to require further identification and refinement of the most 

vulnerable groups (e.g. “boys  and  girls  in  remote  and  rural  areas;  

children  living  in  urban poverty; children with disabilities; pastoralist 

children; street-children; boys and girls engaged in child labour; girls of 

marriageable age, and so on.") to ensure that they are reached.107 

 

4.2  HUMAN RIGHTS-BASED APPROACHES 

Key learning 

• There are a number of conceptual overlaps between HRBA and MDPA 

particularly in relation to power and voice. Nevertheless, the use of HRBA brings 

a specific focus on ‘human rights’ as a goal underpinning interventions and 

enables interventions to strive for important achievements in upholding changes 

to human rights law and policy.108 

• Human rights-based approach principles of participation, transparency, 

accountability and non-discrimination are often applied in evaluation analyses to 

implementing organisations themselves.109  

• Non-discrimination principle is particularly challenging to observe, not due to 

conscious discriminatory attitudes but as a result of the difficulties in reaching the 

most vulnerable and marginalised group according to a number of evaluations.110 

One intervention that addressed this well was a disability rights programme which 

made consistent efforts to include marginalised disability groups (such as persons 

with albinism, psychosocial and intellectual disabilities and indigenous people 

with disabilities leading to their enhanced participation and voice within the 

disability movement.111  

• Some organisations are clearly rights-based and focus on advocacy112 but there is 

also scope for organisations focused on service delivery to engage with rights 

issues113. 
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4.3  GENDER EQUALITY 

Key learning: 

• Integration of gender in design and implementation phase through gender 

assessments, gender strategies, gender plans is key to success. For instance, the 

evaluation of the International Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Trans and Intersex 

Association114 describes a programme which put gender at the core of its work 

and carried out a gender assessment and gender strategy from the outset whereas a 

programme in Abkhazia did not consider implementation till the final year and 

then implemented plans poorly115. 

• Integration of ‘gender equality’ into M&E frameworks and ensuring that results 

framework include quantitative and qualitative targets for women makes a 

difference.  For example, a programme on building the knowledge and skills of 

parliamentarians on small arms116 included concrete indicators (e.g. three of the 

proposals from members should be introduced by female members, annual reports 

to distinguish between legislative initiatives, motions, speeches and so on by 

women and men) whereas a project on land administration in Bosnia and 

Herzegovina which had a heavy focus on gender nevertheless lacked an adequate 

framework for monitoring and capturing gender-related results117.  

• Having a mainstreaming approach but also specific initiatives targeting women 

was found to be significant.118  

• The inherent priorities of implementing organisations make a difference. For 

instance, the evaluation on building the knowledge of parliamentarians on 

combating the proliferation of small arms119 notes that gender equality was a 

strategic priority resulting in a keen focus on this issue in programming. 

Conversely little was done to mainstream gender in a tax revenue programme in 

Kenya120 despite concerted efforts by the Embassy and specific requirements in 

the approved programme proposal. 

• Sida through its embassies or units can play a role in ensuring integration into 

programming rather than leaving it to implementing organisations. For instance, 

one report notes that Sweden played a key role in pooled funds in advocating for 

gender in humanitarian assistance in DRC but at the same time that Sida toolkits 

did not give enough guidance to Embassy staff on how to take gender into 

account when assessing proposals.121 

• Gender equality applies both to organisational structures and programmes. There 

was a tendency in evaluations to assess this only in relation to staffing. 

• Importance of taking an intersectional approach i.e. considering ‘gender’ 

alongside other social characteristics such as race or disability in order to better 

address discrimination and disadvantage was mentioned in a couple of 

evaluations.122 

  



 

36 

 

4  K E Y  L E A R N I N G S  O N  T H E  F I V E  D E V E L O P M E N T  P E R S P E C T I V E S  

• Programmes face external and structural challenges in endeavouring to tackle 

gender equality. For instance, one programme working with the media in 

Zambia123 found that while it sought to ensure gender balance in its activities and 

engage women in consultations, it faced obstructions in the media and legal 

sectors which are male-dominated. Likewise, an evaluation of a global 

programme on disability rights124 found that advocacy for gender equality for 

women with disabilities had not yielded results due to challenges in making 

progress with leading international organisations, mainstream women’s 

movements as well as disability organisations themselves.  

 

4.4  CONFLICT SENSITIVITY 

Key learning: 

• Conflict sensitivity can be interpreted broadly and be applied both to interventions 

in conflict-affected areas as well as in other contexts to inter-organisational, 

interpersonal and political sensitivities. For instance, it was well-considered in a 

child protection programme in Abkhazia125 in the design and implementation of 

the programme. The programme document contained a sub-section entitled 

‘Conflict Sensitivity and People-to-People Dialogue’ and the approach involved 

ensuring the agreement of authorities from all sides, taking a non-confrontational 

approach to break through taboo subjects, and carrying out inter-community 

activities to foster understanding between different ethnic groups. By contrast, a 

global rights initiative operating in a non-conflict setting applied the concept to 

managing advocacy and lobbying in sensitive situations and in a culturally 

appropriate way and including research activities by the evaluation team itself.126  

• Importance of systematically using conflict analysis tools, assessments in design 

phase was highlighted.127 

• Including conflict sensitivity indicators in M&E frameworks particularly where 

working in peacebuilding contexts was mentioned, for instance, to capture the 

participation of different conflicting groups.128 

• Being aware of the difference between a conflict sensitive approach vs. result as 

was highlighted by the achievement of one implementing organisation in 

influencing the adoption of UN Security Council to adopt its first ever resolution, 

on the Protection of Persons with Disabilities in Conflict (Resolution 2475) 

despite not framing this as a ‘conflict sensitive approach’ in its programming 

documents.129 

• Being neutral, objective and fact-based when navigating conflicted parties and 

seeking to reduce conflict is central to conflict sensitivity as best illustrated by the 

Zimbabwe election support project (see Box 4). 
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4.5  ENVIRONMENT AND CLIMATE 

There is insufficient discussion in any of the reports to draw much learning save for 

the observation that this issue seems to pose a particular challenge in terms of 

integration and continues to be seen as a standalone subject area with environmental 

issues as a root cause or as an unintentional negative effect not being considered. The  

lack of coverage may stem from a lack of evaluator capacity, staff capacity and a 

perception that this is a specialised issue. The OECD/DAC Peer Learning on exercise 

on environment mainstreaming, where Sweden took part, addresses and provides 

lessons on capacity and continuous skill development.130 
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 5 Quality of evaluation reports 

 

UTV regularly carries out quality reviews of published decentralised evaluation 

reports, based on OECD/DAC’s quality standards for evaluation. These evaluations 

are commissioned by operational units and embassies of which the majority are 

called-off from Sida's framework agreement for evaluation services. Evaluations that 

have been problematic are reviewed on an ongoing basis. The purpose of the reviews 

is to give UTV an idea of the quality and possible shortcomings and problem areas in 

decentralised evaluations. Conclusions from the reviews are used by UTV to improve 

and develop advice and method support, to further communication on any interesting 

evaluation methodologies used as well as in the follow-up with the framework 

suppliers. 

A random sample of about a third of the decentralised evaluation reports published in 

2019 was reviewed. While most of the reviewed reports were assessed to be of good 

or at least acceptable quality, some common shortcomings were identified and two 

were not deemed to meet acceptable standards. The shortcomings were related to 

overly brief descriptions of methodology and/or methods of data collections and 

limitations of the chosen methods, and the consequences thereof, were often not 

described. References to cross-validation and triangulation are often made, but 

without any further evidence of this in the reports and with scarce references to data 

sources. Furthermore, conclusions are not always clearly linked to the evaluation 

questions, making it difficult to assess whether the questions have been answered by 

the evaluators. Moreover, descriptions of stakeholder mapping and selection of key 

informants are often missing in the reports, making it difficult to assess the 

representativity of samples. Generally, reports are too long making them less 

accessible. Reference is in most cases made to a utilization focused approach, but 

how this has permeated the implementation of the evaluation, needs to be 

strengthened.  

Quality assessment of strategic evaluations is done by their respective steering 

groups, where UTV is member, during the entire evaluation process. The assessment 

is based on OECD/DAC evaluation quality standards. During 2019 all strategic 

evaluations were assessed to be of satisfactory or good quality.  
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 6 Concluding remarks 

Nine recommendations are given below, related to development cooperation as well 

as the use of evaluation as a tool for improving development cooperation. The 

recommendations stem from the analytical findings of this report as well as recurring 

recommendations in the decentralised evaluations themselves.  

6.1  RECOMMENDATIONS ON DEVELOPMENT 
COOPERATION 

A number of recurring themes can be observed across the evaluation reports. Sida’s 

programmes are considered relevant and effective with results visible across a wide 

range of sectors and countries in terms of building capacity, establishing global 

standards, benefitting citizens, strengthening organisations and empowering civil 

society. Sida’s programmes can be successful in bringing about change through direct 

interventions and funding despite operating in complex environments with external 

political, legislative and capacity constraints.  

A challenge lies in more systemic change which goes beyond the life of Sida 

interventions and in achieving longer term impact and sustainability. While achieving 

such lasting change is a real challenge and inevitably difficult in countries which lack 

adequate economic resource and political stability, there are ways in which Sida 

programmes could be strengthened to increase the prospects of sustainable impact.  

6.1.1 Provide more guidance and tools on integration of development perspectives into 

Sida-funded programmes 

As noted earlier, all development perspectives are not equally relevant to each 

programme and as such mainstreaming as an objective is not always relevant. Sida 

could, however, provide some minimum guidance in relation to each criterion as to 

how an issue may be integrated, for instance, gender equality as a minimum could at 

least always be considered in terms of staffing ratio in a specific programme. 

Likewise, climate and environment could always be taken into account when 

planning implementation, for instance, to minimise travel and carbon emissions: it 

was noticeable that most evaluations involved field trips, this is something that merits 

consideration especially in light of COVID-19 travel restrictions for the foreseeable 

future to see if stakeholders can be consulted through other methods (for instance, 

international partners may be consulted through video-conferencing whereas 

communities and vulnerable groups might require face-to-face interactions). 

Such guidance may already exist, but it is unclear that it is getting through to those 

responsible for assessing proposals for funding. This recommendation echoes the 

findings of some of the decentralised evaluation reports. 
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6.1.2 Enable better coordination among external actors 

A key recurring theme is inadequate coordination among donors. This is an area 

where Sida could play a stronger role in coordinating with other donors who are 

funding the same implementing organisations. In addition, the lack of coordination 

among Sida-funded implementers and missed opportunities for sharing and learning 

was highlighted. As such Sida Embassies could do more to provide space for sharing 

through regular lessons learning events involving implementing partners. This 

recommendation was reiterated in a number of decentralised evaluations. 

6.1.3 Carry out more advocacy on Sida-related priorities 

Sida could do more to support the programmes it funds by engaging in advocacy at 

global and national levels on issues which marry with its own priorities e.g. gender 

equality or human rights. Sida’s own advocacy and influencing activities could 

benefit from drawing on learning from the programmes it supports rather than being 

disassociated from them. This was highlighted in various decentralised evaluation 

reports. For instance, one report recommended that Sida could use its position on 

steering committees and in advisory groups and as a trusted donor to actively 

advocate for Sweden’s positions on key issues e.g. gender-based programming.131 

6.1.4 Require better planning and strategizing from implementing organisations in the 

design phase 

A clear learning from the evaluations is that projects which better address 

OECD/DAC criteria (effectiveness and sustainability especially) and/or cross-cutting 

issues such as gender equality, are able to do so because they consider these aspects 

in advance, they carry out assessments in the design phase and develop strategies to 

address these issues. The need for better planning was a common finding across 

evaluations. A number of evaluations suggested that Sida funding units could do 

more to require implementing organisations to better plan ahead of implementation 

and also to institute stronger M&E systems.132 

6.1.5 Require better M&E from implementing organisations 

Another strong theme was the need for better M&E to ensure the results, effects and 

impacts of Sida-funded interventions are systematically captured and also to enable 

ongoing reflection, and feedback in order to improve implementation. Again, this 

requires stronger plans from implementing organisations at the outset. In addition, 

given capacity issues among implementers, Sida may wish to provide some M&E 

tools for implementers if it has not already done so. The need for improved systems 

of M&E was frequently emphasised in the evaluation reports.133 
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6.2  RECOMMENDATIONS ON THE USE OF 
EVALUATIONS 

6.2.1 Ensure that Sida's evaluation system can address knowledge gaps at different 

levels in the organisation 

Evaluations of portfolios or clusters of interventions within a cooperation strategy are 

rare. Examples to be inspired by exists, but more could be done to use the evaluation 

tool strategically in the follow up of cooperation strategies in a way that it delivers 

timely and useful information. This does not exclude evaluations of specific 

interventions, but Sida’s current monitoring and evaluation planning is most often 

done from the needs from single interventions rather from the needs at the strategy or 

corporate level.  

6.2.2 Access to all evaluations of Sida financed programmes is important for building a 

knowledge base and assessing evaluation coverage 

Evaluations provide one important element within a learning organization. 

Evaluations commissioned by Sida and embassies are mandatory to publish in Sida’s 

publication database. However, this is not always adhered to by the commissioning 

unit. Currently, it is a challenge to obtain information on evaluations carried out by 

Sida, embassies, partners or other donors to ensure access to all evaluations. 

Improvements in e.g. the contribution management system could remedy the 

situation, but further reflection is needed on ways to address this with due 

consideration of costs and benefits. 

6.2.3 Ensure Sida’s five development perspectives are included in evaluation terms of 

references where relevant 

It was noticeable that evaluation reports often covered these issues despite not being 

required to do so by the terms of references. It is evident that not all development 

perspectives are equally relevant to each Sida-funded intervention. Sida embassies 

and units responsible for commissioning evaluations may therefore consider the 

relevance in advance and include the development perspectives accordingly or 

include all the development perspectives and ask the evaluators to consider and 

address them if relevant. 

6.2.4 Commission more focused evaluations 

An observation from this analysis as well as other UTV experiences is that many 

decentralized evaluation terms of references and evaluation reports themselves cover 

a multitude of issues and questions. It is important to balance depth and breadth when 

defining the scope of an evaluation and ensure that the time, budget and resources 

available to the evaluation allow for proper coverage of the issues raised. It was also 

observed that some evaluation reports are very long and repetitive, reciting the same 

information under different headings ‘conclusions’, ‘findings’, ‘lessons learned’ etc. 

Evaluations would benefit from more thought and planning in order to home in on 

key issues that would benefit the intervention in question. 
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 Annex A Evaluation registry 

Decentralised evaluations 2015-2019 
 

 

 

A.1 EVALUATIONS PER STRATEGY 

The table below shows evaluations, published in the Sida Decentralised Evaluation 

Series in the period 2015-2019, organised per strategy (geographic and thematic). 

Summaries from the evaluations published in 2019 can be found in Annex B. All 

publications can be downloaded from www.sida.se/publications. 
 

Afghanistan 

2019:6 Evaluation of ILO Road to Jobs (R2J), Afghanistan 

2019:14 Evaluation of UN Women Country Programme in Afghanistan 

2016:8 Review of the UNICEF programme Basic Education and Gender Equality in 

Afghanistan 2013-2015 - Final Report 

2015:12  Evaluation of Sida’s Support to the Rural Access Improvement Programme 

(Phase I-III) in Afghanistan - 

2015:15  Review of Sida’s Support to Afghanistan - Lessons and Conclusions from 7 

Evaluations  

2015:20  Review of Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust Fund, ARTF, Internal and External 

Studies and Evaluations in Afghanistan 

Bangladesh 

2018:24 The Evaluation of the Dairy Hub and Dairy Academy Development Project in 

Bangladesh 

Bolivia 

2016:11 Evaluación del Programa de Reducción de la Vulnerabilidad de los Medios de 

Vida ante el Cambio Climático – Informe final (ENG: Evaluation of the Program 

for Reducing Vulnerability of Livelihoods to Climate Change – Final Report) 

2015:10 Evaluación de Resultados del PEI 2010 – 2014 del Ministerio de Educación – 

Informe final 

Burkina Faso 

2016:17 Evaluation finale du ”Projet de Réduction de la Vulnérabilité des Petits Barrages 

aux Changements Climatiques (PRVPB-CC)” 

http://www.sida.se/publications
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Capacity Development and Collaboration / Capacity Development  

2018:13 Evaluation of Swedish International Training Programmes (ITP); Quality 

Infrastructure – Technical Barriers to Trade (304) and Sanitary/ Phytosanitary 

(305) 2013–2017 

2018:14 Evaluation of Swedish International Training Programmes (ITP); Private Sector 

Development (Private Sector Growth Strategies and Strategic Business 

Management) 2011–2016 

2017:23 Evaluation of ITP 299 – Strategies for Chemicals Management 

2017:35 Evaluation of Sida’s ITP approach for Capacity Development 

2016:5 Evaluation of Sida’s International Training Programme in Child Rights, 

Classroom and School Management – Final Report 

2015:6 Evaluation of Sida’s International Training Programme in Intellectual Property 

(Bosnia and Herzegovina) 

2015:11  Evaluation of the International Training Programme “Education for Sustainable 

Development in Higher Education (ITP 257 ESD HE)” 

2015:35  Evaluation of Swedish International Training Programme (ITP); Climate Change 

– Mitigation and Adaptation (2007-2011) 

2015:45  Evaluation of Swedish International Training Programme (ITP) 288 ; “The Role 

of Labour Market Policies in Poverty Alleviation” 2009-2015 

2015:47  Evaluation of Swedish International Training Programmes (ITP); Risk 

Management in Banking (2003-2014) 

Colombia 

2018:9 The key role of ICTJ in the designing of Colombia’s complex Transitional 

Justice System 

2018:20 Mid-term Review of Diakonia’s Human Rights and Democracy Programme in 

Cambodia 2017–2019 

Democracy and Human Rights / Special Initiatives for Human Rights and 

Democratization 2014-2017 

2019:2 Evaluation of the Strategic Plan 2014–2018 of the International Lesbian, Gay, 

Bisexual, Trans and Intersex Association (ILGA) 

2019:25 Evaluation of International Disability Alliance) 

2017:4 Evaluation of the Sida supported RFSL projects “LGBT Voices” and “Rainbow 

Leaders” – Final Report 

2017:5 Evaluation of Sida Support to ECPAT International – Final Report 

2016:1 Mid-term Review of the Raoul Wallenberg Institute’s Programme in China - 

Final Report 
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Democracy Support for Party Affiliated Organisations 

2015:5  Evaluation of the Implementation and Results of the Swedish Strategy for 

Democracy Support for Party Affiliated Organisations 2012-2014 

2015:24  Project Evaluation – Disability Rights Promotion International (DRPI) – Final 

Report 

Democratic Republic of the Congo 

2019:7 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC. Report Phase 1 

2019:8 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC. Report Phase 2 

2019:9 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC Multi-Dimensional Poverty 

Analysis (MDPA) 

Eastern Europe, Western Balkans and Turkey (including older strategies for Bosnia 

and Herzegovina, Macedonia and Turkey) 

2019:4 Evaluation of the support to UNICEF to strengthen Child Protection in Abkhazia 

2015–2018 

2019:18 Evaluation of ISET Policy Institute Promoting Georgia’s Development through 

Independent Policy Analysis, Trainings and Civil Society Engagement 

2019:19 Evaluation of the Capacity Building for Improvement of Land Administration 

and Procedures in Bosnia and Herzegovina (CILAP project) 

2019:22 Evaluation of the project Confidence in Georgia 

2019:29 Midterm review of the SIDA core support to Kosovo Civil Society Foundation 

(KCSF) 

2019:31 Evaluation of the Improving Court Efficiency and Accountability of Judges and 

Prosecutors in BIH Phase 2 (2019:31) 

2018:16 Evaluation of Swedish Civil Society Support in Albania 

2018:22 Mid-term Review of the EMPOWER Private Sector Project 

2018:23 Evaluation of four NGO implemented programmes in Georgia 

2017:10 Evaluation of the OECD’s ‘Sector Competitiveness Strategy’ Project in Ukraine 

2017:12 Evaluation of the Regional Statistics Cooperation on the Western Balkans 2013 – 

2016 

2017:13 Evaluation of the Sida-funded Partnership in Statistics: A cooperation project 

between Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia (SORS) and Statistics 

Sweden (SCB) 
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2017:15 Evaluation of Core Support to Georgian Foundation for Strategic and 

International Studies (GFSIS) 

2017:20 Review of the Statistical Cooperation project between the National Institute of 

Statistics of Albania and Statistics Sweden, Phase IV, October 2014 – December 

2017 

2017:21 Evaluation of Swedish Support to the One UN in Albania for gender equality 

work 2012–2017 

2016:9 Evaluation of the Swedish Core Support to the Human Rights Foundation in 

Turkey – Final Report 

2016:12 Evaluation study in support of the Mid Term Review of the Pro-Tax II project  

2016:16 Evaluation of the projects “Institutional Cooperation between the Department for 

WTO and Trade Defence at the Ministry of Economic Development and Trade of 

Ukraine and Swedish National Board of Trade” and “Trade Policy and Practice 

in Ukraine” 

2015:2 Evaluation of the Sida funded Programme of Core Support and connected 

projects in Ukraine  

2015:7  Evaluation of the project “Fostering Agricultural Market Activities (FARMA)  

2015:9 Evaluation of the “UN Joint Programme on Promoting Gender Equality at Local 

Level (Women Friendly Cities)” and “Women Friendly Cities Small Grants 

Programme” 

2015:13  Midterm Review of CREDO Krajina – Final Report  

2015:16 Evaluation of the Public Administration Reform Fund in Bosnia and 

Herzegovina  

2015:22 Evaluation of the Core Support to the Center for Investigative Reporting, CIN 

2011-2014  

2015:26  Evaluation of the project “Capacity development at MoFTs at State and entity 

level for effective management of public investments PIP-DIP 

2015:27 Evaluation – The Challenge in Bosnia and Herzegovina 

2015:28  Review of the Capacity Building for Improvement of Land Administration and 

Procedures in Bosnia and Herzegovina (CILAP project) 

2015:40  Evaluation of the Project “Improving Judicial Efficiency” (Bosnia and 

Herzegovina) 

2015:41 Evaluation of the Guarantee Fund in Macedonia 

2015:43  Independent Evaluation of the Programme “Assessing the Judicial and 

Constitutional Reform Process in Turkey 2012-2015” implemented by TESEV 

2015:46  Review of Kyiv School of Economics’ Institutional and Sustainability Plans 

2015:49  Evaluation of the Swedish support to KA.DER – increasing the number of 

women in decision making processes in Turkey 
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Environment and climate  

2018:30 Review of Ratmalana/Moratuwa and Ja-Ela/Ekala Wastewater Disposal Project 

in Sri Lanka 

Ethiopia 

2019:16 Mid-term Review of the Strategy for Sweden’s Development Cooperation with 

Ethiopia, 2016–2020 

2017:34 Evaluation of 3rd Call off of civil society support through umbrella organisations 

2013–2017 

Guatemala 

2019:3 Evaluación de la relevancia e impacto del enfoque de la ASDI para fortalecer la 

resiliencia de los pueblos indígenas en las áreas rurales de Guatemala 

Humanitarian Assistance 

2019:12 Evaluation of Sida Humanitarian Method Partners 

2018:2 Evaluation of IRC´s Humanitarian Programme 2014-2016 

2017:19 Evaluation of Praktisk Solidaritet’s Programme 2011–2015 

2016:3 Evaluation of Sida’s Humanitarian Assistance – Final Report 

2016:13 Evaluation of Save the Children Sweden during Sida’s contribution to Save the 

Children’s humanitarian work 2013-2015 

Kenya 

2019:26 Evaluation of the Sida-supported development cooperation with the Kenya 

Revenue Authority (2019:26) 

2018:10 Mid Term Review of Symbio City Kenya. The sustainable urban development 

programme in Kenya – 2015-2018 

2017:6 Final Evaluation of the Natural Resource Management Facility At Act! – Final 

Report 

2016:2 Swedish Support to the Sustainable Urban Development Sector in Kenya, 

SSUDSK, and the role of UN-HABITAT in the project – Final Report 

2015:8 Agricultural Sector Development Support Programme (ASDSP) Mid Term 

Review  

Mali 

2019:10 Mid Term Evaluation of the Sida and USAID Loan Portfolio Co-Guarantee and 

The Mali Finance for Food Security and Women Entrepreneurs (FFSWE) 

programme 
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2019:30 Évaluation finale du Programme d’Initiatives Locales d’Adaptation Durable aux 

effets des changements climatiques des communautés rurales vulnérables du 

Mali (PIL-ADCC Mali) 

2017:7 Évaluation à mi-parcours du Programme de Gestion Décentralisée des Forêts 

(GEDEFOR II) 

2017:8 Revue Indépendante à mi-parcours du Programme de Gouvernance Locale 

Démocratique (GLD) Phase III 

Mozambique 

2019:20 Review of Scandinavian Consortium Technical Assistance to Strengthening the 

Institutional Capacity of the Mozambican National Statistical System (2008–

2017) 

2018:8 Mid-term Evaluation of Swedish government funded Civil Society Support 

through the AGIR II Programme in Mozambique 2014–2020 

2016:15 Midterm Review of GESTERRA Capacity Building Programme on Land 

Management and Administration within DINAT – Final Report 

Myanmar 

2015: 33 The Evaluation of VAHU Foundation on core support for the period 2011-05-30 

– 2015-03-31 

Palestine 

2015:25  Effectiveness of core funding to CSOs in the field of human rights and 

international humanitarian law in occupied Palestine 

2015:42 Learning From What Works: Strategic Analysis of the Achievements of the 

Israel-Palestine Human Rights Community 

Regional Asia 

2019:32 Evaluation of the regional development programme "Towards a Non-Toxic 

Environment in South-East Asia" 

2015:23 Evaluation of FORUM-ASIA’s Performance and Achievements (2011-2014) 

Regional Middle East and Northern Africa 

2018:21 Mid-Term Evaluation of “Regional Economic Integration through the Adoption 

of Competition and Consumer Policies in the Middle East and North Africa 

(COMPAL GLOBAL-MENA)” 

 

2017:22 Mid Term Review of the Agadir Technical Unit and the Swedish International 

Development Agency, Sida funded project “Support Quality Infrastructure in 

Agadir Countries” 

2017:27 Evaluation of EuroMed Rights Promotion of Human Rights in the Middle East 

and North Africa 

2017:28 Evaluation of three projects on transboundary water management in the Middle 

East and North Africa region 
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2015:14  Evaluation of the Swedish development cooperation in the MENA region 2010-

2015  

Regional – Sexual Reproductive Health and Rights 

2017:17 Evaluation of the Health Economics and HIV and AIDS Research Division 

(HEARD) 

Regional Sub-Saharan Africa 

2019:23 Evaluation of Organic Trade and Value Chain Development in East Africa 

2018:6 Evaluation of Afrobarometer’s Regional Programme 2011–2017 

2018:15 Evaluation of the African Organisation of English speaking Supreme Audit 

Institutions (AFROSAI-E) 

2018:17 Evaluation of the Pungwe Basin Transboundary Integrated Water Resources 

Management and Development Programme (PP2)  

2018:25 Mid-Term Review of the Project ‘Promoting Agriculture, Climate and Trade 

Linkages in the East African Community 2 (PACT EAC 2)’ 

2018:27 Mid-Term Review of Sida’s regional core support (2014–2019) to the Eastern 

African Grain Council promoting grain trade in the East African region 

“Strengthening Regional Grain Markets II” 

2018:28 Evaluation of the trade policy training centre in Africa (trapca) 

2017:1 Evaluation of Sida’s Support to the Gorée Institute (2012-2015) – Final Report 

2017:2 Evaluation of Sida’s Support to Tostan (2010-2016) – Final Report 

2017:3 Evaluation of ITP 296 (Fred och Säkerhet I Afrika (Peace and Security in Africa 

PASA)) – Final Report 

2015:19 Evaluation of Swedish Trade-Related Support to ECOWAS through Phase II of 

the Trade Negotiation and Capacity Building Project  

2015:31  Review of Five South Africa Based Think Tanks Supported by Sida 

2015:34  Evaluation of the Macroeconomic and Financial Management Institute of Eastern 

and Southern Africa (MEFMI) Phase IV Programme 

Research  

2019:1 Evaluation of the Sida supported research capacity building programme 

“International Foundation for Science” 

2018:3 Evaluation of the Sida supported research capacity and higher education 

development program in Rwanda, 2013–2017 

2018:7 Evaluation of the Sida supported programmes “CLACSO Knowledge for a 

Sustainable World 2013– 2016” and “South-South Tricontinental 2013–2015” 
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2018:11 Evaluation of AAU’s Core Programmes and projects under the Core Programme 

2013–2017, with particular focus on Sida’s institutional and program support 

2013–2017 

2018:12 Evaluation of CODESRIA’s programme cycle “Forty Years of Social Research 

and Knowledge Production: Consolidating Achievements, and Reaching New 

Frontiers 2012–2016” 

2018:18 Evaluation of the Sida supported programme “International Science Programme 

2014–2018” 

2017:9 Evaluation of Swedish government research cooperation with Eduardo Mondlane 

University, Mozambique 2011-2016 

2017:24 Evaluation of Sida’s research cooperation with Bolivia, 2007–2016 

2017:25 Evaluación de la cooperación de Asdi con Bolivia en materia de investigación 

correspondiente al período 2007–2016 

2017:29 External evaluation of the Quality Assurance Systems of research and 

postgraduate training at Universidad Mayor de San Andrés (UMSA) and 

Universidad Mayor de San Simón (UMSS) in Bolivia, as well as the national 

system through Comité Ejecutivo de la Universidad Boliviana (CEUB) 

2017:30 Evaluación externa de los sistemas de garantía de calidad en materia de 

investigación y capacitación de posgrado en la Universidad Mayor de San 

Andrés (UMSA) y en la Universidad Mayor de San Simón UMSS) de Bolivia, 

así como del sistema nacional mediante el Comité Ejecutivo de la Universidad 

Boliviana (CEUB) 

2016:10 Evaluation of Sida Support to TWAS, OWSD and GIS – Final Report 

2015:32 Evaluation of the Consortium for Advanced Research Training in Africa 

(CARTA) 

Rwanda 

2017:11 Mid-Term Evaluation of the National Employment Programme, Rwanda 

2017:18 Completion Evaluation of Sida Support to Environment and Climate Change 

Component of NREP 

2015:17  Evaluation of the project – Improving the Management of Land by Strengthening 

the Prevention and Resolution of Land Conflicts in Rwanda (ILPRC) 

2015:18  Review of Sweden’s Support to the ONE UN Programme in Rwanda 

Somalia 

2015:50  Mid-term Review of the Somali Joint Health and Nutrition Programme (JHNP) 

Support via Swedish Civil Society Organisations 

2019:17 Evaluation of IBON International and the CSO Partnership for Development 

Effectiveness (CPDE) Project 
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2018:4 Evaluation of CIVICUS – World Alliance for Citizen Participation 

2016:4 Evaluation of Union to Union - Final Report 

2016:14 Evaluation of the Sida Child and Youth Initiative 2011-2015 - Final Report 

2015:36  Evaluation of the Strategy for Support via Swedish Civil Society Organisations 

2010-2014 Final Synthesis Report 

2015:37 Evaluation of the Strategy for Support via Swedish Civil Society Organisations 

2010-2014 Final Country Report Uganda 

2015:38  Evaluation of the Strategy for Support via Swedish Civil Society Organisations 

2010-2014 Final Country Report Pakistan 

2015:39  Evaluation of the Strategy for Support via Swedish Civil Society Organisations 

2010-2014 Final Country Report Nicaragua 

Sustainable peace 

2019:24 Evaluation of Parliamentary Forum on Small Arms and Light Weapons 

(PFSALW) 2014-2018 

Sustainable social development 

2019:15 Evaluation of the Guttmacher Institute programme on the use of SRHR evidence 

to inform action (2015–2018) 

Tanzania 

2019:5 Evaluation of the Global Partnership for Education (GPE) – Literacy and 

Numeracy Education Support (LANES) program in Tanzania (2014–2018) 

2019:27 Evaluation of Twaweza Strategic Plan 2015-2018; programme support in 

Tanzania 

2017:14 Aggregating the results that arise from Sida’s investment in Tanzanian Civil 

Society in 2015 

2017:26 End of Strategy Evaluation of the Zanzibar Legal Services Centre 

2017:31 Aggregating the results that arise from Sida’s investment in Tanzanian Civil 

Society in 2016 

2017:32 End-Term Evaluation of the Swedish Education Support to Zanzibar 2010–2017 

2017:33 End-Term Evaluation of the Global Partnership for Education (2014–2016) in 

Zanzibar 

2016:7 Evaluation of the Union of Tanzania Press Clubs Strategic Plan 2011-2015 - 

Final Report 

2015:4  External evaluation of the Amref Health Africa Project on Sexual Reproductive 

Health Rights for the Young People (Tuitetee – Lets Fight For It), 2010- 2015 

2015:29  End of Programme Evaluation of Forum Syd’s Social Accountability Programme 

in Tanzania (SAPT) 2010-2014 



 

51 

 

A N N E X  A :  E V A L U A T I O N  R E G I S T R Y  D E C E N T R A L I S E D  E V A L U A T I O N S  2 0 1 5 - 2 0 1 9  

2015:30 External Evaluation of Restless Development Tanzania Programmes 2007 – 2015  

2015:48 Evaluation Twaweza: Tanzania 2009-2014 

Uganda 

2018:26 Evaluation of Health Guarantee to Centenary Rural Development Bank in 

Uganda 

2015:3 Evaluation of Swedish support to the Diakonia Uganda Programme 2008-2014   

Zambia 

2019:21 Mid-term Evaluation of Financial Sector Deepening Zambia (FSDZ), 

implemented Women in Financial Inclusion and Capabilities (WIN) project 

2019:33 End of Project Evaluation of the BBC Media Action Radio Waves & Tikambe 

Projects in Zambia 

2018:1 Evaluation of the National Legal Aid Clinic for Women’s Access to Justice 

Programme in Zambia 

2018:19 Mid-term Evaluation of Small-holder Agriculture Reform through Enterprise 

Development (SHARED) Project, iDE 

2018:29 Evaluation of the Sida-USAID/DCA Guarantee to Zanaco 

2015:21 Mid-Term Review of the Indaba Agricultural Policy Research Institute (IAPRI) 

2015:44  Evaluation of the Zambian Governance Foundation (ZGF) Joint Financing 

Agreement 

Zimbabwe 

2019:28 Evaluation of Election Support Project 2016-2018, Zimbabwe 

2015:1 Evaluation of Sweden-Funded Transparency International Zimbabwe, period 

2009 – 2014 

Multiple strategies 

2018:5 Evaluation of Programme Work Methods of The Raoul Wallenberg Institute of 

Human Rights and Humanitarian Law  

2016:6  Desk Study of Sida’s Experience from Private Sector Collaboration – Final 

Report  
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A.2 EVALUATIONS PER SECTOR 

The table below shows evaluations, published in the Sida Decentralised Evaluation 

Series in the period 2015-2019, organised per main sector. Summaries from the 

evaluations published in 2019 can be found in Annex B. All publications can be 

downloaded from www.sida.se/publications. 

 

Agriculture and forestry 

2018:24 The Evaluation of the Dairy Hub and Dairy Academy Development Project in 

Bangladesh 

2018:29 Evaluation of the Sida-USAID/DCA Guarantee to Zanaco 

2017:7 Évaluation à mi-parcours du Programme de Gestion Décentralisée des Forêts 

(GEDEFOR II) 

2016:11 Evaluación del Programa de Reducción de la Vulnerabilidad de los Medios de 

Vida ante el Cambio Climático - Informe final (ENG: Evaluation of the Program 

for Reducing Vulnerability of Livelihoods to Climate Change - Final Report) 

2016:15 Midterm Review of GESTERRA Capacity Building Programme on Land 

Management and Administration within DINAT - Final Report 

2015:8 Agricultural Sector Development Support Programme (ASDSP) Mid Term 

Review  

2015:21 Mid-Term Review of the Indaba Agricultural Policy Research Institute (IAPRI) 

Conflict, peace and security 

2019:24 Evaluation of Parliamentary Forum on Small Arms and Light Weapons 

(PFSALW) 2014-2018 

2018:9 The key role of ICTJ in the designing of Colombia’s complex Transitional Justice 

System 

2017:1 Evaluation of Sida’s Support to the Gorée Institute (2012-2015) - Final Report 

2017:2 Evaluation of Sida’s Support to Tostan (2010-2016) - Final Report 

2017:3 Evaluation of ITP 296 (Fred och Säkerhet i Afrika (Peace and Security in Africa 

PASA)) - Final Report 

2015:31  Review of Five South Africa Based Think Tanks Supported by Sida 

Democracy, human rights and gender equality 

2019:2 Evaluation of the Strategic Plan 2014–2018 of the International Lesbian, Gay, 

Bisexual, Trans and Intersex Association (ILGA) 

2019:4 Evaluation of the support to UNICEF to strengthen Child Protection in Abkhazia 

2015–2018 

2019:7 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC. Report Phase 1 

http://www.sida.se/publications
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2019:8 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC. Report Phase 2 

2019:9 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC Multi-Dimensional Poverty 

Analysis (MDPA) 

2019:14 Evaluation of UN Women Country Programme in Afghanistan 

2019:16 Mid-term Review of the Strategy for Sweden’s Development Cooperation with 

Ethiopia, 2016–2020 

2019:17 Evaluation of IBON International and the CSO Partnership for Development 

Effectiveness (CPDE) Project 

2019:20 Review of Scandinavian Consortium Technical Assistance to Strengthening the 

Institutional Capacity of the Mozambican National Statistical System (2008–

2017) 

2019:25 Evaluation of International Disability Alliance 

2019:26 Evaluation of the Sida-supported development cooperation with the Kenya 

Revenue Authority 

2019:27 Evaluation of Twaweza Strategic Plan 2015-2018; programme support in 

Tanzania 

2019:28 Evaluation of Election Support Project 2016-2018, Zimbabwe 

2019:29 Midterm review of the SIDA core support to Kosovo Civil Society Foundation 

(KCSF) 

2019:31 Evaluation of the Improving Court Efficiency and Accountability of Judges and 

Prosecutors in BIH Phase 2 

2019:33 End of Project Evaluation of the BBC Media Action Radio Waves & Tikambe 

Projects in Zambia 

2018:1 Evaluation of the National Legal Aid Clinic for Women’s Access to Justice 

Programme in Zambia 

2018:4 Evaluation of CIVICUS – World Alliance for Citizen Participation 

2018:5 Evaluation of Programme Work Methods of The Raoul Wallenberg Institute of 

Human Rights and Humanitarian Law 

2018:6 Evaluation of Afrobarometer’s Regional Programme 2011–2017 

2018:8 Mid-term Evaluation of Swedish government funded Civil Society Support 

through the AGIR II Programme in Mozambique 2014–2020 

2018:15 Evaluation of the African Organisation of English speaking Supreme Audit 

Institutions (AFROSAI-E) 

2018:16 Evaluation of Swedish Civil Society Support in Albania 

2018:20 Mid-term Review of Diakonia’s Human Rights and Democracy Programme in 

Cambodia 2017–2019 

2018:23 Evaluation of four NGO implemented programmes in Georgia 
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2017:4 Evaluation of the Sida supported RFSL projects “LGBT Voices” and “Rainbow 

Leaders” – Final Report 

2017:5 Evaluation of Sida Support to ECPAT International – Final Report 

2017:8 Revue Indépendante à mi-parcours du Programme de Gouvernance Locale 

Démocratique (GLD) Phase III 

2017:12 Evaluation of the Regional Statistics Cooperation on the Western Balkans 2013 – 

2016 

2017:13 Evaluation of the Sida-funded Partnership in Statistics: A cooperation project 

between Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia (SORS) and Statistics Sweden 

(SCB) 

2017:14 Aggregating the results that arise from Sida’s investment in Tanzanian Civil 

Society in 2015 

2017:15 Evaluation of Core Support to Georgian Foundation for Strategic and 

International Studies (GFSIS) 

2017:20 Review of the Statistical Cooperation project between the National Institute of 

Statistics of Albania and Statistics Sweden, Phase IV, October 2014 – December 

2017 

2017:21 Evaluation of Swedish Support to the One UN in Albania for gender equality 

work 2012–2017 

2017:26 End of Strategy Evaluation of the Zanzibar Legal Services Centre 

2017:27 Evaluation of EuroMed Rights Promotion of Human Rights in the Middle East 

and North Africa 

2017:31 Aggregating the results that arise from Sida’s investment in Tanzanian Civil 

Society in 2016 

2017:34 Evaluation of 3rd Call off of civil society support through umbrella organisations 

2013–2017 

2016:1 Mid-term Review of the Raoul Wallenberg Institute’s Programme in China – 

Final Report 

2016:4 Evaluation of Union to Union – Final Report  

2016:7 Evaluation of the Union of Tanzania Press Clubs Strategic Plan 2011-2015 – 

Final Report 

2016:9 Evaluation of the Swedish Core Support to the Human Rights Foundation in 

Turkey – Final Report 

2016:12 Evaluation study in support of the Mid Term Review of the Pro-Tax II project  

2016:14 Evaluation of the Sida Child and Youth Initiative 2011-2015 – Final Report 

2015:1 Evaluation of Sweden-Funded Transparency International Zimbabwe, period 

2009 – 2014 

2015:2 Evaluation of the Sida funded Programme of Core Support and connected projects 

in Ukraine  
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2015:3 Evaluation of Swedish support to the Diakonia Uganda Programme 2008-2014   

2015:5  Evaluation of the Implementation and Results of the Swedish Strategy for 

Democracy Support for Party Affiliated Organisations 2012-2014 

2015:9 Evaluation of the “UN Joint Programme on Promoting Gender Equality at Local 

Level (Women Friendly Cities)” and “Women Friendly Cities Small Grants 

Programme” 

2015:16 Evaluation of the Public Administration Reform Fund in Bosnia and Herzegovina  

2015:17  Evaluation of the project – Improving the Management of Land by Strengthening 

the Prevention and Resolution of Land Conflicts in Rwanda (ILPRC) 

2015:20  Review of Afghanistan Reconstruction Trust Fund, ARTF, Internal and External 

Studies and Evaluations in Afghanistan 

2015:22 Evaluation of the Core Support to the Center for Investigative Reporting, CIN 

2011-2014  

2015:23 Evaluation of FORUM-ASIA’s Performance and Achievements (2011-2014) 

2015:24  Project Evaluation – Disability Rights Promotion International (DRPI) – Final 

Report 

2015:25  Effectiveness of core funding to CSOs in the field of human rights and 

international humanitarian law in occupied Palestine 

2015:26  Evaluation of the project “Capacity development at MoFTs at State and entity 

level for effective management of public investments PIP-DIP 

2015:28  Review of the Capacity Building for Improvement of Land Administration and 

Procedures in Bosnia and Herzegovina (CILAP project) 

2015:29  End of Programme Evaluation of Forum Syd’s Social Accountability Programme 

in Tanzania (SAPT) 2010-2014 

2015:30 External Evaluation of Restless Development Tanzania Programmes 2007 – 2015  

2015: 33 The Evaluation of VAHU Foundation on core support for the period 2011-05-30 – 

2015-03-31 

2015:36  Evaluation of the Strategy for Support via Swedish Civil Society Organisations 

2010-2014 Final Synthesis Report 

2015:37 Evaluation of the Strategy for Support via Swedish Civil Society Organisations 

2010-2014 Final Country Report Uganda 

2015:38  Evaluation of the Strategy for Support via Swedish Civil Society Organisations 

2010-2014 Final Country Report Pakistan 

2015:39  Evaluation of the Strategy for Support via Swedish Civil Society Organisations 

2010-2014 Final Country Report Nicaragua 

2015:40  Evaluation of the Project “Improving Judicial Efficiency” (Bosnia and 

Herzegovina) 

2015:42 Learning From What Works: Strategic Analysis of the Achievements of the 

Israel-Palestine Human Rights Community 

2015:43  Independent Evaluation of the Programme “Assessing the Judicial and 

Constitutional Reform Process in Turkey 2012-2015” implemented by TESEV 
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2015:44  Evaluation of the Zambian Governance Foundation (ZGF) Joint Financing 

Agreement 

2015:48 Evaluation Twaweza: Tanzania 2009-2014 

2015:49  Evaluation of the Swedish support to KA.DER – increasing the number of women 

in decision making processes in Turkey 

Education 

2019:5 Evaluation of the Global Partnership for Education (GPE) – Literacy and 

Numeracy Education Support (LANES) program in Tanzania (2014–2018) 

2017:32 End-Term Evaluation of the Swedish Education Support to Zanzibar 2010–2017 

2017:33 End-Term Evaluation of the Global Partnership for Education (2014–2016) in 

Zanzibar 

2016:5 Evaluation of Sida’s International Training Programme in Child Rights, 

Classroom and School Management – Final Report 

2016:8 Review of the UNICEF programme Basic Education and Gender Equality in 

Afghanistan 2013-2015 – Final Report 

2015:10 Evaluación de Resultados del PEI 2010 – 2014 del Ministerio de Educación – 

Informe final 

2015:11  Evaluation of the International Training Programme “Education for Sustainable 

Development in Higher Education (ITP 257 ESD HE)” 

Environment 

2019:30 Évaluation finale du Programme d’Initiatives Locales d’Adaptation Durable aux 

effets des changements climatiques des communautés rurales vulnérables du Mali 

(PIL-ADCC Mali) 

2017:6 Final Evaluation of the Natural Resource Management Facility At Act! – Final 

Report 

2017:16 Evaluation finale du ”Projet de Réduction de la Vulnérabilité des Petits Barrages 

aux Changements Climatiques (PRVPB-CC)” 

2017:18 Completion Evaluation of Sida Support to Environment and Climate Change 

Component of NREP 

2017:23 Evaluation of ITP 299 – Strategies for Chemicals Management 

2015:35  Evaluation of Swedish International Training Programme (ITP); Climate Change 

– Mitigation and Adaptation (2007-2011) 

Health  

2019:15 Evaluation of the Guttmacher Institute programme on the use of SRHR evidence 

to inform action (2015–2018) 

2019:33 End of Project Evaluation of the BBC Media Action Radio Waves & Tikambe 

Projects in Zambia 

2018:26 Evaluation of Health Guarantee to Centenary Rural Development Bank in 

Uganda 
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2017:17 Evaluation of the Health Economics and HIV and AIDS Research Division 

(HEARD) 

2015:4  External evaluation of the Amref Health Africa Project on Sexual Reproductive 

Health Rights for the Young People (Tuitetee – Lets Fight For It), 2010- 2015 

2015:50  Mid-term Review of the Somali Joint Health and Nutrition Programme (JHNP) 

Humanitarian aid  

2019:12 Evaluation of Sida Humanitarian Method Partners 

2018:2 Evaluation of IRC´s Humanitarian Programme 2014-2016 

2017:19 Evaluation of Praktisk Solidaritet’s Programme 2011–2015 

2016:3 Evaluation of Sida’s Humanitarian Assistance – Final Report 

2016:13 Evaluation of Save the Children Sweden during Sida’s contribution to Save the 

Children’s humanitarian work 2013-2015 

Market development, trade and employment 

2019:6 Evaluation of ILO Road to Jobs (R2J), Afghanistan 

2019:10 Mid Term Evaluation of the Sida and USAID Loan Portfolio Co-Guarantee and 

The Mali Finance for Food Security and Women Entrepreneurs (FFSWE) 

programme 

2019:18 Evaluation of ISET Policy Institute Promoting Georgia’s Development through 

Independent Policy Analysis, Trainings and Civil Society Engagement 

2019:19 Evaluation of the Capacity Building for Improvement of Land Administration and 

Procedures in Bosnia and Herzegovina (CILAP project) 

2019:22 Evaluation of the project Confidence in Georgia 

2019:23 Evaluation of Organic Trade and Value Chain Development in East Africa 

2018:13 Evaluation of Swedish International Training Programmes (ITP); Quality 

Infrastructure – Technical Barriers to Trade (304) and Sanitary/ Phytosanitary 

(305) 2013–2017 

2018:14 Evaluation of Swedish International Training Programmes (ITP); Private Sector 

Development (Private Sector Growth Strategies and Strategic Business 

Management) 2011–2016 

2018:19 Mid-term Evaluation of Small-holder Agriculture Reform through Enterprise 

Development (SHARED) Project, iDE 

 

2018:21 Mid-Term Evaluation of “Regional Economic Integration through the Adoption 

of Competition and Consumer Policies in the Middle East and North Africa 

(COMPAL GLOBAL-MENA)” 
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2018:22 Mid-term Review of the EMPOWER Private Sector Project 

2018:25 Mid-Term Review of the Project ‘Promoting Agriculture, Climate and Trade 

Linkages in the East African Community 2 (PACT EAC 2)’ 

2018:27 Mid-Term Review of Sida’s regional core support (2014–2019) to the Eastern 

African Grain Council promoting grain trade in the East African region 

“Strengthening Regional Grain Markets II” 

2018:28 Evaluation of the trade policy training centre in Africa (trapca) 

2017:10 Evaluation of the OECD’s ‘Sector Competitiveness Strategy’ Project in Ukraine 

2017:11 Mid-Term Evaluation of the National Employment Programme, Rwanda 

2017:22 Mid Term Review of the Agadir Technical Unit and the Swedish International 

Development Agency, Sida funded project “Support Quality Infrastructure in 

Agadir Countries” 

2016:6 Desk Study of Sida’s Experience from Private Sector Collaboration – Final 

Report 

2016:16 Evaluation of the projects “Institutional Cooperation between the Department for 

WTO and Trade Defence at the Ministry of Economic Development and Trade of 

Ukraine and Swedish National Board of Trade” and “Trade Policy and Practice in 

Ukraine” 

2015:6 Evaluation of Sida’s International Training Programme in Intellectual Property 

(Bosnia) 

2015:7  Evaluation of the project “Fostering Agricultural Market Activities (FARMA)  

2015:12  Evaluation of Sida’s Support to the Rural Access Improvement Programme 

(Phase I-III) in Afghanistan - 

2015:13  Midterm Review of CREDO Krajina – Final Report  

2015:19 Evaluation of Swedish Trade-Related Support to ECOWAS through Phase II of 

the Trade Negotiation and Capacity Building Project  

2015:27 Evaluation – The Challenge in Bosnia and Herzegovina 

2015:34  Evaluation of the Macroeconomic and Financial Management Institute of Eastern 

and Southern Africa (MEFMI) Phase IV Programme 

2015:41 Evaluation of the Guarantee Fund in Macedonia 

2015:45  Evaluation of Swedish International Training Programme (ITP) 288 ; “The Role 

of Labour Market Policies in Poverty Alleviation” 2009-2015 

2015:47  Evaluation of Swedish International Training Programmes (ITP); Risk 

Management in Banking (2003-2014) 
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Research 

2019:1 Evaluation of the Sida supported research capacity building programme 

“International Foundation for Science” 

2018:3 Evaluation of the Sida supported research capacity and higher education 

development program in Rwanda, 2013–2017 

2018:7 Evaluation of the Sida supported programmes “CLACSO Knowledge for a 

Sustainable World 2013– 2016” and “South-South Tricontinental 2013–2015” 

2018:11 Evaluation of AAU’s Core Programmes and projects under the Core Programme 

2013–2017, with particular focus on Sida’s institutional and program support 

2013–2017 

2018:12 Evaluation of CODESRIA’s programme cycle “Forty Years of Social Research 

and Knowledge Production: Consolidating Achievements, and Reaching New 

Frontiers 2012–2016” 

2018:18 Evaluation of the Sida supported programme “International Science Programme 

2014–2018” 

2017:9 Evaluation of Swedish government research cooperation with Eduardo Mondlane 

University, Mozambique 2011-2016 

2017:24 Evaluation of Sida’s research cooperation with Bolivia, 2007–2016 

2017:25 Evaluación de la cooperación de Asdi con Bolivia en materia de investigación 

correspondiente al período 2007–2016 

2017:29 External evaluation of the Quality Assurance Systems of research and 

postgraduate training at Universidad Mayor de San Andrés (UMSA) and 

Universidad Mayor de San Simón (UMSS) in Bolivia, as well as the national 

system through Comité Ejecutivo de la Universidad Boliviana (CEUB) 

2017:30 Evaluación externa de los sistemas de garantía de calidad en materia de 

investigación y capacitación de posgrado en la Universidad Mayor de San Andrés 

(UMSA) y en la Universidad Mayor de San Simón UMSS) de Bolivia, así como 

del sistema nacional mediante el Comité Ejecutivo de la Universidad Boliviana 

(CEUB) 

2016:10 Evaluation of Sida Support to TWAS, OWSD and GIS – Final Report 

2015:32 Evaluation of the Consortium for Advanced Research Training in Africa 

(CARTA) 

Sustainable infrastructure and services (e.g. water supply and management, sanitation, 

energy, urban development, waste management, transport) 

2018:10 Mid Term Review of Symbio City Kenya. The sustainable urban development 

programme in Kenya – 2015-2018 

2018:17 Evaluation of the Pungwe Basin Transboundary Integrated Water Resources 

Management and Development Programme (PP2) 

2018:30 Review of Ratmalana/Moratuwa and Ja-Ela/Ekala Wastewater Disposal Project in 

Sri Lanka 

2017:28 Evaluation of three projects on transboundary water management in the Middle 

East and North Africa region 
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2016:2 Swedish Support to the Sustainable Urban Development Sector in Kenya, 

SSUDSK, and the role of UN-HABITAT in the project – Final Report 

Multi-sector 

2019:3 Evaluación de la relevancia e impacto del enfoque de la ASDI para fortalecer la 

resiliencia de los pueblos indígenas en las áreas rurales de Guatemala 

2017:35 Evaluation of Sida’s ITP approach for Capacity Development 

2015:14  Evaluation of the Swedish development cooperation in the MENA region 2010-

2015  

2015:15  Review of Sida’s Support to Afghanistan – Lessons and Conclusions from 7 

Evaluations  

2015:18  Review of Sweden’s Support to the ONE UN Programme in Rwanda 
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 Annex B Summaries  
Decentralised evaluations 2019 

 

 

In this section you will find brief presentations of decentralised evaluations published in the 

Sida Decentralised Evaluation Series in 2019. They are listed according to publication 

number. The reports can be downloaded from www.sida.se/publications. 

 

2019:1 Evaluation of the Sida supported research capacity building programme 

“International Foundation for Science” 

This report, which has been commissioned from NIRAS Sweden AB by Sida’s unit 

for Research Cooperation, presents an evaluation of the Sida funded research capacity 

building programme, implemented by the “International Foundation for Science” 

(IFS). Sida is the main donor to IFS. The evaluation team concludes that IFS is a 

stable partner for Sida and also a resource for Sweden and Sida. It provides access to 

thousands of scientific advisors and young scientists. General recommendations from 

the evaluation team are that overall efficiency has to be increased, and that IFS should 

strengthen its governing body with specific competences (e.g. fundraising, 

management, strategy). The process for the formulation of a new institutional strategy 

2020–2029 is the ideal vehicle for reflecting on the results of this external evaluation. 

  

2019:2 Evaluation of the Strategic Plan 2014–2018 of the International Lesbian, Gay, 

Bisexual, Trans and Intersex Association (ILGA) 

The evaluation analyses the implementation of the Strategic Plan 2014–2018 of the 

International Lesbian, Gay, Bisexual, Trans and Intersex Association (ILGA), a 

transnational network of organisations working for the respect and protection of the 

human rights of LGBTI people. In 2018 ILGA reported to have 1,300 member 

organisations based in 141 countries. ILGA’s overall objective is to eliminate 

discrimination of and repression against LGBTI people. ILGA applied its Strategic 

Plan and achieved the outputs as expected. Activities were relevant and effective. A 

key conclusion is that ILGA contributed to position the right of LGTBI people higher 

up on the global human rights agenda. One challenge is to strengthen ties to member 

organizations at country level. A key recommendation to ILGA is to increase the 

support them at country level to monitor state parties’ compliance of 

recommendations by the Human Rights Council and other follow up mechanisms 

within the UN Human Rights System. Other recommendations concern a continued 

engagement with the UN human rights monitoring bodies and integrate diversity as a 

cross cutting theme in the organisation. 

  

  

http://www.sida.se/publications
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2019:3 Evaluation of Swedish Leadership for Sustainable Development 

 This evaluation yields a generally favourable assessment of Swedish Leadership for 

Sustainable Development. The network was and continues to be a highly relevant 

initiative for Sida, member companies and the implementation of Agenda 2030. 

Along the way it has produced some valuable results. The evaluation discusses how 

the network constitutes both a novel way for Sida to engage with the private sector; 

and as the development facilitator, a new role for the agency. However, it is also 

evident that the network is struggling to find direction, maintain momentum, meet 

expectations, and generate effects beyond the network itself. The report offers 

recommendations how to address this and move forward. 

 

2019:4 Evaluation of the support to UNICEF to strengthen Child Protection in 

Abkhazia 2015–2018 

This report presents the findings, conclusions and recommendations from the 

Evaluation of the programme “Support to UNICEF to strengthen child protection in 

Abkhazia 2015–2018”. The evaluation sought to provide input in the discussions on 

how to design a possible continuation of the programme to continue to improve the 

situation of vulnerable children in Abkhazia. The evaluation found that the 

programme was largely effective, in building capacity on child protection issues both 

at the community and institutional level, and in creating/strengthening community-

based services for children in need, including children with disabilities, in various 

locations in Abkhazia. The programme also succeeded in raising the awareness of a 

large number of people on child protection issues across a wide range of stakeholders. 

Based on the findings and conclusions, the evaluation recommended that Sida fund a 

continuation of the programme, as well as provided specific sub-recommendations for 

improvement. 

  

2019:5 Evaluation of the Global Partnership for Education (GPE) – Literacy and 

Numeracy Education Support (LANES) program in Tanzania (2014–2018) 

This report summarizes the review team’s findings, lessons learned, and 

recommendations from the Evaluation on the Literacy and Numeracy Education 

Support (LANES) programme (2014–2018). The LANES programme is financed 

through a Global Partnership for Education (GPE) Programme Implementation Grant. 

The LANES programme aims at improving the acquisition of reading, writing and 

numeracy skills (3Rs) among children in and out of school, paying special attention to 

marginalized children and those in hard to reach and hard to serve areas. The target 

age group is 5 to 11 years, with a consideration of 2 to 4 year-old children in day care 

centres, and 9 to 13 year-old children in Non-Formal Education programmes. The 

Embassy of Sweden in Dar es Salaam, Tanzania, commissioned this evaluation which 

was undertaken from May–September 2018. The overall objective of the evaluation is 

to assess the progress made, identify challenges and constraints faced during 

implementation with the purpose of recommending actions to address them and 

making overall recommendations for the next phase. 
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2019:6 Evaluation of ILO Road to Jobs (R2J), Afghanistan 

The evaluation of ILO Road to Jobs (R2J), was commissioned by the Afghanistan 

Unit at Sida. The objectives were to evaluate the relevance, effectiveness and 

sustainability of the project and formulate recommendations on how to improve and 

adjust implementation and to serve as an input to the decision to whether the project 

should receive continued funding or not. The evaluation found that in terms of 

relevance, the R2J team has developed a thorough understanding of the context they 

are operating in, which they continue to develop. Further, the team has made notable 

progress in making connections with partners, encouraging work between 

stakeholders and developed a range of interventions, relevant to partners and context. 

In terms of effectiveness, significant progress has been made in programme outcomes 

in the last 9–10 months through a flexible and collaborative approach. However, some 

evidence is lacking that there has been systemic change in all relevant value chains. 

There is potential for sustainability as it has been considered from the start, and there 

is evidence of partners adopting innovations and there are examples of adaptation. 

More elaborate conclusions and recommendations are available in the executive 

summary of the report. 

  

2019:7 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC. Report Phase 1. 

 This document is the first deliverable in support to the Mid-Term Review of the 2015-

2019 Strategy for Sweden’s development cooperation with the Democratic 

Republic of the Congo. The overall purpose of the review is 1) to provide strategic 

recommendations for the remaining period of the Strategy in order to fulfil the 

expected results; and 2) to provide analysis and recommendations to the Ministry for 

Foreign Affairs to inform the government’s instruction to Sida for development of the 

next strategy proposal. The report has mainly been based on a documentation 

analysis, and initial interviews with the staff during a two-days visit in April. . The 

assignment was commissioned by the Swedish Embassy in Kinshasa. 

 

2019:8 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC. Report Phase 2. 

 This document is the second deliverable in support to the Mid-Term Review of the 

2015-2019 Strategy for Sweden’s development cooperation with the Democratic 

Republic of the Congo. The overall purpose of the review is 1) to provide strategic 

recommendations for the remaining period of the Strategy in order to fulfil the 

expected results; 2) to provide analysis and recommendations to the Ministry for 

Foreign Affairs to inform the government’s instruction to Sida for development of the 

next strategy proposal. The analysis is based on a desk review of project and strategic 

documents, as well as on data collection in the field, which included semi-guided 

interviews, focus groups discussion and direct observation. The assignment was 

commissioned by the Swedish Embassy in Kinshasa. 

 

2019:9 Support to the Mid-Term Review in the DRC Multi-Dimensional Poverty 

Analysis (MDPA) 

 This document is the third deliverable in support to the Mid-Term Review of the 

2015-2019 Strategy for Sweden’s development cooperation with the Democratic 
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Republic of the Congo. The document aims to provide elements for a Multi-

Dimensional Poverty Analysis in the DRC. It is based on Sida’s toolbox, which 

highlights four main dimensions of poverty: access to the various types of resources 

and services, opportunities and choice, power and voice and human security. The 

assignment was commissioned by the Swedish Embassy in Kinshasa. 

 

2019:10 Mid Term Evaluation of the Sida and USAID Loan Portfolio Co-Guarantee and 

The Mali Finance for Food Security and Women Entrepreneurs (FFSWE) 

programme 

This report consists of a mid-term evaluation (MTE) of the the Sida and USAID Loan 

Portfolio Co-Guarantee and The Mali Finance for Food Security and Women 

Entrepreneurs (FFSWE) programme during the period 2014-2018. Sida and USAID 

through a joint delegated agreement are supporting two interlinked interventions in 

Mali to strengthen the provision of finance to small scale, women-led enterprises in 

all sectors and to MSMEs in the agricultural sector. The objectives of this MTE were 

to analyse and assess progress of both combined interventions and the ways in which 

both interventions were mutually complementary. The evaluation has had a double 

focus on accountability and learning and it has used a mixed- methods approach. This 

evaluation has considered criteria of relevance, (emerging) outcomes and impact, 

effectiveness, efficiency and cross cutting dimensions of gender, environment and 

conflict sensitivity. The report provides several findings based on the criteria 

mentioned, and presents recommendations for the remaining period of the Guarantee 

and FFSWE until 2020.  

(English version of publication 2019:11.) 

  

2019:11 Évaluation à mi-parcours de la Co-Garantie du Portefeuille de Prêts de l’ASDI 

et l’USAID et du Programme de Financement pour la Sécurité Alimentaire et les 

Femmes Chefs d’Entreprise (FSAFCE) au Mali 

L’ASDI et l’USAID, par le biais d’un accord de délégation conjoint, soutiennent deux 

interventions étroitement liées au Mali visant à renforcer la fourniture de financement 

aux petites entreprises dirigées par des femmes dans tous les secteurs, et aux MPME 

dans le secteur agricole: 1) La co-garantie de portefeuille de prêts soutenue par 

l’ASDI et l’USAID auprès de deux banques privées, la BOA et la BICIM, 

administrées et surveillées par l’Autorité de Crédit de Développement (ACD) de 

l’USAID, d’une valeur globale de 13,75 millions de dollars, disponibles pour des 

prêts accordés au cours de la période 2015-2020; 2) Le programme de Financement 

pour la Sécurité Alimentaire et les Femmes Chefs d’Entreprise (FSAFCE) au Mali, 

mis en oeuvre par l’Alliance des Volontaires pour la Croissance Economique (AVCE) 

en partenariat avec l’International Executive Service Corps (IESC) financé par la 

Suède et USAID, d’une valeur de 2,9 millions de dollars pour la période septembre 

2015-septembre 2020. Les objectifs de cette évaluation à mi-parcours étaient 

d’analyser et d’évaluer les progrès des deux interventions combinées et la manière 

dont les deux interventions étaient complémentaires.  

(French version of publication 2019 :10.) 
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2019:12 Evaluation of Sida Humanitarian Method Partners 

This evaluation used a Contribution Analysis approach to contribute towards Sida’s 

understanding of the extent to which, and in what way the outcomes of its six 

Humanitarian Method Partners’ work have influenced the efficiency and effectiveness 

of the humanitarian system. The organisations that received Sida’s methods support 

were ACAPS (Assessment Capacities Project), ALNAP (Active Learning Network 

for Accountability and Performance in Humanitarian Action), ATHA (Advanced 

Training Program on Humanitarian Action), DI-GHA (Development Initiatives - 

Global Humanitarian Assistance), HPG (Humanitarian Policy Group) and IRIN 

(Integrated Regional Information Networks). The partner organisation’s theories of 

change were identified and revised, and assumptions identified and tested against 

evidence collected in interviews and documents. All six partners were evidently 

achieving the expected outputs, with some variations in the use of outputs. An 

important conclusion to note is that all outputs are relevant to both the humanitarian 

system and to operational actors at the field level. The evaluation offers 

recommendations to both Sida and the specific partner organisations and how they 

could be addressed. 

  

2019:13 Evaluación de la relevancia e impacto del enfoque de la ASDI para fortalecer la 

resiliencia de los pueblos indígenas en las áreas rurales de Guatemala 

This report presents the findings, conclusions, and recommendations of evaluating the 

relevance and impact of the Swedish International Development Agency's approach to 

strengthening the resilience of indigenous peoples in rural Guatemala. With the aim of 

improving the livelihoods and strengthening the resilience of the Guatemalan rural 

population living in poverty, the Swedish Embassy in Guatemala has financially 

supported four joint programs implemented by four agencies of the United Nations 

System in Guatemala: United Nations Development Program (UNDP), the Food and 

Agriculture Organization of the United Nations (FAO), the Pan American Health 

Organization - World Health Organization (PAHO-WHO) and the United Nations for 

Children (UNICEF). 

  

2019:14 Evaluation of UN Women Country Programme in Afghanistan 

This evaluation had two overarching purposes: to help Sida, Norway and Finland, as 

well as UN Women, to assess progress of the on-going UN Women country 

programme in Afghanistan to learn from what works well and less well. UN 

Women’s programme has been and remains broadly relevant to the context of 

Afghanistan, although the balance of priorities has been driven more by funding 

availability than by a strategic or long-term vision. There has been some progress 

made in the achievement of outputs, but much less progress in the achievement of 

outcomes. While the difficult context in part helps to explain the limited successes in 

the programme, many of the issues affecting the implementation of the programme 

come from the management of the programme. The main focus in UN Women’s 

programme has been on working with government partners and, to a much more 

limited extent, with some CSOs. In both cases, there is only anecdotal evidence that  
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capacity has been built. It has been difficult to find evidence of the direct 

contributions that UN Women has made to poverty reduction and to gender equality 

results. 

  

2019:15 Evaluation of the Guttmacher Institute programme on the use of SRHR evidence 

to inform action (2015–2018) 

The report of “Evidence to Inform Action: Generating and Disseminating Research on 

Abortion and Adolescent Sexual Health in the Global South”, 2015-2018, 

implemented by the Guttmacher Institute, assesses relevance, effectiveness and 

sustainability from a rights-based approach. Guttmacher was found to be a relevant 

research institution, with good communication skills, producing useful high-quality 

materials SRHR advocacy. Important outcomes at country and global level were 

verified. However, the results framework had weaknesses, and the explicit gender 

perspective missed a deliberate intersectional approach. The main challenge to 

sustainability was the low funding of the post research period and that the 

dissemination periods were too short. 

  

2019:16 Mid-term Review of the Strategy for Sweden’s Development Cooperation with 

Ethiopia, 2016–2020 

The objective of the Mid-Term Review was to guide the quality and delivery 

approach of the remaining phase of the Swedish Ethiopian Development Cooperation 

Strategy (2016–2020). The review recommends that the Strategy should continue its 

focus on the three existing results emphasising women and youth in rural and urban 

areas. Theory of change of the Strategy should continuously be challenged 

considering the fast changing context and options for long-term support to health, 

education and nutrition should be investigated. Capacity building of local government 

and supporting the voices of rights-holders ensuring their needs are met are key to 

sustained results. Dialogue platforms internally and externally should be expanded 

and strengthened. 

  

2019:17 Evaluation of IBON International and the CSO Partnership for Development 

Effectiveness (CPDE) Project 

This evaluation aimed to assess a) the degree to which IBON’s support to the CSO 

Partnership for Development Effectiveness (CPDE) programmes have achieved 

results, and b) if its management has been effective, specifically at facilitating global 

CSO engagement in policy reform processes, developing capacity for sustainable 

CSO engagement in national level policy reforms and challenges and benefits of 

multi-stakeholder engagement. The evaluation found that CPDE had played a decisive 

role in facilitating global CSO engagement. However, in terms of facilitation of 

country level CSO engagement in policy reform processes, CPDE had not yet played 

a significant role, although the constituency of CPDE reported that they had increased 

their capacities to do advocacy and research. Finally, while multi-stakeholder 

engagement is described as a model and pre-condition for inclusive development 

cooperation processes in theory, in practice these tended to depend on the willingness 

of governments and private sector actors to form such platforms, make them inclusive 
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of CSOs and take note of CSO inputs. Multi-stakeholder platforms may not be the 

best way for every country and needs to be supplemented by other issue-based and 

ad-hoc coalitions. 

  

2019:18 Evaluation of ISET Policy Institute Promoting Georgia’s Development through 

Independent Policy Analysis, Trainings and Civil Society Engagement 

 This report, which has been commissioned by Sida / the Embassy of Sweden in 

Georgia, presents an evaluation of International School of Economics at Tbilisi State 

University (ISET) Policy Institute (PI)-Promoting Georgia’s development through 

Independent Policy analysis, Trainings and Civil Society engagement. The evaluation 

concludes that from an institutional point of view, the model of Partnership for 

Economics, Education and Research (PEER), ISET and ISET-PI is an effective and 

sustainable approach in the context of Georgia. Looking into the future, the 

Governing Board of ISET is looking to reduce its’ donor-dependency and turn ISET 

into an independent and self-sustained institute, with an outreach across the region of 

South Caucasus. Creating financial sustainability therefore constitute a major question 

that will need to be resolved since the Sida grant, which has covered 32% of the total 

income of ISET, is coming to an end in September 2019. 

 

2019:19 Evaluation of the Capacity Building for Improvement of Land Administration 

and Procedures in Bosnia and Herzegovina (CILAP project) 

 This report, which has been commissioned from NIRAS Sweden by Sida/  

the Embassy of Sweden in Bosnia and Herzegovina, presents an evaluation of the 

Capacity Building for Improvement of Land Administration and Procedures in Bosnia 

and Herzegovina (CILAP project). The evaluation concludes that overall the CILAP 

project has succeeded in building capacity and transfer knowledge with the overall 

objective to increase the effectiveness and reliability of land administration processes 

in Bosnia and Herzegovina in line with Swedish strategies and policies, needs and 

priorities of the people of Bosnia and Herzegovina. 

 

2019:20 Review of Scandinavian Consortium Technical Assistance to Strengthening the 

Institutional Capacity of the Mozambican National Statistical System (2008–

2017) 

 Scanstat is a statistical technical cooperation between the National Statistics Institute 

(INE) in Mozambique and a consortium of three national statistics services in 

Sweden, Denmark and Norway. This review aimed to analyse the result of Scanstat 

technical assistance (TA) for the period 2008–2018 as well as to identify and propose 

content and modalities for future cooperation. A mixed-methods approach was 

employed by performing the following activities: document review; analysis of 

quality statistical data and its presentation; field visits to three provincial delegations 

and; semi structured and open informant interviews. The findings indicate that 

Scanstat TA has contributed to the significant quality improvements of INE. 

Additionally, it is evident that the TA has been well aligned with INE strategy and 

also relevant in the context of Mozambique. The review also identified that there is 

still considerable room for improvement and presented a set of twelwe 



 

68 

 

A N N E X  B :  S U M M A R I E S  O F  D E C E N T R A L I S E D  E V A L U A T I O N S  2 0 1 9  

recommendations including how to further advance the capacity within INE and 

improving products and services of INE hereunder relationships and network building 

and identifying how to strengthen the institution’s work on a longer-term basis. 

 

2019:21 Mid-term Evaluation of Financial Sector Deepening Zambia (FSDZ), 

implemented Women in Financial Inclusion and Capabilities (WIN) project 

 The mid-term evaluation of the Sida-financed Women in Financial Inclusion and 

Capabilities project implemented by Financial Sector Deepening Zambia was 

commissioned by Embassy of Sweden in Lusaka. The project is dynamic, agile and 

complex. It addresses pertinent problems of access to financial education and services 

for women and youth. Interest from private sector market operators, banks, financial 

institutions and mobile networks proves the relevance to the ‘Making Markets work 

for the Poor’ (M4P) approach. The project demonstrates promising evidence of 

networking and dynamic exchange among involved actors at different levels and 

provides digital solutions to women’s and youth’s financial inclusion. 

 

2019:22 Evaluation of the project Confidence in Georgia  

 This evaluation analyses the programme Confidence in Georgia wherein the Swedish 

Mapping, Cadastral and Land Registration Authority (Lantmäteriet) has supported the 

Georgian National Agency for Property Registry since 2015 to develop capacity for 

land administration. The evaluation found that the programme has achieved 

significant results in contributing to government commitments, especially for 

integration and approximation with the EU. However, property registration is just one 

part of the puzzle. To achieve greater impact a structure to bring together coordinated 

support to other government agencies and municipalities working with broader 

aspects of land management may be needed. 

 

2019:23 Evaluation of Organic Trade and Value Chain Development in East Africa 

This report presents an evaluation of the project “Organic Trade and Value Chain 

Development in East Africa, OTEA, 2014–2019” implemented by a partnership 

consisting of International Federation of Organic Agriculture Movements (IFOAM) 

Organics International, AfrOnet and the National Organic Agriculture Movements in 

Burundi, Kenya, Rwanda, Tanzania and Uganda. Sida provided financial support.The 

findings are based on document reviews, web searches and analysis, and personal 

interactions with staff of the partner organisations, other officials and informants as 

well as with a large number of farmers and owners of outlets where organic products 

are sold. Field work was conducted in Kenya, Rwanda and Tanzania. 

  

2019:24 Evaluation of Parliamentary Forum on Small Arms and Light Weapons 

(PFSALW) 2014-2018 

 The evaluation scope is the work by the Parliamentary Forum on Small Arms and 

Light Weapons (PFSALW) during the period 2014–2018. Sida has been the main 

funder since the foundation of PFSALW in 2002. The evaluation concerns three 

OECD/DAC criteria: PFSALW’s relevance, effectiveness and impact. It also 

concerns the relationship between members and the Secretariat. PFSALW is 
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recognised by its active members as a useful organisation, however there is no 

evidence that the intervention model is making a significant contribution at outcome 

level. PFSALW’s presented results are mainly outputs. The evaluators found no 

results considered as impact. The evaluation contains four recommendations to Sida 

and seven to PFSALW. Sida should condition eventual future financial support to 

PFSALW and request changes to the intervention logic with focus on producing 

outcome level results. Sida should also request rigorous monitoring and follow-up of 

the results framework and an assessment of lessons learned. 

 

2019:25 Evaluation of International Disability Alliance 

 The Evaluation of the International Disability Alliance (IDA) covers the core 

activities of IDA as supported by Sida 2015–2018. The evaluation, conducted May – 

September 2019, shows that IDA’s work has been effective and relevant. IDA has 

unified and strengthened the global voice of persons with disabilities and achieved 

substantial advocacy gains among UN and partners that are increasingly including 

disability aspects in their work and normative frameworks. The evaluation presents 

findings, lessons learned and recommendations to IDA and its development partners, 

including on the increasing demands on IDA, and difficulties in translating global 

advocacy gains to outcomes at a national level. 

 

2019:26 Evaluation of the Sida-supported development cooperation with the Kenya 

Revenue Authority (2019:26) 

 This report, commissioned from NIRAS by the Embassy of Sweden in Kenya, 

presents an evaluation of Sida’s support to the Kenya Revenue Authority. The 

programme focused primarily on institutional development provided by the Sweden 

Tax Agency in the period 1 July 2014 to 30 June 2019, but also included financial 

support to the procurement of a data warehouse and business intelligence (DWBI) 

system (1 July 2014 to 31 December 2019). Save for issues related to the significant 

delays in finalising the procurement of the DWBI, Sida’s support is adjudged as 

largely relevant to KRA’s needs, mostly effective, efficiently implemented, and some 

impact can at least partly be attributed to the programme. The programme targeted 

primarily middle management and some questions are raised as to how sustainable 

benefits will be without future development partner support. It is also noted that the 

programme included little focus on gender mainstreaming even though gender 

equality was included in the programme documents as a cross-cutting issue. 

 

2019:27 Evaluation of Twaweza Strategic Plan 2015-2018; programme support in 

Tanzania (2019:27) 

 The evaluation analyses the Tanzanian part of Twaweza’s 2015-2018 strategy. The 

strategy focused on basic education and open government, and its overarching goals 

on enhanced responsiveness from authorities and greater citizen agency. All 

interventions fell within Twaweza’s theory of change. While operating within a 

context of shrinking civic space, Twaweza was overall successful. It was effective in 

terms of activities, outputs and outreach and efficient in establishing partnerships and  
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managing operations; yet did not manage fully to link interventions to higher level 

change. Relations to government were mixed as Twaweza generated needed data on 

education, but challenged shrinking civic space. 

  

2019:28 Evaluation of Election Support Project 2016-2018, Zimbabwe (2019:28) 

 This evaluation of the Zimbabwe Election Support Network has found that the 

network plays an essential role in ensuring the quality and scale of election 

monitoring and observation. It has made major contributions to transparent and 

inclusive elections and electoral reform in a difficult context. This has been due to the 

network’s ability to maintain a good balance between ‘technocratic’ and ‘innovative’ 

initiatives, while working with a very broad range of members and other stakeholders. 

Strong governance has proven to be a pivotal factor in ensuring that the secretariat, 

the membership and the task forces across the country work together in a strategically 

coherent and visionary manner. 

 

2019:29 Midterm review of the SIDA core support to Kosovo Civil Society Foundation 

(KCSF) 

 This report contains the findings, conclusions and recommendations of a review of 

Sida’s core support to Kosovar Civil Society Foundation (KCSF) commissioned by 

the Swedish Embassy in Pristina. The review team found that, Sweden’s policies 

concerning civil society as expressed in its “Results strategy for Sweden’s reform 

cooperation with Eastern Europe, the Western Balkan and Turkey 2014-2020” are in 

full accordance with the 2015 and 2018 KCSF strategies and the core support for 

KCSF is therefore highly relevant. Furthermore, the review found that the core 

support has contributed significantly to the continued development of KCSF’s three 

core functions: a) Research and advocacy, b) Fund forwarding and c) Training and 

resources for CSOs and has led to a gradual strengthening of the effectiveness of 

KCSF. In addition, the core support from Sida has contributed significantly to that 

KCSF over the period from 2015 to date has been able to be a leading Kosovar NGO 

in producing important outcomes. KCSF is recognised as an efficient organisation 

and, with the introduction of a pooled funding mechanism (PFM) and the promise of 

donors to join this, is expected to become even more efficient. 

 

2019:30 Évaluation finale du Programme d’Initiatives Locales d’Adaptation Durable aux 

effets des changements climatiques des communautés rurales vulnérables du 

Mali (PIL-ADCC Mali) 

 This report presents the results of the evaluation of the Program of Local Initiatives 

for Sustainable Adaptation to the Effects of Climate Change in Vulnerable Rural 

Communities in Mali (PIL-ADCC, 2015-2019). The evaluation shows that the 

program is globally relevant, very effective and implemented in an efficient manner. 

The evaluation questions, however, about the capacity of the program to achieve 

sustainable results beyond the life of the projects, their size, duration and nature not 

appearing to be able to create the conditions necessary for to respond in a sustainable 

manner to the structural constraints in which they are implemented. 
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2019:31 Evaluation of the Improving Court Efficiency and Accountability of Judges and 

Prosecutors in BIH Phase 2 (2019:31) 

 The evaluation of the ‘Improving Court Efficiency and Accountability of Judges and 

Prosecutors in Bosnia and Herzegovina, Phase 2’ covers Sida’s support between 

2016–2019. Its support has been relevant in view of national and international 

agreements, complementarity to other donors and the EU accession process. The 

effectiveness of the support is somewhat mixed: good progress has been made in 

making the courts more efficient while addressing gender, vulnerable groups and the 

accountability of office holders lacks a strong framework. The activities implemented 

under the various components are not yet sustainable but the first signs of handing 

over responsibilities to national and local authorities has started. Examples of 

achievements and the full list of recommendations are found in the executive 

summary. 

 

2019:32 Evaluation of the regional development programme "Towards a Non-Toxic 

Environment in South-East Asia" 

 The evaluation report of the Regional Programme: Towards a Non-Toxic 

Environment in South-East Asia Phase II (2013 to 2018) serves as an input for Sida in 

as-sessing the relevance, efficiency and effectiveness of the Swedish Chemicals 

Agency’s (KemI) role and proposes recommendations on how a Swedish agency of 

this kind strategically could operate and add value to improve Sound Chemical 

Management at national and regional levels in the region in an eventual future 

programme. Field visits were undertaken to Cambodia, Laos, Thailand and Vietnam. 

Among the findings are that Keml has been universally appreciated throughout the 

region as an organisation possessing unparalleled expertise and highly relevant, 

efficient and effective as a technical expert, while as a programme coordinator, it was 

not relevant or effective and only somewhat efficient. 

 

2019:33 End of Project Evaluation of the BBC Media Action Radio Waves & Tikambe 

Projects in Zambia (2019:33) 

 This evaluation covers two independent projects implemented by BBC Media Action 

in Zambia. Tikambe provides information to young people about sexual reproductive 

health and rights and youth-friendly services via different platforms. Radio Waves 

supports independent media as a platform for dialogue and accountability. The 

evaluation concludes that the projects are relevant and achieved important results. In 

the future, the projects would benefit from strengthening their participatory approach 

in project design, sustainability considerations in the organisational capacity 

development of media actors, vulnerability profile and outreach (Tikambe) and 

budget design transparency (Radio Waves). 
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 Annex C  Evaluation registry 

Strategic evaluations 2015-2020 
 

 
 

The table below shows strategic evaluations published by Sida between 2015-2020 (to date). 

Summaries from the evaluations can be found in Annex D. The publications can be 

downloaded from www.sida.se/publications. 

 

Joint Evaluation Series 

2020:1 Greening Development Co-Operation: Lessons from the OECD 

Development Assistance Committee 

Originally published by OECD, 2019: https://www.oecd-

ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en 

2020:2 Greening Development Co-Operation: Sweden Report 

Originally published by OECD, 2019: https://www.oecd-

ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en 

2016:1 Joint Scandinavian Evaluation of Support to Capacity Development - 

Synthesis Report 

Sida Evaluation Series 

Forthcoming 

2020 

Evaluation of Sida’s Model for Bilateral Research Cooperation 

2019:1 Evaluation of Sida’s Support to Peacebuilding in Conflict and Post-conflict 

Contexts – Synthesis Report. 

2019:2 Evaluation of Sida’s Support to Peacebuilding in Conflict and Post-conflict 

Contexts – Bosnia and Herzegovina Country Report  

2019:3 Evaluation of Sida’s Support to Peacebuilding in Conflict and Post-conflict 

Contexts – Guatemala Country Report. 

2019:4 Evaluation of Sida’s Support to Peacebuilding in Conflict and Post-conflict 

Contexts – Rwanda Country Report. 

2019:5 Evaluation of Sida’s Support to Peacebuilding in Conflict and Post-conflict 

Contexts –Somalia Country Report. 

2018:1 Evaluation of Sida’s Global Challenge Funds. Lessons from a Decade Long 

Journey 

2018:2 Evaluation of the Market Systems Development Approach. Lessons for 

expanded use and adaptive management at Sida 

2018:3 Evaluation of Swedish Leadership for Sustainable Development 

2016:1 Evaluation of Sida’s use of guarantees for market development and poverty 

reduction 

http://www.sida.se/publications
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en
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2016:2 Utvärdering av ändamålsenligheten i Sidas arbete med insatshantering – 

Slutrapport (ENG: Evaluation of the extent to which Sida's contribution 

management system is fit for its purpose – Final report) 

2015:1  Evaluation of Policy Dialogue as an Instrument in Swedish Development 

Cooperation – the Case Gender Equality 

2015:2  Support to Capacity Development – Identifying Good Practice in Swedish 

Development Cooperation 

 

Sida Studies in Evaluation Series 

2019:2 Environment and climate change integration in Sida’s development cooperation 

2019:1 Evaluation at Sida – Annual Report 2018 

2018:1 Evaluation at Sida – Annual Report 2017 

2017:1 Evaluation at Sida – Annual Report 2016 

2016:1 Evaluation at Sida – Annual Report 2015 
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 Annex D Summaries 
Strategic evaluations 2019-2020 

 
In this section you will find brief presentations of strategic evaluations from 2019 up to May 

2020. They are listed according to publication number. The reports can be downloaded from 

www.sida.se/publications. Short Evaluation Briefs can be downloaded from 

https://www.sida.se/English/how-we-work/evaluation/evaluation-briefs/. 

 

Joint Evaluation Series 

 
  

2020:1 

 

Greening Development Co-Operation: Lessons from the OECD Development 

Assistance Committee  

The OECD undertook a peer-learning exercise on environmental and climate 

mainstreaming in development co-operation to support OECD members. Central to 

the exercise was the extent to which the environmental dimension of sustainable 

development is managed and mainstreamed into the operations through policies, 

strategies, risk assessments, goal and result management and follow-up as well as 

through staff development. Sida, Canada, the European Commission and the 

European Investment Bank were examined and welcomed representatives from 

DAC, the International Institute for Environment and Development (IIED), 

Department for International Development (DFID), Switzerland, Austria, the EU 

and Canada. Lessons on environment mainstreaming were formulated around the 

five building blocks of i) strong policy commitment and leadership; ii) robust 

systems, processes and tools; iii) capacity and continuous skill development; iv) 

shared knowledge, learning and engagement; and v) well-supported country 

systems. Originally published by OECD, 2019: https://www.oecd-

ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en  

 
2020:2 Greening Development Co-Operation: Sweden Report.   

The OECD undertook a peer-learning exercise on environmental and climate 

integration in development co-operation to support OECD members. Central to the 

exercise was the extent to which the environmental dimension of sustainable 

development is managed and integrated into the operations through policies, 

strategies, risk assessments, goal and result management and follow-up as well as 

through staff development. Sida, Canada, the European Commission and the 

European Investment Bank were examined and welcomed representatives from 

DAC, the International Institute for Environment and Development (IIED), 

Department for International Development (DFID), Switzerland, Austria, the EU 

and Canada. The review found that Sida has a comprehensive framework for 

http://www.sida.se/publications
https://www.sida.se/English/how-we-work/evaluation/evaluation-briefs/
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en
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environmental measures that has enabled integration of the environment and 

climate into its main roles as financier, analyst and dialogue partner. It also noted 

that Sida is in a position to challenge and support international partners in raising 

their environmental ambitions. The review also concluded that there are major 

challenges for environmental integration in Swedish development cooperation. 

Among other things, it was noted that integration of environment and climate is 

predominant in the planning phase of contribution. For increased impact, more 

focus is needed in implementation. Nine recommendations, with concrete 

proposals, were made in five main areas: mandate, system and process support, 

leadership and capacity, learning and dialogue. Originally published by OECD, 

2019: https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-

operation_89ea74d7-en 

  

Sida Evaluation Series 

 
Forthcoming 

2020 

Evaluation of Sida’s Model for Bilateral Research Cooperation 

 
The purpose of this evaluation is to provide an overall assessment of the extent to 

which Sida’s model for bilateral research cooperation, its’ System Approach and 

Basic Logic contribute to research capacity in low-income countries. The 

programmes have reached many of their stated goals in terms of research capacity 

development (PhD graduates), an improved research environment (management 

and infrastructure) and outputs in the form of academic publications. At the same 

time, there is a set of common challenges related to the extent to which the Sida 

model strengthen research of high-quality and relevance to poverty reduction and 

the sustainability of the programme post-Sida’s interventions. Building on 

evaluation findings and theories of institutional change, the evaluation concludes 

that the Sida model has not given sufficient attention to research groups and 

networks as agents of change. Such a focus will not only lead to a different 

programme focus and dynamic, but also contribute to making the programme more 

sustainable beyond Sida support.   
2019:1-5 Evaluation of Sida’s Support to Peacebuilding in Conflict and Post-conflict 

Contexts. Synthesis report and country reports for Bosnia and Herzegovina, 

Guatemala, Rwanda and Somalia.   
This report presents a synthesis of the findings from the evaluation of Sida’s 

support to peacebuilding in conflict and post-conflict contexts since the early 

1990s. It has been commissioned by Sida and undertaken by Tana Copenhagen. 

The evaluation assesses Sida’s approach and support to peacebuilding at the 

strategic level and seeks to identify what has worked well and what has worked 

less well. To do so, it draws from four country evaluations of Sida’s support to 

peacebuilding in Bosnia and Herzegovina, Guatemala, Rwanda and Somalia. The 

evaluation finds that Sida’s support has been relevant to the general context in the 

four countries. While Sida has played an important role in supporting processes 

that have contributed to positive change and has managed to identify and utilise 

opportunities to support peacebuilding, underlying conflict factors remain and 

https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en
https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/development/greening-development-co-operation_89ea74d7-en
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continue to undermine sustainable peace. The alignment of Swedish strategies and 

underlying Sida documentation to specific peacebuilding needs has been weak 

because, with some exceptions, it has failed to sufficiently target the key root 

causes of conflict. The report includes recommendations to strengthen Sida’s 

peacebuilding engagement. 
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 Annex E Sida’s Strategic Evaluation Plan 2020 

 

 

Two evaluations of strategic interest to Sida will be commissioned in 2020. The 

strategic evaluation plan is the result of a consultative process within Sida where 

evaluation plans from 30 operating units and embassies have provided a basis for 

discussions with directors and policy specialists. In addition to the strategic 

evaluations, some 40 decentralised evaluations are planned to be commissioned by 

Sida's operational units and embassies. 

 

 

Planned evaluations 

Title Focus 

Sida’s approach to democratization 

in different contexts 

 

Evaluability study. Democracy support, 

change logic/theory, methods of assessment 

of the level and change of democracy. 

Long-term effects of support to 

basic education 

Impact, sustainability, learning, modalities, 

system approaches 

 
 

Ongoing evaluations 

Title Focus 

Power Africa Initiative  Partnership, financing for development 

The application of a Human Rights 

Based Approach 

Human Rights Based Approach, learning 

 

 

 
 
 
 

Evaluations commissioned by Sida and Swedish Embassies are published by Sida and 

available for free from our publication database at 

https://www.sida.se/English/publications/publicationsearch/. 

For more information on evaluation at Sida, visit https://www.sida.se/English/how-we-

work/evaluation/ where you can find evaluation briefs from major evaluations commissioned 

by Sida, download Sida’s guidelines and manual for evaluation and more.  

Sida’s Evaluation Unit can be contacted through evaluation@sida.se 

https://www.sida.se/English/publications/publicationsearch/
https://www.sida.se/English/how-we-work/evaluation/
https://www.sida.se/English/how-we-work/evaluation/
mailto:evaluation@sida.se
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 Annex F: Sources of information 

 

 

 

Information systems  

Sida’s internal planning system for contributions (PLANit) 

Sida’s internal tool for result management and appraisal of contributions (Trac) 

Sida’s publication database at www.sida.se  

 
 

Reports  

 

FCG, 2019: Sida Framework Agreement for Evaluation Services. Annual Report 

2018 

 

FCG, 2020: Sida Framework Agreement for Evaluation Services. Annual Report 

2019 

 

NIRAS, 2019: Sida Framework Agreement on Evaluations and Reviews. Annual 

Report 2018  

 

NIRAS, 2020: Sida Framework Agreement on Evaluations and Reviews. Annual 

Report 2019  

 

NCG, 2020: Sida Framework Agreement – Consultancy Services for Evaluation. 

Annual Report 2019 

 

 

http://www.sida.se/
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 Endnotes 

 
Below are references to Sida’s evaluation reports. See Table 1 for evaluation report 

titles in the publication serie Decentralised Evaluations (DE) and Annex C for 

evaluation report titles in the publication series Joint Evaluations (JE) and Strategic 

Evaluations (SE).   

1  SE 2019: 1, JE 2020:1-2, and evaluation on bilateral research forthcoming in 2020. 
2  DE 2019:27; DE 201910; DE 2019:20; DE 2019:33; DE 2019:17. 
3  DE 2019:28 
4  DE 2019:12 
5  DE 2019:4; DE 2019:6; DE 2019:14; DE 2019:23; DE 2019:33. 
6  DE 2019:6; DE 2019:2 
7  DE 2019:14; DE 2019:33; DE 2019:29; DE 2019:2; DE 2019:5 and DE 2019:10 respectively. 
8  DE 2019:9; DE 2019:16 
9  DE 2019:9; DE 2019:10 
10 DE 2019:4; DE 2019:7; DE 2019:15; DE 2019:16; DE 2019:17: DE 2019:18; DE 2019:23;  

 DE 2019:32; DE 2019:33 
11 DE 2019:4; DE 2019:17; DE 2019:23; DE 2019:25; DE 2019:33 
12 DE 2019:2; DE 2019:8, DE 2019:9, DE 2019:14, DE 2019:22, DE 2019:25; DE 2019:27; DE 2019:28; DE 

2019:29; DE 2019:31 
13 DE 2019:2; DE 2019:25; DE 2019:27 and DE 2019:28 respectively. 
14 DE 2019:2; DE 2019:4; DE 2019:25; DE 2019: 23; DE 2019:17; DE 2019:33 and DE 2019:28 respectively. 
15 DE 2019:15; DE 2019:16 
16 DE 2019:32 
17 DE 2019:19; DE 2019:21; DE 2019:23; DE 2019:25; DE 2019:33 
18 DE 2019:21 
19 DE 2019:23; DE 2019:6 and DE 2019:20 respectively. 
20 DE 2019:4 
21 DE 2019:14 
22 DE 2019:2 
23 DE 2019:17 
24 DE 2019:28, DE 2019:4, DE 2019:2 
25 DE 2019:30 and DE 2019 :32 respectively. 
26 DE 2019:16; DE 2019:8 and DE 2019:6 respectively. 
27 DE 2019:5 
28 DE 2019:16 
29 DE 2019:11; DE 2019:13 
30 DE 2019:8 
31 DE 2019:2; DE 2019:14; DE 2019:16; DE 2019:17; DE 2019:24; DE 2019:25 
32 DE 2019:6 
33 DE 2019:10; DE 2019:33 
34 DE 2019:14; DE 2019:17; DE 2019:22  and DE 2019:17 respectively. 
35 DE 2019:16 
36 DE 2019:6 
37 DE 2019:22 
38 For example DE 2019:6; DE 2019:25 
39 DE 2019:32, DE 2019:26 
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40 DE 2019:33 
41 DE 2019:10, DE 2019:11, DE 2019:17, DE 2019:29 
42 DE 2019:15; DE 2019:17 
43 DE 2019:8, DE 2019:17, DE 2019:25, DE 2019:30, DE 2019:13 
44 DE 2019:8; DE 2019:10 
45 DE 2019:25 
46 DE 2019:17; DE 2019:22 
47 DE 2019:5; DE 2019:6; DE 2019:25 
48 DE 2019:25 
49 DE 2019:2; DE 2019:24 
50 DE 2019:4; DE 2019:5; DE 2019:8 
51 DE 2019:4; DE 2019:5; DE 2019:8; DE 2019:10 
52 DE 2019:4; DE 2019:8; DE 2019:14; DE 2019:18; DE 2019:33 
53 DE 2019:8; DE 2019:10 
54 DE 2019:14, DE 2019:6 
55 DE 2019:16 
56 DE 2019:17; DE 2019:23 
57 DE 2019:4; DE 2019:5 
58 DE 2019:5; DE 2019:9 
59 DE 2019:6 
60 DE 2019:6 
61 DE 2019:1 and DE 2019:4 
62 DE 2019:24, DE 2019: 25; DE 2019:15 and DE 2019:5 respectively. 
63 DE 2019:2 and DE 20109:25 
64 DE 2019:19; DE 2019:22; DE 2019:20; DE 2019:23; DE 2019:28; DE 2019:3 and DE 2019:33 respectively. 
65 DE 2019:21 
66 DE 2019:23 
67 DE 2019:6 
68 DE 2019:30 
69 DE 2019:32 
70 DE 2019:33 
71 DE 2019:22 
72 DE 2019:25 
73 DE 2019:29; DE 2019:17 and DE 2019:25 respectively. 
74 DE 2019:16; DE 2019:18; DE 2019:19; DE 2019:30; DE 2019:31 
75 DE 2019:6 
76 DE 2019:1 
77 DE 2019:10 
78 DE 2019:32 
79 DE 2019:31 
80 DE 2019:16 
81 DE 2019:16; DE 2019:17; DE 2019:23; DE 2019:32 
82 DE 2019:1; DE 2019:8 
83 DE 2019:2; DE 2019:25 
84 DE 2019:18 
85 DE 2019:13 
86 DE 2019:32 
87 DE 2019:5; DE 2019:12; DE 2019:18; DE 2019:23; DE 2019:26; DE 2019:29 
88 DE 2019:26 
89 DE 2019:19 
90 DE 2019:18 
91 DE 2019:8 
92 DE 2019:20 
93 DE 2019:15 
94 DE 2019:30 
95 DE 2019:4 
96 DE 2019:26 
 97 DE 2019:9 
98 DE 2019:5; DE 2019:23; DE 2019:29: DE 2019:33 
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E N D N O T E S  

 

 

 
99  DE 2019:28 
100 DE 2019:10 
101 DE 2019:16 
102 DE 2019:4 
103 DE 2019:2, DE 2019:24 
104 DE 2019:2 
105 DE 2019:23 
106 DE 2019:33 
107 DE 2019:5 
108 DE 2019:27; DE 2019:28 
109 DE 2019:17; DE 2019:23; DE 2019:25; DE 2019:33 
110 DE 2019:23; DE 2019:25; DE 2019:33 
111 DE 2019:25 
112 DE 2019:2; DE 2019:25 
113 DE 2019:4; DE 2019:23 
114 DE 2019:2 
115 DE 2019:4 
116 DE 2019:24 
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Evaluation at Sida
Annual Report 2019
The purpose of the annual report is to provide an overview of what and how Sida evaluates along with observations on emerging 
issues and lessons that can be used to strengthen evaluation at Sida and the effects of Sweden’s development cooperation. The 
report covers 31 evaluations commissioned by Sida and foreign missions. The majority of evaluations were programme evaluations 
and were carried out within 19 out of Sweden’s 44 geographic and thematic strategies and within ten of Sida’s eleven main sectors. 
Three, so called, strategic evaluations were carried out that provide lessons from peace and security, integrating environment in 
development cooperation and from Sida’s model for bilateral research. They offer lessons of value for Sida’s ongoing change agenda 
to attain its vision and mission 2023. Brief summaries are provided for all evaluations.




