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	Results chain
	Indicators
	Baselines
(incl. reference year)
	Targets
(incl. reference year)
	Sources and means of verification
	Assumptions

	Overall objective
	To increase the population's universal social protection coverage in partner countries preferably but not limited to those benefiting from EU funded budget support operations.
	1) Percentage of the population covered by social protection floors/systems by sex, distinguishing children, unemployed persons, older persons, persons with disabilities, pregnant women with newborns, work-injury victims, poor and vulnerable (SDG 1.3.1) 
2) Distribution of income before and after taxes and social transfers (expressed as Gini coefficient) 
	1) National statistical data or programme data

2) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation by a baseline study[footnoteRef:1] [1:  	Applying Benefit Incidence Analyses limited to partner countries selected for medium-term technical support (approach 1).] 


	1.-2) TBI during inception phase.

To be drawn from the partners' strategies[footnoteRef:2]  [2:  	Baselines and targets to be set out according to each country and policy contexts. ] 

	1) ILOSTAT; ILO World Social Protection Database
(ILO=custodian agency)
2) Joint incidence analysis of taxes of transfers[footnoteRef:3] [3:  	Using methodologies, such as Lustig (2017) CEQ Handbook, Estimating the impact of fiscal policy on inequality and poverty, or similar.] 

1-5) additional sources
SDG ann. progress reports
Government progress reports on social protection
State budget financing reports 
Diagnostic studies
National accounts
	Programmes keep timely and accurate administrative records and make them available to the project

	Outcomes
	SO1. To improve partner countries’ design and financing of social protection systems in support of their efforts towards SDGs 1 and 10.

	1.1) Number of social protection policy and programmatic documents, disaggregated by countries with mechanisms in place to enhance policy coherence of sustainable development (SDG 17.14.1)
1.2) Number of new legislation and measures in place which expand social protection coverage that reflect core principles of international standards (UDHR, CRPD, R202, C102).
1.3) Proportion of total government spending on essential services (education, health and social protection) (SDG 1.a.2)
1.4) % ratio of the social protection expenditure to the total State budget (disaggregated by type of programmes/domain of benefits)[footnoteRef:4] [4:  	Using at least the following types (social assistance [disaggregated by social transfers, public works; fee waivers for basic health or education services; other including cash plus], social care, social insurance, active labour market policies.] 

1.5) Source of funding for social protection, distinguishing between domestic resources (disaggregated by social protection contributions and state budget) and external funding

	4.1. -1.2) n.a.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  	Baselines are not defined for process indicators. Targets are country and programme-specific, and its quantification depend on the demand for TA support. To be completed during the inception phase for at least all partner countries selected for medium-term technical support (approach 1), disaggregated by counties ] 


1.3 – 1.5) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation

	1.1 – 1.5) 
To be drawn from the partners' SP strategies.

TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation.


.
	1.1.) Country policy and programmatic documents officially published
1.2.) Legislation published 
1.3.- 1.5) MoF annual budget and expenditure reports
Audit reports
Government progress reports on social protection
Country policy and programmatic documents officially published
SDG annual progress reports.
National statistics and accounts


	Economic and social policies are geared towards inclusive and sustained growth, expansion of social protection coverage and reduction of poverty and inequalities 

All sector social polices (e.g. health, education, food security, TVET, labor, migration) are properly articulated with social protection policy in terms of objectives, institutional mandates and allocation of resources.

	
	SO2. To support governments in implementing and monitoring effective gender-sensitive and disability-inclusive social protection systems and programmes for all while ensuring financial sustainability and macroeconomic stability.

	2.1) Number of national schemes or programmes with improved administrative and delivery mechanisms or M&E frameworks as reflected in the related (new or revised) regulations, (new or revised) implementation manuals or (new or revised) M&E frameworks
2.3) Number and ratio of national social protection programmes, for which gender- disaggregated data and qualitative information on the programmes’ gender and disability sensitivity are publicly available (by country, quantitative, qualitative information) 
 
	2.1. 2.3.) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation
	2.1 – 2.3) To be drawn from the partners' SP strategy.

TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation.

	Government progress reports on social protection

Country policy and programmatic documents officially published

ILO Word Social Protection Database.
	The coordination of the different SP programmes and schemes is ensured in a cooperative manner by the responsible ministries and agencies.

	
	SO3. To assist partner countries in developing and applying shock-sensitive social protection programmes and systems adapted to the needs of those living in protracted fragility and crises, including forcibly displaced persons.
	3.1) Number of policy and programmatic documents that mainstream fragility- and shock-sensitive social protection approved.
3.2) Number of programmes with improved shock-responsiveness in line with population needs
3.3) Shock-related impact indicators[footnoteRef:6] [6:  	The definition of these indicators is case-specific as they depend on the type of shocks and crises (forced displacements, armed conflicts, natural disasters, economic shocks) and consequent type of intervention.] 

	3.1. 3.3.) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation
	3.1 – 3.3) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation.

	3.1.- 3..3) Government progress reports on social protection

Country policy and programmatic documents officially published
	Financial and planning institutions, namely the Ministry of Finance, is responsive to the financial needs for crises-related contingencies of the social protection system. 


	Results
	R1.1: Adequate, sustain-nable and gender-sensitive social protection financing through im-proved cross-sector co-ordination in coherence with national macro-economic, fiscal, digital and SDG strategies as well as diversification of sources of financing and increased fiscal space available for all social sectors to progressively achieving universal social protection.
	1.1.1) Number of policy documents with an integrated/cross sectoral perspective on social protection, including related to fiscal, digital and SDG issues elaborated 
1.1.2.a) Number of policy documents with a gender-sensitive financing lense elaborated
1.1.2 b) Change in share of public social protection expenditure benefiting women or girls
1.1.3) Number of requests received for technical assistance from partner countries and EU delegations concerning result 1.1 and ratio of TA activities been carried out (disaggregated by total number and eligible requests) ,
1.1.4) Level of satisfaction of partner governments and EUDs with the TA outputs concerning result 1.1.

	1.1.1 – 1.1.2a) 
0 with support of this Action.
1.1.2b) TBI during inception phase
1.1.3) 0

1.1.4.) n.a. 
	1.1.1. – 1.1.4) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation according to the planned actions 
	1.1.1.-1.1.2.a) TA reports, policy documents or presentations by government actors responsible for SP
1.1.2.b) Government budget reports
1.1.3) Management Information System (MIS), TA reports

1.1.4) Evaluation of TA missions and reports, MIS
	Policy dialogue takes place despite the fragmentation of the social protection institutional set up, even when this is not a focal sector of EU cooperation.



	
	R1.2: Enhanced evidence and availability of tools that support national evidence-based decision-making and encourage supra-national coordination and benchmarking of good practices (including the portability of social entitlements as integral part of economic and labour policies, gender-sensitive and disability inclusive social protection), with participation of regional bodies as well as civil society organisations.
	1.2.1) Number of SP, RBA and PFM tools applied with support of the Action.
1.2.2) Number of research studies financially supported by the action (started / completed) distinguishing between action research and rigorous research studies and those that include gender and disability specific outcomes.
1.2.3) Number of national policy makers participating in social protection knowledge sharing and coordination activities at supranational level (disaggregated by sex)
1.2.4) Number of countries that improve the provision of data on social protection that are disaggregated and comply with international statistical standards and harmonized indicators with support of this Action.
1.2.6) Number of requests received for technical assistance from partner countries and EU delegations concerning result 1.2 and ratio of TA activities been carried out (disaggregated by total number and eligible requests) ,
1.2.7) Level of satisfaction of partner governments and EUDs with the TA outputs concerning result 1.2.

	1.2.1.-1.2.5) 
0 with support of this Action.

1.2.6) n.a.
	1.2.1. – 1.2.6) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation according to the planned actions 
	1.1.1.-1.1.2.) TA reports, policy documents or presentations by government actors responsible for SP
1.2.2) Research protocols, publications, study reports, grades of evidence generated,.
1.2..3) ToR, agenda, list of participants and reports of activities and events
1.2.4.) TA reports, policy documents, statistics, presentations by government actors responsible for SP
1.2.5) TA reports, Action’s MIS
1.2.6) Evaluation of TA missions and reports, MIS
	Relevant institutions participate in supra-national coordination mechanisms 

Relevant institutions adhere cooperatively in setting up portability schemes and procedures.



	
	R2.1: Strengthened capacities of partner countries to achieve the best impact of diversified sources of funding for social protection, prioritizing women, children, persons with disabilities, informal economy and migrant workers.

	2.1.1) Number of people receiving at least one social protection benefit through EU supported programmes, disaggregated by sex, age, disability[footnoteRef:7] and by type/domain of benefit.[footnoteRef:8]  [7:  	This indicator corresponds to level 2 indicators for Inequalities/Social Protection. It can be measured at programme level. However, in budget support operations it's not possible to directly attribute the attainment of the targets to the BS contracts. The best that can be stated, is that the BS contract can contribute to the attainment of the results. The indicator relates to the SDG 1.3.1 Indicator on Social Protection:  Proportion of population covered by social protection floors/systems, by sex, distinguishing children, unemployed persons, older persons, persons with disabilities, pregnant women, newborns, work-injury victims and the poor and the vulnerable. Only people actually receiving social protection benefits (effective coverage) can be counted rather than all those who are eligible (legal coverage). ]  [8:  	Indicator will only be measured for all countries selected for medium-term technical support (approach 1).] 

2.1.2) Number of government representatives trained by this Action on social protection funding sources, prioritising women, children, persons with disabilities, informal economy and migrant workers (disaggregated by sex) 
2.1.3) Number of countries where programme administration and/or delivery systems are designed and operationalized with the support of the project.
2.1.4) Number and proportion of targeted population who, as a result of this programme, is better informed of its entitlement and benefits under the applicable social protection system (by sex. age, people with disabilities, etc. 
2.1.5) Number of requests received for technical assistance from partner countries and EU delegations concerning result 2.1 and ratio of TA activities been carried out (disaggregated by total number and eligible requests),
2.1.6) Level of satisfaction of partner governments and EUDs with the TA outputs concerning result 2.1.
	2.1.1) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation

2.1.2.-2.1.5) 0

2.1.6) n.a.


	2.1.1. – 2.1.6) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation.

	2.1.1) ILOSTAT; ILO World Social Protection Database, Project documents, Programme administrative data

2.1.2) ToR, agenda, list of participants and reports of training activities and events

2.1.3.) TA reports, policy documents, registry reports and statistics, presentations by government actors responsible for SP

2.1.4-2.15) TA reports, Action’s MIS) 

2.1.6) Evaluation of TA missions and reports, MIS
	Partner governments' social protection outcomes are not retained at the EUD level as key instruments of other social policies (education, nutrition, food security, health, employment, migration)

Internal coordination among line ministries, Ministry of Finance and agencies related with social protection is effective.

	
	R2.2. Strengthened knowledge and technical capacities of partner countries at national and sub-national levels to plan, deliver, monitor and report on social protection programmes, with participation of training institutions and civil society.
	2.2.1) Number of stakeholders trained on planning, delivery and monitoring of social protection programmes per year (by number of identified entities, by number of people trained (total and per entity, disaggregated by sex)
2.2.2) Number of multi-stakeholder dialogue events organized by the project to improve delivery and monitoring processes, (by country and region)
2.2.3) Number of requests received for technical assistance from partner countries and EU delegations concerning result 2.2 and ratio of TA activities been carried out (disaggregated by total number and eligible requests),
2.2.4) Level of satisfaction of partner governments and EUDs with the TA outputs concerning result 2.2.)

	2.2.1.-2.2.3) 0
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	2.2.1. – 2.2.4) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation according to the planned actions 
	2.2.1.-2.2.2) ToR, agenda, list of participants and reports of training activities and events

2.2.3) TA reports, Action’s MIS) 

2.2.4) Evaluation of TA missions and reports, MIS
	The national statistical and Information systems are supportive of the social protection system

	
	R3.0. Increased capacities of partner countries in the context of emergencies, natural disasters, forced displacements, protracted fragility and crises to establish contingency plans and multi-year funding strategies to run adaptive social protection mechanisms.
	3.0.1) Number of multi-year contingency plans and funding strategies drafted or improved with support of the project by country
3.0.2) Number of SP programmes designed or reformed through the project that have improved their shock-responsiveness
3.0.3) Number of relevant and country-specific briefs/papers/reports/ tools delivered to governments and social protection stakeholders on how to strengthen SP systems and programs how to establish contingency plans and multi-year funding strategies to run adaptive social protection mechanisms
3.0.4) Number of requests received for technical assistance from partner countries and EU delegations concerning result 3.0 and ratio of TA activities been carried out (disaggregated by total number and eligible requests),
3.0.5) Level of satisfaction of partner governments and EUDs with the TA outputs concerning result 3.0.
	3.0.1.-3.0.4) 0

3.0.5) n.a.
	3.0.1. – 3.0.5) TBI in the inception phase/first year of operation according to the planned actions
	3.0.1.-3.0.3) TA reports, policy documents or presentations by government actors responsible for SP, Humanitarian and development actors

3.0.4) TA reports, Action’s MIS) 

3.0.5) Evaluation of TA missions and reports, MIS

	Internal coordination among institutions responsible for emergency response, including Ministry of Finance, is adequate.

International partners respond to emergency situations in a coordinated and timely manner.





