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UNCDF STRATEGIC FRAMEWORK: 2014-2017

Proposed Revised Integrated Results and Resources Matrix

April 2016

I.
Introduction
This revised Integrated Results and Resources Matrix (IRRM) translates UNCDF’s Strategic Framework 2014- 2017 into results that allow UNCDF and stakeholders to monitor and evaluate achievements, learn lessons, and hold the organization accountable for the funds given to it.

It is backed up by a results-focused monitoring and evaluation system which will enable regular internal assessment and external evaluation of progress towards results and allow informed, evidence-based management of the full range of UNCDF’s interventions.

The IRRM consists of a detailed planning matrix covering two distinct categories of results:

i. Planned development results, starting with three programme outcomes that UNCDF aims to contribute to, and the outputs that will lead to their achievement.

ii. Improvements in institutional effectiveness within UNCDF, which will support the achievement of the programme outcomes.

These are all measured with indicators, which in turn will guide the development of activities to deliver the outputs.
Both sets of results are also accompanied by a series of indicative budgets disaggregated by programme outcome.
UNCDF Strategic Framework Integrated Results and Resources Matrix Architecture
	Impact
	Changes in the lives of people living in LDCs thanks to UNCDF and its partner organisations


	UNCDF contribution to broader development outcomes
	Financing increased for basic services
 and  inclusive growth/local economic development

	
	Effective financing mechanisms established to increase resilience to economic and environmental shocks in the last mile



	
	Policy environment fostered that enable last mile financing
 for development

	Immediate outcomes
	Effective local institutions for public and private finance of local development (measured via the mobilizing, investing, accounting for results framework)- local development finance (LDF)


	
	Sustainable, healthy financial service providers (FSPs)
 leveraging UNCDF funds 

(measured via range of MIX market indicators)  – financial inclusion practice area (FIPA)


	Outputs
	Completed technical assistance and provision of grants and loans to UNCDF’s partner organisations in both the public and private sectors in the LDCs

	Institutional Effectiveness
	UNCDF is a more effective and efficient organization, with improved systems and business practices and processes, well-managed resources and  engaged personnel


The foundation on which the IRRM is built has the following core elements:
1. Based on UNCDF’s broader theory of change set out in the Strategic Framework, the results in the IRRM are intended to capture elements of development change that are most relevant to UNCDF’s work across its two Programme Areas as well as intended changes in the organisation’s internal capacity to allow UNCDF to deliver on its programmatic commitments.

2. The IRRM is organized according to three levels of intended development results: i) UNCDF’s outputs in terms of completed technical assistance and grants and credits to UNCDF’s partner organisations in the LDCs; ii) the immediate results of this assistance in terms of more effectively-functioning local institutions for local and public private finance as well as sustainable financial service providers leveraging UNCDF funds and iii) UNCDF’s contribution together with relevant partner organisations to three broader development objectives: i) financing increased for basic services and inclusive growth/local economic development; ii) effective financing mechanisms established to increase resilience to economic and environmental shocks in the last mile; and iii) policy environment fostered that enable last mile financing for development.

In addition, the IRRM is intended to show clearly how strengthened internal capacity and capability will allow UNCDF to deliver on its programmatic commitments; how the commitments will be achieved and how these will contribute to the work of partner UN entities as well as to overall internationally-agreed development goals.

3. The IRRM will assist UNCDF in monitoring and evaluating the results of its interventions at different points in the results chain, allowing partners to understand the breadth, scope and resource requirements of the work of the organization. In turn, it enables Member States and other partners to see what outcomes and impact the organization is ultimately contributing to.

4. The performance indicators capture to the extent possible data points that are already collected and are based on years of good development practice and/or best available knowledge. This is the case for example of indicators measuring changes in performance of FSPs which are collected externally by the MicroFinance Information Exchange.
5. The projected results depend on the organisation receiving the resources set out in the sections below. These projected resources are estimated based on projected future demand by programme countries and partners (using past expenditure as a guide) for products and services provided by UNCDF and income projections for the period of 2014-2017. The amounts are indicative only.

6. An accompanying methodological note to the IRRM has been produced and explains how each group of indicators will be measured against baseline and projected targets for 2017. In doing so, UNCDF will attempt where possible to disaggregate data by different variables of interest (for example: gender, geographical region, type of intervention etc). In some cases where indicators are new, baseline figures are still to be defined. These will be added in the coming months. This methodological note has been updated by the Note on Modifications to the Integrated Results and Resources Matrix which is Annex 2 (b) to the Integrated Annual report on Results for 2015 and mid-term review of the Strategic Framework, 2014 – 2017. 
7. Monitoring and reporting against indicators will be supported by a range of data sources and evidence, using a mixed-methods approach of quantitative and qualitative measurement. Internal monitoring will be complemented and validated by a results-focused system of qualitative internal self-evaluation and external programme and outcome evaluation. This integrated system of performance measurement will allow regular update on progress towards results and allow informed and evidence-based management of the full range of UNCDF’s interventions.

8. Finally in line with UNCDF’s commitment to continuous improvement, the Strategic Framework itself is subject to a formal mid-term review halfway through its implementation. The mid-term review exercise conducted in early 2016 yielded proposed revisions to the integrated results and resources matrix as presented below, reflecting lessons learned from the first two years of implementation. In addition, an independent evaluation will be carried out at the end of the period to provide lessons learned and to inform strategic decision making ahead of the next programming improvement.

II.
Outcomes and Outputs

Part A Development Effectiveness

	Outcome 1: Financing increased for basic services and inclusive growth/local economic development
	Indicative resources
:

$ 117 million

	Outcome Indicators: (assess progress against specified outcomes; they help verify that the intended positive change in the development situation has actually taken place)
	Baselines (2013, unless noted)
	Targets (2017, unless noted)

	Inclusive finance

1.a. Total and net change in number of active clients reached by the UNCDF supported FSPs from the baseline, disaggregated by product and sex.

Sub-indicator 1. a.1 Total and net change in number of voluntary savers (disaggregated by sex)
Sub-indicator 1.a.2 Total and net change in number of active borrowers (disaggregated by sex)
Sub-indicator 1.a.3 Total and net change in number of active clients of electronic payments facilitating financial inclusions (disaggregated by sex)

1.b. Total and net change in US$ value of savings portfolio of UNCDF-supported FSPs
1.c. Total and net change in US$ value of loan portfolio of UNCDF-supported FSPs

	8,927,869 (52% of whom women)

1,301,827
 

To be announced  

(TBA)

904,707,994

1,182,994,892

	6,400,000 (50% of whom women)

1,280,000 

TBA
TBA

TBA


	Local Development Finance

1.d. Net change in local fiscal space
  available for local development in sub-national territorial jurisdictions supported by UNCDF (%)

1.e. Number of UNCDF supported countries demonstrating increase in gross fixed capital formation in the UNCDF supported localities


	0 

0
	70% of sample

      70% of sample 

	Inclusive finance Output 1.1

Improved performance of sustainable, healthy, responsible FSPs leveraging UNCDF funds (to be measured in terms of sustainability, portfolio quality, outreach, responsible provision of financial services)

	Financing for development: effect of UNCDF funding on resources for inclusive finance
	
	

	
	1.1.1 Total number of FSPs supported
	74
	100

	
	1.1.2 Total volume of UNCDF investments made to FSPs  
	US$ 16,363,966
	  TBA


	
	1.1.3 Net change from baseline in US$ value of savings portfolio of UNCDF-supported FSPs leveraged by UNCDF programme contribution
	10:1
	10:1

	
	Sustainability: Improvements in FSP profitability/sustainability. Improvements in portfolio quality
	
	

	
	1.1.4 - Percentage of FSPs that have audited financial statements

	81%
	90%

	
	1.1.5 - Percentage of FSPs making progress toward profitability

	73%
	80%

	
	1.1.6 - Percentage of FSPs meeting portfolio quality targets (PAR 30 days)


	55%
	80%

	
	Responsibly-provided services:

1.1.7 % of FSPs that endorse SMART Campaign Client Protection Principles (CPPs) or equivalent


	82%
	90%

	Local Development finance

Output 1.2

Improved performance of sustainable, accountable local governments and improved performance of revenue-generating projects. Measured in terms of how UNCDF supports capacity to mobilize, allocate, invest and make accountable resources for effective local development.
	Improved performance of sustainable, accountable local governments, and improved performance of revenue generating projects. Measured in terms of how UNCDF supports capacity to mobilize resources for effective local development.
	
	

	
	1.2.1 Total number of district level local governments supported
	1,077

	TBA

	
	1.2.2 Total volume of UNCDF investments made to local governments
	  US$ 8,423,011
   
	US$ 15,000,000

	
	1.2.3 Additional public and private investments leveraged by UNCDF programme contribution
	10:1
	10:1

	
	Improved performance of sustainable, accountable local governments, and improved performance of revenue generating projects. Measured in terms of how UNCDF supports capacity to allocate resources for effective local development.
	
	

	
	1.2.4 Percentage of local governments supported by UNCDF that report maintained or increased capacity on allocation of resources based on Public Expenditure and Financial Accountability (PEFA) standards
PEFA performance indicator (PI) – 8:  Transparency of inter-governmental fiscal relations at the sub-national level

PEFA PI-12: Multi-year perspective in fiscal planning, expenditure policy and budgeting
PEFA PI-19: Competition, value for money and controls in public procurement
	0 %

0%

0%

0%
	75% of sample

75% of sample

75% of sample

75% of sample

	
	Improved performance of sustainable, accountable local governments, and improved performance of revenue generating projects. Measured in terms of how UNCDF supports capacity to invest resources for effective local development.  
	
	

	
	1.2.5  Number of UNCDF-supported local investments in infrastructure completed, disaggregated by type of infrastructure and financing modality

	1,500 units

	6,350 (cumulative)

	
	Improved performance of sustainable, accountable local governments, and improved performance of revenue generating projects. Measured in terms of how UNCDF supports 
capacity to make accountable the resources that are invested in local development.

	
	

	
	1.2.6  Percentage of local governments supported by UNCDF that report maintained or increased capacity on accountability practices based on PEFA standards

PEFA PI-10 Access to key fiscal information at the sub national level - refers to access of the general public at the location (‘local’ public access) or at least the relevant interest group
PEFA PI-11 Orderliness and participation in the annual budget process
	 0%
0%
0%
	75% of sample

75% of sample

75% of sample


	Outcome 2: Effective financing mechanisms  established to increase resilience to economic and environmental shocks in the last mile
	Indicative resources:

$117 million

	Outcome Indicators
	Baselines (2013, unless noted)
	Targets (2017, unless noted)

	Inclusive Finance Programme Area

2.a. Number of new financial products to improve client security, resilience against shocks scaled up by UNCDF supported FSPs (disaggregated by types of products and countries)

	0
	155 (cumulative 2014 – 2017)

	2.b. Number of clients served by these new scaled products (disaggregated by sex)
	0 
	TBA, 50% women

	Local Development Financing Programme Area

2.c.  Volume of non-UNCDF funds channeled through financing systems developed with UNCDF support targeting vulnerability, exclusion, and shocks, disaggregated by thematic areas


	TBA
	TBA

	Outputs (UNCDF provides specific support for the following results)
	Output Indicators (output indicators measure only those results from schemes, services, plans, actions etc. which are specifically supported by UNCDF.
	Baselines (2013, unless noted)
	Targets (2017, unless noted)

	Inclusive finance
2.1 Improved access to and usage of basic financial services as an effective way to reduce vulnerability and shocks
	2.1.1 Number of new or improved financial products piloted with support of UNCDF, disaggregated by type of products (reported on an annual and cumulative basis for each FSP or other ecosystem actor and each country market)
	45 


	155 (cumulative 2014 – 2017)



	Local Development Finance

2.2 Improved access to and usage of public and private local investments as an effective way to reduce vulnerability and shocks
	2.2.1 Volume of funds channeled through new financing systems piloted by local governments with UNCDF support targeting vulnerability, exclusion, and shocks disaggregated by types of thematic areas

2.2.2 Percentage of local governments having integrated the resilience dimension in their planning and budgeting processes

	US $ 1,562,471

TBA
	US $ 4,500,000 

80% of sample


	Outcome 3: Policy environments fostered that enable last mile financing for development
	Indicative resources: $ 58 million

	Outcome Indicators
	Baselines (2013, unless noted)
	Targets (2017, unless noted)

	Inclusive Finance

3.a Number of national inclusive finance road maps, action plans, national strategies or policy changes adopted by host government
Sub indicator 3.a.1 Percentage of national inclusive finance road maps, action plans, national strategies adopted by host government that address gender issues (%)
	0

0
	20 (cumulative)

100% (cumulative)



	Local Development Finance

3. b. Number of national strategies, action plans, policy or regulatory changes for local development finance adopted by host government
Sub indicator 3.b.1 Percentage of national strategies, action plans, policy or regulatory changes for local development finance adopted by host government that address gender issues (%)

	2

0

	10 (cumulative)
100%

	Outputs (UNCDF provides specific support for the following results)
	Output Indicators (output indicators measure only those results from schemes, services, plans, actions etc. which are specifically supported by UNCDF)
	Baselines (2013, unless noted)
	Targets (2017, unless noted)

	Inclusive Finance

Output 3.1 UNCDF- funded diagnostic tools/advocacy initiatives provide a key contribution to shaping national governments’ agendas on financial inclusion
	3.1.1 Number of financial inclusion diagnostics completed (public goods) disaggregated by type of diagnostics

Sub-indicator 3.1.1.a Percentage of diagnostics completed that use sex-disaggregated data

	0

0
	35 (cumulative)

100%

	
	3.1.2 Number of commitments to the Better than Cash Alliance (BTCA)
 to transition cash to electronic payments
	4
	35 (cumulative)

	
	3.1.3 Number of capacity building activities completed to strengthen the capacity of financial sector regulators and supervisors, especially to safeguard poor people’s savings
	15
	115 (cumulative) 

	
	3.1.4 Number of knowledge products (publications: case studies, data sets, toolkits) that document UNCDF’s learning from programmes
Sub-indicator 3.1.4.a Percentage of these knowledge products that incorporate gender issues
	19

TBA

	130 (cumulative)

100%

	Local Development Finance

Output 3.2: UNCDF-funded diagnostic tools/advocacy initiative provide a key contribution to shaping national governments’ agendas in local development finance
	3.2.1  Number of local development diagnostics completed

Sub-indicator 3.2.1a Percentage of diagnostics completed that use sex-disaggregated data (%)
	2

0


	60 (cumulative)

100%



	
	3.2.2 Number of LDF national strategies, action plans, or policy/regulatory changes developed with UNCDF support
	27

	80 (cumulative)

	
	3.2.3  Number of people trained (disaggregated by sex) to strengthen capacities of national and local actors (training, advocacy, peer to peer learning)
	6,488

of which 34% women
	25,000 (cumulative)
of which at least 50% women

	
	3.2.4 Number of LDF knowledge products published, disaggregated by type of knowledge products (guidance notes, manuals, handbooks, brochure)

Sub-indicator 3.2.4 a Percentage of these knowledge products that incorporate gender issues
	32

0
	180

100%




Part B Institutional Effectiveness
	
	Indicative resources:

$52 million

	Result Statements
	Indicators
	Baselines (2013, unless noted)
	Targets (2017, unless noted)

	Output 1.1 Improved quality of programming and accountability for results
	Quality of Programming
	
	

	
	1.1.1 Percentage of programme outcomes that are reported as on-track or achieved
	Not reported
	80%

	
	Evaluation and Accountability
	
	

	
	1.1.2 Annual number of results-based evaluations (project, programme and thematic)
	3
	6

	
	1.1.3 Implementation rate of agreed actions in evaluation management responses
	70%
	80%

	
	Audit
	
	

	
	1.1.4 Percentage of UNCDF’s programme covered by Office and Audit Investigation (OAI)’s audit annually
	40%
	40%

	
	1.1.5 Percentage of audits that are unqualified
	100%
	100%

	
	1.1.6 Implementation rate of agreed-upon audit recommendations
	85%
	100%

	
	 Gender Mainstreaming
	
	

	
	1.1.7 Percentage compliance by UNCDF in at least ‘meeting’ UN System-Wide Action Plan gender reporting requirements across the 15 performance categories
	46%
	87%

	Output 1.2 Structure of financial resources maximized
	Total Resources Mobilized
	
	

	
	1.2.1 Levels of core+
	$16 million
	$86 million
(cumulative)

	
	1.2.2 Levels of non-core (from development partners)
	$35 million
	$280 million
(cumulative)

	
	1.2.3 Levels of non-core  (from private and non-governmental sources)
	$13 million
	$20 million
(cumulative)

	
	1.2.4 Percentage of delivery against approved budget
	85%
	90%

	
	1.2.5 Optimal mobilisation ratio of non-core resources by core funds for programmes/projects
	3 : 1
	4 : 1

	
	Optimised Cost Structure
	
	

	
	1.2.6 Percentage of total UNCDF expenditure related to management activities (management- efficiency ratio)
	15%
	15%

	
	1.2.7 Percentage of total UNCDF expenditure on management activities spent on travel costs
	10%
	10%

	
	1.2.8 Percentage of total core resources going to capital investments (grants, loans, and guarantees)
	  30%
	  40%

	
	1.2.9 Percentage of total non-core resources going to capital investments (grants, loans, and guarantees)



	44%


	50%



	
	1.2.10 # of countries with UNCDF Country Programme presence

	17 (FI)

22 (LD)
	10 (2016, FI)
12 (2016, LD)

	
	1.2.11 # countries with project presence

	6 (FI)
2 (LD)
	21 (2016, FI)
11 (2016, LD)

	
	1.2.12 Total country footprint (less CPs that have embedded thematics)

	20 (FI)
22 (LD)
	26 (2016, FI)
19 (2016, LD)

	Output 1.3 Strengthened human resource management to attract, develop and retain a diversified and productive workforce


	1.3.1 Percentage of staff who are female at all levels
	27%


	50%



	
	1.3.2  Percentage of staff who are female at P5 and above
	28%
	50%

	Output 1.4 Improved perception of staff working in UNCDF
	1.4.1 Percentage of staff surveyed who expressed confidence in leadership and direction


	70%
	75%

	
	1.4.2 Percentage of staff surveyed who rate UNCDF favorably on empowerment
	66%
	75%

	
	1.4.3 Percentage of staff surveyed who rate UNCDF favorably on engagement
	67%
	75%

	Output 1.5 Stronger corporate positioning based on robust internal policies, rigorous analytical work, active engagement in multi- lateral processes (including post-2015) and effective corporate knowledge management

	1.5.1 Number of corporate or high-level initiatives (e.g., event, workshop) held in order to influence debate and policy on the basis of UNCDF investment mandate
	 7
	        60


	Output 1.6 UNCDF’s mandate in the LDCs better understand and more widely- communicated to target audiences based on implementation of its communications plans
	1.6.1 Number of monthly unique visitors to public external website – www.uncdf.org
	6,000
	 174,000

	
	1.6.2  Number of fans, group members or followers on social media websites, disaggregated by account types (Facebook and Twitter)
	700
	186,000

	
	1.6.3 Number of  links on external websites referring to UNCDF
	13,455
	40,000

	
	1.6.4 Increase in total volume of searches for brand name or related key words.
	16,815
	45,000

	Output 1.7 Partnerships strategy implemented with

a view to extending the scale and scope of UNCDF’s work
	1.7.1 Number of strategic partnerships effectively managed and new ones developed – leading to contributions to UNCDF core resources
	12
	18

	
	1.7.2 Number of strategic partnerships effectively managed  and new ones developed – leading to contributions to UNCDF non-core resources
	25
	35

	
	1.7.3 Number of UNCDF Stakeholder Consultations (informal Executive Board sessions) arranged per year
	2
	8


� UNCDF’s contribution to this broader impact statement will continue to be measured where possible by a mixture of UNCDF internal and external impact studies or assessments, including through external evaluation. It will also be tracked through reference to relevant external research, systematic reviews and key evaluation studies with a view to confirming the relevance of UNCDF’s programmatic approaches in UNCDF’s two practice areas of financial inclusion and local development finance.  


� Basic services include education, agriculture, health, public transportation, and highway and roads etc.


� The last mile refers to areas such as peri-urban, secondary cities or rural areas where localities and populations have least access to the development finance required to meet their infrastructure, household, small business and individual needs, and where UNCDF works to create viable finance models to address the gap.


� Last mile financing is defined as investments (including private, domestic and foreign) that flow to sub-national areas such as the urban and rural of LDCs and other developing countries where UNCDF and the supported governments identify the needs of such capital investments based on diagnostics/pilots.


� For UNCDF’s definition of Local Development, see Local Development Finance business plan 2014 -2017 at www.uncdf.org. 


� Financial Service Providers (FSPs) include a range of institutions, including but not limited to: commercial banks, Non-bank financial institutions (NBFIs), credit unions, NGO-MFIs, Mobile Network Operators (MNOs), money transfer companies, and also service providers that use ‘pay as you go’ financing models to provide their products, e.g. clean energy.


� For FIPA, the MIX Market will capture a significant portion, but not all of the performance indicators required.


FIPA programmes may need to construct parallel sets of indicators and reporting frameworks to capture the quantitative and qualitative data that are not standard MIX indicators (e.g. for large commercial banks that are piloting downmarket and the lower segments only represent a small percentage of their total portfolio and may not report on the MIX). Also, even for FSPs where the majority of their portfolio is ‘microfinance’ and they should be required to report to the MIX so UNCDF can track their overall performance, the MIX Market does not easily capture the portfolio of a specific innovation UNCDF is financing, e.g. CleanStart’s clean energy portfolio). For Savings Groups (SG), UNCDF requires reporting to SAVIX on standard SG indicators. For more information on the MIX Market, please see: http://www.mixmarket.org/.


� It should be noted that the targeted development and institutional results that are projected below depend on the organisation’s projected targets for core and non-core resources of $25 million and $75 million being achieved on an annual basis by 2016.


� Indicative resources for the four-year planning period are calculated as follows: from a total projected core starting at $16 million in 2014, moving to $20 million in 2015, and culminating in $25 million in 2016 and 2017, applying a targeted ratio of 1:3 core to non –core. Institutional Effectiveness yields a total projected envelope of $344 million resources available for development activities and institutional activities. Leaving aside 15% of this for management costs as per Indicator 1.2.6, the remaining amount of 292.4 million is split between the three development outcomes on a 40:40:20 basis. The overall resource targets from the original 2014 IRRM are maintained as of the mid-point, operationalized through the UNCDF four-window funding architecture communicated to EB members at the UNCDF informal on 29 January 2016.


� The figure 8,927,869 is total number of voluntary savers as of 2013. For 2016 and 2017, both the total and net change figures will be reported. Baseline exceeds target for number of active savers and borrowers as baseline (2013) was established at the end of previous Corporate Management Plan (CMP).  During current Strategic Framework, the strategy has shifted to focus on further extending the frontier of financial inclusion deeper into rural areas where populations are thinner.   The target for percent women in the prior CMP was also 50% women.


� The figure 1,302,827 is total number of active borrowers as of 2013. For 2016 and 2017, both the total and net change figures will be reported.


� For those indicators that have been introduced as a result of mid-term review of Strategic Framework including this indicator, the targets will be reset during 2016. Please refer to the note on IRRM modifications for more information on the revised indicators.


� The figure US$ 904,707,994 is a total US$ value of savings portfolio of UNCDF-supported FSPs as of 2013. For 2016 and 2017, both the total and net change will be reported.


� This figure (US$ 1,182,994,892) is a total US$ value of savings portfolio of UNCDF-supported FSPs as of 2013. For 2016 and 2017, both the total and net change will be reported.


� Local fiscal space is defined as the funds readily available for investment calculated as follows; current surplus (which is current revenue – current expenditure) plus capital transfers received (which corresponds to UNCDF-own grants as well as capital grants [non regular] received from other sources.


� Calculated as the sum of the following: 1.d.1 Current revenues = own revenues (taxes received + user fees) + current transfers (regular transfers received from central gov’t),  


1.d.2 Additional capital transfers to sub-national territorial jurisdictions supported by UNCDF (including UNCDF transfers where applicable) and 1.d.3 Current (operating) expenditures = staff costs + social benefits and other transfers + interest paid + other operating expenditure.


� This indicator will be measured at the end of strategic framework period (2014- 2017) with a calculation made on the basis of a sample. Calculated as the net positive change in value of capital investment by local government and local private sector over the period of the business plan. This will be calculated from the investments within the territorial jurisdiction of a sample of local governments of those impacted by UNCDF. Where appropriate and relevant, control samples from other local governments of the same category (but not impacted by UNCDF intervention) may also be used to illustrate results.


� The actual amount of core funds available 2014- 2017 will be reported.


� The baseline is for 2015.


� Starting from 2016, all LDFPA programmes including Local Climate Adaptive Living Facility (LoCAL) programme, Inclusive and Equitable Local Economic Development Programme (IELD), Finance for Food (F4F) programme, and Local Cross-Border Initiatives (LOBI) will report against this indicator if any infrastructure activities have taken place.


� See methodological note for details of how to calculate these indicators, all refer to performance attributed to UNCDF initiatives.


� See methodological note for details of how to calculate these indicators, all refer to performance attributed to UNCDF initiatives


� This indicator will be reported by LDFPA global thematic programmes such as Financing for Food (F4F), Local Climate Adaptive Living Facility (LoCAL), Inclusive and Equitable Local Economic Development (IELD), and Local Cross Border Initiatives (LOBI).  The indicator will also be disaggregated by type of finance (private, public, and/or public private partnerships (PPP)).


� This will be based on a sample of LGs that have integrated the resilience dimension under the LoCAL, F4F and LoBI programmes, e.g. local development plans that integrate food security or climate adaptation concerns.


�  Types of diagnostics include national financial access vs. ecosystem diagnostics of specific issues (such as digital finance, payments, or youth).  


� Please see www.betterthancash.org for further information  


� FIPA is finalizing the new guidance for staff to report on the quality standards to meet this requirement.  Upon completion, FIPA will review the previous publications to establish baseline.


� Diagnostics include: LAFIA/ SAFIC exercises, LOOKING, vulnerability assessments within the framework of LoCAL or F4F and similar assessments. It only takes into account diagnostics that are targeted at external decision-making (i.e. not internal assessments such as scoping missions).


� This value is for 2014.


� This value is for 2014.


� This value is for 2014.


� FI = Financial Inclusion; LD = Local Development.  The 2017 target is to have country programmes in 40 LDCs; 2016 figure is projected level by end of year based on current resources.


� FI = Financial Inclusion; LD = Local Development


� Ibid.
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