2. CORE INDICATORS: Project data relevant for monitoring the progress, effects and impact of CoST

Explanatory Notes:

v1ii

1. This table provides a summary of the indicators to be used in every CoST pilot country. An indicator describes specific data that indicate change that may be attributed to CoST.

2. The reference number used also appears on the DFID logframe, and on the national sub-framework sheets

3. The "causal chain" is a sequence of logical steps ("boxes") that describe the detailed logical flow of the design of the CoST initiative. Further information available from M&E Consultant.
4. If each pilot collects, stores and analyses, the data as shown, then it will be possible to measure the progress, short term effects, and longer term impacts of the CoST initiative.

5. All but one of the indicators listed here is a "Core" indicator.

This means that they need to be used in every CoST country, so that, in time, cross country comparisons will be possible.
6. NMSGs may wish to include additional "Specific" indicators that they consider to be particularly helpful or relevant in the national context.

The inclusion of such indicators is encouraged.

7. For the purposes of resource allocation, priority should be given to the careful collection, storage and analysis of data related to the core indicators listed here.
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