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Some projects did well in social inclusion of e.g. young ex-combatants,
pastoralists; however, in others, even if specific groups (e.g. ex-combatants,
war-disabled) were part of the target group in design, there was no evidence

of their effective targeting or monitoring.

CONCLUSIONS =

IFAD and governments Capitalizing on its | Improving performance
must act both at design experience, IFAD needs of non-lending activities
and during solid strategies at country programme
implementation to informed by dedicated level - knowledge
improve project conflict and fragility management,
efficiency analyses, to address partnership-building
both the drivers and and in-country policy
consequences of engagement - remains a
Fragility challenge and requires
strategic actions and
resources
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|OE-IFAD Management
engagement is required,
to develop shared
understanding on the
basis for assessing
certain evaluation
criteria with widening
disconnects between
|OE ratings and project
self-ratings
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