Annex 1: Quality Criteria for UNDAFs

There are five criteria to assure the quality of UNDAFs during design and implementation: a) relevance
and strategic focus, b) principled, c) effective, d) efficient and e) sustainable. These criteria define
expectations to be considered in programming, and provide common standards for assessing the quality
of UNDAF implementation, based on evidence from monitoring. Evaluations are expected to use the
same criteria to independently assess the quality and performance of the UNDAF.

Below, each of the quality criteria is rated on a scale from 1 to 5: A ranking of “5” means that the quality
criterion has been fully met; “1” means that it is not reflected at all. This quality ranking should be
undertaken as a self-assessment during preparation of the UNDAF as well as during the Peer Support
Group appraisal to ensure that criteria are met.













