
Assessment Sheet Delegated Cooperation
Delegation of Funds by a Third Donor Country (Transfer Agreement)
Delegation of EU Funds to a Third Donor Country

Assessment Sheet Cooperation with an International Organisation or with an EU Specialised Agency (IMDA or  Direct Grant)
1. Basic Information

(1) Implementing entity concerned: <name and country> [as donor][as delegatee][as grant beneficiary] third donor country and its organisation; international organisation as delegatee or grant beneficiary; delegatee from a Member State or, exceptionally, from a third donor country or an EU specialised agency 
(2) Identification of the project concerned: <basic act or EDF Bridging Facility, geographic (country/region) or thematic identification, title of the Annual Action Programme or Measure, title of the Action> 
(3) Short description of the activity (implementation modality) concerned: <describe the activity for which the donor’s contribution is received or to which the EU contribution is provided; in particular, explain how this activity relates to the action as a whole>
(4) Sector concerned: <…>
(5) Financing: [EU][donor’s] contribution of <amount> <currency> represents <figure> % of the total costs of the activity. The remaining costs will be financed by <specify who else contributes to the activity and estimate the percentages>. [The EU contribution to the fund-managing entity that is [the Commission] [a Member State’s] [third donor country’s] agency is below the recommended minimum threshold of EUR 3 million because <provide justification>.]
[The EU contribution to the international organisation is below the recommended minimum threshold of EUR 5 million for multi-donor actions and of EUR 10 million for actions where the EU is the only donor because <provide justification>.]
2. Partner Country

(6) Is the activity aligned with the partner country’s development strategy and does it respond to its explicit need? <answer, including a precise reference to the relevant national development plan/strategy>
(7) Is the activity owned and led by the partner country and does it agree with the implementation activity by the implementing entity? How does the entity support the partner country in this role? <answer>
(8) Has information on the co-financing been shared with the partner country, so that it understands clearly the roles and responsibilities of the fund-managing entity ad other donors? <answer>
3. Policy Relevance and Aid Effectiveness

(9) Does the activity correspond to EU priorities in the country or region or to its thematic priorities as defined in the programming or EU Joint Programming documents? <answer>
(10) Does the way of implementation of the activity (delegated cooperation with a third donor country by way of receiving funds from it or delegating funds to it in indirect management or cooperation with an international organisation under indirect management or a grant to it) contribute to the strengthening or rationalisation of a wider Division of Labour and broader donor harmonisation process, and/or EU Joint Programming process if present, in the country? How does it contribute to less aid fragmentation in the sector? <answer>
(11) Describe the roles of the fund-managing entity (grant beneficiary), other donors and the partner country in the governance of this activity. <answer>
(12) What are the efficiency gains and reduced transaction costs for the partner country resulting from this way of implementing the activity? <answer>
(13) What are the possible risks or disadvantages of implementing the activity in this way? <answer>
4. Questions Specific for Indirect Management

(14) What were the reasons of choosing indirect management over direct management? <answer>
(15) Give reasons for choosing this fund-managing entity in particular also demonstrating its technical and financial management capacity, e.g. request from partner country, experience in the country or region, expertise in the matter, neutrality of the entity, security considerations, absence of alternatives, capacity to coordinate or to conduct sector policy dialogue  on behalf of the EU or other donors (in case of EU Member State agency or donor), expected speed of delivery, past experience with this entity. <answer>
(16) Describe the implementing modalities of this activity. In particular, describe what will be carried out by the fund-managing entity itself and what will be subdelegated and to whom (justification of the use of sub-delegatees, identification of them, of their tasks and of the amounts subdelegated to them). Categorise the subdelegatee as international organisation, public entity or private entity with a public-service mission of a donor or partner country, or non-profit organisation. If the subdelegatee is the partner country, describe whether country systems for public finances management are used, in particular on procurement. <answer>
(17) Does the activity fall within the implementation of the EC backbone strategy on Technical Cooperation and Project Implementation Units (PIUs)? <answer>
(18) Describe how EU visibility will be ensured. <answer>
(19) Describe and justify and derogation from the standard contractual framework (framework agreement, administration agreement with the World Bank, standard contribution agreement, delegation agreement, IMDA, whichever is used). <answer>
(20) [As the new Pillar Assessment has not yet been concluded, this delegation can be done on the basis of reliance on the old Pillar Assessment, while the new Pillar Assessment has already been requested.][The entity has passed the new Pillar Assessment.] <if applicable and following the reading of the Pillar Assessment report, identify any weaknesses relevant for the implementation of this activity and suggest any possible remedies to these weaknesses>[The EU Specialised Agency has been assessed ad-hoc on the basis of opinions of the Court of Auditors, discharge resolutions and any available internal audit reports for the past three years. The following measures will be taken as a result of this assessment: <none or insert the remedial measures addressing the weaknesses identified in the assessment>]
5. Questions Specific to a Direct Grant to an International Organisation

(21) Give reasons for choosing this international organisation in particular also demonstrating its technical and financial management capacity, e.g. request from partner country, experience in the country or region, expertise in the matter, neutrality of the entity, security considerations, absence of alternatives, capacity to coordinate or to conduct sector policy dialogue, expected speed of delivery, past experience with this entity. <answer; this information should be used to justify the prior approval for a direct award>
(22) Describe the implementing modalities of this activity. In particular, describe what will be carried out by the fund-managing entity itself and what will be obtained by way of procurement or financial support to third parties. <answer>
(23) Describe how EU visibility will be ensured. <answer>
6. Questions Specific to Transfer Agreements

(24) Justify why the Commission has the capacity to implement this activity as the fund-managing donor. <answer>
(25) What objectives does the donor pursue in providing its contribution? Are there any special requirements resulting from such objectives for the implementation by the Commission? <answer>
(26) What are the specific characteristics of this Transfer Agreement demonstrating that its acceptance is justified in view of the action's operational needs? <answer>
(27) Describe any derogation from the standard calculation of the contribution to the Commission’s administrative costs. Confirm that DEVCO management approval has been obtained or is being sought (management, not geographical Director) <answer>
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