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Appendix 4 – Data collection tools 

Interview Guides  

Guide 1 – Embassy Staff and Project Officers 

Introduction 

• Please introduce yourself, your position and your responsibilities 

• Since when are you in this position? 

• What is your relation to the 3 strategic cooperation areas of 

“peace and security”, “democracy and human rights”, and 

“inclusive economic development”? 

Which of the case studies are you most knowledgeable about: 

I. PS1 – Access to Justice 

II. PS2 – Rule of Law Joint Programme 

III. iPS3 – Kvinna till Kvinna 

IV. DHR1 – Land Commission & Land Authority 

V. DHR2 – Community Recovery (CST, CSC) 

VI. DHR3 – Action Aid SRHR 

VII. IED 1 – Markets & Value Chains 

VIII. IED 2 – Prospects 

IX. IED 3 – Feeder Roads Projects 

Appropriateness of Strategies 

From your experience to what extent have Swedish strategies been 

realistic and feasible in light of development constraints and 

opportunities in Liberia?  

a) How would you assess the selected areas of engagement vis-

à-vis other areas? 



b) How would you assess the level of ambition and feasibility 

that the strategies prescribe for development cooperation? 

c) How do the strategies fit to development constraints and 

opportunities in the country? 

What are the main feasibility assumptions and constraints that 

inform the strategies and how well do they reflect the realities in 

Liberia? 

Fostering Ownership 

To what extent was the consultation and strategy development 

process conducted in a way fostering ownership of Liberian 

counterparts? 

Relevance & Coherence of Portfolio and Activities 

What was your impression of the Swedish portfolio when you began 

working in Liberia? 

From your experience, how has the portfolio evolved over time and 

what were major changes? 

Did the current strategy provide you with relevance guidance for 

implementing a relevant and coherent portfolio? Which other factors 

shape the portfolio? 

How have you approached implementing the strategies in your 

portfolio in the relevant strategic areas? 

To what extent do the strategic areas, sectors of intervention and 

initiatives of the portfolio relate to strategies and policies of the 

Liberian government? 

• Please provide some concrete examples if possible, deriving 

from Liberian context to project and portfolio 

  



To what extent do the strategic areas, sectors of intervention and 

initiatives of the portfolio relate to needs of the target populations 

and broader Liberian society? 

• Please provide some concrete examples if possible, deriving 

from strategic guidance to project and portfolio  

Are there any contradictions or differing interests within or between 

the Swedish strategy, Liberian government priorities and the needs 

of the broader population? If so, how have you dealt with them?  

What role does politics play in shaping the portfolio and 

implementation and how do you deal with it? 

To what extent has gender equality, as a cross-cutting issue been 

considered in the Swedish portfolio (including in interventions in 

which it was not a primary objective?) 

Results and their sustainability 

Overall, how successful have Sweden’s initiatives been in achieving 

intended objectives? 

For specific projects that you know about – which were the most 

important results achieved?  

To what extent and in what ways have Sweden's initiatives in Liberia 

contributed to peace and security, democracy and human rights, and 

inclusive economic development between 2003 and 2021? 

Can you identify main factors of success and failure across different 

projects? 

To what extent do the various aid modalities represent factors of 

success or failure for the project implementation and achievement 

of objectives in the Liberian context? To what extent did some aid 

modalities prove more adequate than others in the specific (fragile) 

context? 



a) Project based funding to INGO / Swedish NGO / Liberian 

NGO 

b) Contribution to specific-purpose funds 

c) Project based funding to UN partners  

d) Project based funding to Swedish agencies 

e) Project based funding to Liberian agencies 

How plausible are the causal mechanisms set out in the different 

strategic areas and across them? What are the mechanisms in the 

project from activities to impact? 

a) Peace and Security 1: If judicial and security institutions are 

supported, then formal legal systems and access to justice are 

improved, which contributes to strengthening (local) rule of 

law, resulting in a strengthened social contract in the 

democracy and greater respect for human rights. 

a. Rule of Law Joint Programme, ActionAid SRHR 

b) Peace and Security 2: If traditional judicial and security 

institutions are supported, then traditional (local) legal 

systems and access to justice are improved, which 

contributes to strengthening (local) rule of law, resulting in a 

strengthened social contract and greater respect for human 

rights. 

a. Carter Center Access to Justice, ActionAid SRHR 

c) Peace and Security / Inclusive Economic Development 3: 

Better opportunities and tools to enable poor people to 

improve their living conditions result in a reduction of 

violent activities and conflict, and vice versa. 

a. Cross-Cutting 

d) Democracy and Human rights 1: If support to election, 

reform and decentralisation processes in public 

administration is provided, then the capacities in public 

administration are strengthened, resulting in a contribution 

to greater respect for human rights is made. 

a. Carter Center Access to Justice, Land Commission 

& Authority 



e) Democracy and Human rights 2: If civil society, especially 

women rights‘ organisations, are supported, then the 

capacities of civil society to promote accountability and 

respect for human rights are strengthened, and as a result a 

contribution is made to greater respect for human rights. 

a. ActionAid SRHR 

f) Democracy and Human rights 3: If civil society, especially 

women rights‘ organisations, are supported, then (local) 

participation (of women) in political processes is increased, 

and as a result it contributes to gender equality. 

a. ActionAid SRHR; cross-cutting 

g) Inclusive Economic Development 1: If support to 

infrastructure and efficient transport networks is provided, 

then access to markets is improved, which improves access 

to basic services, particularly for marginalised groups. 

a. Feeder Roads, Community Recovery CST, CSC 

h) Inclusive Economic Development 2: If support to 

infrastructure and efficient transport networks is provided, 

then business opportunities are improved, giving poor 

people better opportunities and tools to improve their living 

conditions and ultimately contributing to inclusive and 

sustainable economic development and poverty reduction. 

a. Feeder Roads 

i) Inclusive Economic Development 3: If support to market 

development and integration is provided, Liberias 

integration into value chains is improved and productivity 

increases, which leads to better opportunities for people to 

improve their living standards and poverty reduction. 

a. Community Recovery CST, CSC; Markets & Value 

Chains; Prospects 

To what extent have Sweden's interventions in Liberia led to 

(positive or negative) unintended results, between 2003 and 2021?  

a) Can you name any examples from projects you are familiar 

with?  



b) Are there any examples of more long-term unintended 

trends and results? 

How have Sweden's interventions reacted to them? 

To what extent have external factors or framework conditions 

impacted Sweden's achievement of results (positively or negatively)? 

(e.g. Ebola, Covid, ... 

To what extent have Sweden's initiatives responded to changes in 

the environment over time? 

a. Can you also give a concrete example of any long-term shifts 

and how the response was? 

Which long-term Impacts do you see of Swedish development 

cooperation overall since 2003?  

a) What were the main 3 contributions of Swedish cooperation 

that you would highlight? 

b) What were main impacts in the 3 strategic areas (peace and 

security, democracy & human rights, inclusive economic 

development) 

c) In hindsight, how could Sweden have achieved more 

sustainable impacts? 

d) How is the gender dimension reflected in the long-term 

impacts? 

For specific past and present interventions that you know about - to 

what extent can achieved results be assessed as sustainable beyond 

the project duration? 

For specific past and present interventions that you know about  - 

which factors have you seen that threaten the sustainability of 

results? Which risks do you foresee? 

For specific past and present interventions that you know about – 

which measures are taken to ensure that the work continues or is 

taken up by Liberian partners after the project’s end? 



Effectiveness of Coordination 

Which are the main actors to be aware of for Swedish development 

cooperation in Liberia? 

To what extent have Sida's initiatives in Liberia, in their design and 

implementation, been coordinated with other Swedish and 

international actors' initiatives? 

a. What are the platforms and mechanisms for (donor) 

coordination? 

b. What is the role of the Liberian government in (donor) 

coordination? 

c. What is the role of the UN in (donor) coordination? 

To what extent has coordination in Liberia faced challenges and 

where do improvement potentials exist? 

To what extent have unjustified overlaps/duplications occurred 

between initiatives in Liberia, leading to a risk of low additionality or 

dead weight? 

a) Overlaps, duplications or gaps geographically 

b) Duplications or contradictions in the thematic approach 

c) Duplications or contradictions with the methodological 

approach 

To what extent have synergies been leveraged between Sida's 

initiatives and other Swedish and international actors' initiatives? 

Lessons for the future 

If you could give your successor one key learning for the future, 

which would it be? 

If you could give yourself one key learning in hindsight, which would 

it be? 

Which lesson from Liberia would you give to colleagues working in 

other contexts? 



Which recommendation would you give to the Swedish 

government? 

How do you see the prospects of Swedish bilateral cooperation with 

Liberia in the next 5 years? 

Are there any other topics you wish discussing? 

Guide 2 – Implementing organisations and partners 

Introduction 

Please remember we are not doing an evaluation of your specific project but are 

rather trying to derive lessons and pattern to get a general picture of Swedish 

engagements.  

Please introduce yourself, your position and your responsibilities 

• Since when are you in this position? 

What is your relation to the 3 strategic cooperation areas of “peace 

and security”, “democracy and human rights”, and “inclusive 

economic development”? 

Which of the case studies are you most knowledgeable about: 

I. PS1 – Access to Justice 

II. PS2 – Rule of Law Joint Programme 

III. PS3 – Kvinna till Kvinna 

IV. DHR1 – Land Commission & Land Authority 

V. DHR2 – Community Recovery (CST, CSC) 

VI. DHR3 – Action Aid SRHR 

VII. IED 1 – Markets & Value Chains 

VIII. IED 2 – Prospects 

IX. IED 3 – Feeder Roads Projects 

  



Results and their sustainability 

Can you talk us through how your project is structured, which 

activities are you undertaking to achieve which results and long-term 

impacts? 

Overall, how successful has your project(s) been in achieving 

intended objectives? 

For specific projects that you know about – which were the most 

important results achieved? 

To what extent and in what ways does your project contribute to 

peace and security, democracy and human rights, or inclusive 

economic development in Liberia? 

How have you incorporated the topic of Gender equality in your 

project(s)/programme? 

From your experience, can you identify main factors of success and 

failure within projects? What are factors that enable you to be more 

successful? Which factors are inhibiting you – internally and 

externally? 

Can you name any (positive or negative) unintended results that 

raised in the context of your project? 

• Can you name any examples from projects you are familiar 

with? 

• Are there any examples of more long-term unintended 

trends and results? 

How have you reacted to them? 

To what extent have external factors or framework conditions 

impacted the achievement of results (positively or negatively)? (e.g., 

Ebola, Covid, ...) 

To what extent have you responded to changes in the environment 

over time? 



Can you also give a concrete example of any long-term shifts and 

how the response was? 

If you look at your organisation’s work in the past 20 years – which 

are the main 3 contributions that you would highlight for Liberia? 

Which role did Sweden play in this regard? 

• What were main impacts in the 3 strategic areas (peace and 

security, democracy & human rights, inclusive economic 

development) 

• In hindsight, how could your organisation have achieved 

more sustainable impacts with Swedish support? 

• How is the gender dimension reflected in the long-term 

impacts? 

For specific past and present interventions that you know about - to 

what extent can achieved results be assessed as sustainable beyond 

the project duration? 

For specific past and present interventions that you know about  - 

which factors have you seen that threaten the sustainability of 

results? Which risks do you foresee? 

For specific past and present interventions that you know about – 

which measures are taken to ensure that the work continues or is 

taken up by Liberian partners after the project’s end? 

• Peace and Security 1: If judicial and security institutions are 

supported, then formal legal systems and access to justice are 

improved, which contributes to strengthening (local) rule of 

law, resulting in a strengthened social contract in the 

democracy and greater respect for human rights. 

o Rule of Law Joint Programme, ActionAid SRHR 

• Peace and Security 2: If traditional judicial and security 

institutions are supported, then traditional (local) legal 

systems and access to justice are improved, which 

contributes to strengthening (local) rule of law, resulting in a 



strengthened social contract and greater respect for human 

rights. 

o Carter Center Access to Justice, ActionAid SRHR 

• Peace and Security / Inclusive Economic Development 3: 

Better opportunities and tools to enable poor people to 

improve their living conditions result in a reduction of 

violent activities and conflict, and vice versa. 

o Cross-Cutting 

• Democracy and Human rights 1: If support to election, 

reform and decentralisation processes in public 

administration is provided, then the capacities in public 

administration are strengthened, resulting in a contribution 

to greater respect for human rights is made. 

o Carter Center Access to Justice, Land Commission 

& Authority 

• Democracy and Human rights 2: If civil society, especially 

women rights‘ organisations, are supported, then the 

capacities of civil society to promote accountability and 

respect for human rights are strengthened, and as a result a 

contribution is made to greater respect for human rights. 

o ActionAid SRHR 

• Democracy and Human rights 3: If civil society, especially 

women rights‘ organisations, are supported, then (local) 

participation (of women) in political processes is increased, 

and as a result it contributes to gender equality. 

o ActionAid SRHR; cross-cutting 

• Inclusive Economic Development 1: If support to 

infrastructure and efficient transport networks is provided, 

then access to markets is improved, which improves access 

to basic services, particularly for marginalised groups. 

o Feeder Roads, Community Recovery CST, CSC 

• Inclusive Economic Development 2: If support to 

infrastructure and efficient transport networks is provided, 

then business opportunities are improved, giving poor 

people better opportunities and tools to improve their living 



conditions and ultimately contributing to inclusive and 

sustainable economic development and poverty reduction.  

o Feeder Roads 

• Inclusive Economic Development 3: If support to market 

development and integration is provided, Liberias 

integration into value chains is improved and productivity 

increases, which leads to better opportunities for people to 

improve their living standards and poverty reduction. 

o Community Recovery CST, CSC; Markets & Value 

Chains; Prospects 

Fostering Ownership 

To what extent was the appraisal and project development process 

conducted in a way fostering ownership of Liberian counterparts / 

your organisation?  

Appropriateness of Strategies 

As far as you can say, how would you describe the overall Swedish 

approach to development cooperation with Liberia? 

a) Does Sweden set the correct strategic focus in terms of 

development needs? 

b) Does Sweden have realistic assumptions about what works 

and doesn’t work in DevCo in Liberia? 

c) How does the Swedish approach fit to development 

constraints and opportunities in the country? 

As far as you can say, how has Swedish support changed and evolved 

since 2003? 

Relevance & Coherence of Portfolio and Activities  

What was your impression of the Swedish DevCo/portfolio when 

you began working in Liberia?  

How does the Swedish side ensure your intervention fits to their 

overall portfolio in the country? 



How does your project relate to the strategies and policies of the 

Liberian government? 

• Please provide some concrete examples if possible, deriving 

from Liberian context to project  

How does your project relate to the needs of the target populations 

and broader Liberian society? 

• Please provide some concrete examples if possible 

Are there any contradictions or differing interests within or between 

the Swedish strategy, Liberian government priorities and the needs 

of the broader population? If so, how have you dealt with them? 

What role does politics play in shaping your project’s 

implementation and how do you deal with it? 

Effectiveness of Coordination 

Which are the main actors to be aware of for Swedish development 

cooperation in Liberia? 

To what extent is there coordination between your project and other 

projects and donors? 

a) What are the platforms and mechanisms for (donor/project) 

coordination? 

b) What is the role of the Liberian government in 

(donor/project) coordination? 

c) What is the role of the UN in (donor/project) coordination? 

To what extent has coordination in Liberia faced challenges and 

where do improvement potentials exist? 

To what extent have unjustified overlaps/duplications occurred, 

leading to a risk of low additionality or dead weight? 

a) Overlaps, duplications or gaps geographically 

b) Duplications or contradictions in the thematic approach 



c) Duplications or contradictions with the methodological 

approach 

To what extent have you been able to leverage synergies between 

your project and other initiatives? Which role does SIDA play in this 

regard? 

Lessons for the future 

If you could give your successor one key learning for the future, 

which would it be? 

If you could give yourself one key learning in hindsight, which would 

it be? 

Which lesson from Liberia would you give to colleagues working in 

other contexts? 

Which key recommendation would you give to the Swedish 

development cooperation? 

How do you see the prospects of Swedish bilateral cooperation with 

Liberia in the next 5 years? 

Are there any other topics you wish discussing? 

Guide 3 – Political partners  

Introduction 

Please introduce yourself, your position and your responsibilities 

• Since when are you in this position? 

What is your relation to Swedish-Liberian cooperation? 

Appropriateness of Strategies 

What are the priorities of the Liberian government?  



How did Liberian-Swedish relations in development cooperation 

evolve in the past 20 years? 

As far as you can say, how would you describe the overall Swedish 

approach to development cooperation with Liberia? 

Does Sweden set the correct strategic focus in terms of development 

needs? 

Does Sweden have realistic assumptions about what works and 

doesn’t work in DevCo in Liberia? 

How does the Swedish approach fit to development constraints and 

opportunities in the country? 

Which “niche” does Sweden occupy in among the different partners 

of the Liberian government? 

Relevance & Coherence of Portfolio and Activities  

What is your impression of the Swedish DevCo/portfolio over the 

past years?  

Fostering Ownership: To what extent are you able to bring in your 

perspective and priorities into the Swedish portfolio and initiatives?  

• How is the consultation process for Swedish strategies? 

Swedish portfolio? Swedish projects? 

Are there any contradictions or differing interests within or between 

Sweden, other donors, the Liberian government and other 

stakeholders, e.g., in civil society? Could you provide some 

examples? 

Results and their sustainability 

Select according to topic/partner: 

How do you assess the role of Sweden in working on Gender 

Equality and SGBV in Liberia? 



How do you assess the role of Sweden in working on formal and 

traditional Security and Justice institutions? 

How do you assess the role of Sweden in supporting Democratic 

processes and institutions (Election, Decentralisation, Land rights)? 

How do you assess the role of Sweden in supporting Civil Society in 

Liberia? 

How do you assess the role of Sweden in infrastructure development 

(roads)? 

How do you assess the role of Sweden in market and trade 

development? 

Overall, did Sweden contribute to an alleviation of poverty and 

reduction of conflict potentials in Liberia? If so, how? 

From your knowledge, have there been any unintended 

consequences and results coming from Swedish projects? Positive 

and negative?  

To what extent have external factors or framework conditions 

impacted the goals of Swedish-Liberian cooperation (positively or 

negatively)? (e.g. Ebola, Covid, ...) 

If you look at Sweden’s work in the past 20 years – which are the 

main 3 contributions that you would highlight for Liberia?  

a) What were main impacts in the 3 strategic areas (peace and 

security, democracy & human rights, inclusive economic 

development) 

b) In hindsight, how could your organisation have achieved 

more sustainable impacts with Swedish support? 

c) How is the gender dimension reflected in the long-term 

impacts? 

 



For specific past and present interventions that you know about  - 

which factors have you seen that threaten the sustainability of 

results? Which risks do you foresee? 

To what extent does Sweden ensure Liberian partners can continue 

their work after project’s ending? 

Effectiveness of coordination 

Which are the main actors to be aware of for Swedish development 

cooperation in Liberia? 

To what extent is there coordination Sweden, the donors and the 

government / government authorities?  

a) What are the platforms and mechanisms for (donor/project) 

coordination? 

b) What is the role of the Liberian government in 

(donor/project) coordination? 

c) What is the role of the UN in (donor/project) coordination? 

To what extent has coordination in Liberia faced challenges and 

where do improvement potentials exist? 

To what extent have unjustified overlaps/duplications occurred, 

leading to a risk of low additionality or dead weight?  

a) Overlaps, duplications or gaps geographically  

b) Duplications or contradictions in the thematic approach 

c) Duplications or contradictions with the methodological 

approach 

Lessons for the future 

If you could give Sweden one key learning in hindsight, which would 

it be? 

Which recommendations would you give to the Swedish 

development cooperation going forward? 



How do you see the prospects of Swedish bilateral cooperation with 

Liberia in the next 5 years? 

Are there any other topics you wish discussing?  

Guide 4 – Other actors and donors  

Introduction 

Please introduce yourself, your position and your responsibilities 

• Since when are you in this position? 

What is your relation to Swedish-Liberian cooperation? 

Appropriateness of Strategies 

What are the priorities of your country/organisation in Liberia?  

From your perspective, how did Liberian-Swedish development 

cooperation evolve in the past 20 years? 

As far as you can say, how would you describe the overall Swedish 

approach to development cooperation with Liberia? 

Does Sweden set the correct strategic focus in terms of development 

needs? 

Does Sweden have realistic assumptions about what works and 

doesn’t work in DevCo in Liberia? 

How does the Swedish approach fit to development constraints and 

opportunities in the country? 

Which “niche” does Sweden occupy in among the different donors? 

Relevance & Coherence of Portfolio and Activities  

What is your impression of the Swedish DevCo/portfolio over the 

past years in relation to its coherence and relevance?  



Fostering Ownership: To what extent are Liberian actors able to 

bring in your perspective and priorities into the Swedish portfolio 

and initiatives? 

• How is the consultation process for Swedish strategies? 

Swedish portfolio? Swedish projects? 

Are there any contradictions or differing interests within or between 

the Swedish strategy, Liberian government priorities and the needs 

of the broader population? How would you describe them? 

What role does politics play in shaping the portfolio and 

implementation and how do you deal with it? 

Results and their sustainability 

Select according to topic/partner: 

o How do you assess the role of Sweden in working on Gender 

Equality and SGBV in Liberia? 

o How do you assess the role of Sweden in working on formal and 

traditional Security and Justice institutions? 

o How do you assess the role of Sweden in supporting Democratic 

processes and institutions (Election, Decentralisation, Land 

rights)? 

o How do you assess the role of Sweden in supporting Civil Society 

in Liberia? 

o How do you assess the role of Sweden in infrastructure 

development (roads)? 

o How do you assess the role of Sweden in market and trade 

development? 

o Overall, did Sweden contribute to an alleviation of poverty and 

reduction of conflict potentials in Liberia? If so, how? 

o From your knowledge, have there been any unintended 

consequences and results coming from Swedish projects? 

Positive and negative?  



o To what extent have external factors or framework conditions 

impacted the goals of Swedish-Liberian cooperation (positively 

or negatively)? (e.g. Ebola, Covid, ...) 

If you look at Sweden’s work in the past 20 years – which are the 

main 3 contributions that you would highlight for Liberia?  

a. What were main impacts in the 3 strategic areas (peace and 

security, democracy & human rights, inclsive economic 

development) 

b. In hindsight, how could your organisation have achieved more 

sustainable impacts with Swedish support? 

c. How is the gender dimension reflected in the long-term impacts? 

For specific past and present interventions that you know about - 

which factors have you seen that threaten the sustainability of 

results? Which risks do you foresee? 

To what extent does Sweden ensure Liberian partners can continue 

their work after project’s ending? 

Effectiveness of Coordination 

Which are the main actors to be aware of for Swedish development 

cooperation in Liberia? 

To what extent is there coordination between Sweden, the donors 

and the government / government authorities??  

a) What are the platforms and mechanisms for (donor/project) 

coordination? 

b) What is the role of the Liberian government in 

(donor/project) coordination? 

c) What is the role of the UN in (donor/project) coordination? 

To what extent has coordination in Liberia faced challenges and 

where do improvement potentials exist? 

To what extent have unjustified overlaps/duplications occurred, 

leading to a risk of low additionality or dead weight? 



a) Overlaps, duplications or gaps geographically 

b) Duplications or contradictions in the thematic approach 

c) Duplications or contradictions with the methodological 

approach 

Lessons for the future 

If you could give Sweden one key learning in hindsight, which would 

it be? 

Which recommendations would you give to the Swedish 

development cooperation going forward? 

How do you see the prospects of Swedish bilateral cooperation with 

Liberia in the next 5 years? 

Are there any other topics you wish discussing? 

Guide 5 – Beneficiaries 

Introduction 

Please introduce yourself 

What were the main challenges for you / your household / your 

community in the last 20 years? 

How did the living standard and general well-being of your 

community develop over the last 20 years 

What is your relation to project we are discussing today? 

Questions about the project 

Can you tell us what the project is about? 

How did you first hear about the project? Were you involved in 

deciding what it should do? 

What has the project achieved for you and your community / 

household? 



Does the project address key needs of you / your household / your 

community or would you say more support is needed elsewhere? 

Does the project address the topic of gender? If yes, how? 

Before it started, what were your expectations and were they met? 

If you could change 2 things about the project, which changes would 

you make? 

Do you think you/your community/household will benefit from the 

project in the long term? If yes, how? 

Are there any contradictions between your needs, the government 

priorities and the project’s priorities or are they well-aligned? 

Are there other projects in the area? How do they fit to the one we 

are discussing? Do they contradict or support each other?  

Have you participated in any other projects in the past that were 

related to Sweden? How have they affected your life? 

Are there any other topics you wish discussing? 

  



Survey questionnaire 

1. Which organization are you currently working for, or have 

you worked for on a Swedish-funded project in Liberia? 

❑ 3E SA/N.V. 

❑ Accountability Lab Liberia-Peace 

❑ ACF/Action Contre la Faim, France 

❑ Act Svenska Kyrkan 

❑ ActionAid International 

❑ Adam Smith International Ltd 

❑ AIFO/Associazione Italiana Amici di Raoul Follereau 

❑ Caritas 

❑ CENTAL/Center for Transparency and Accountability in 

Liberia 

 ❑ CI/Conservation International 

❑ DKT International 

❑ Doctors Without Borders 

❑ ECOWAS/Economic Community of West African States 

❑ FAO/Food and Agriculture Organization 

❑ FCG Swedish Development AB 

❑ ForumCiv (f d Forum Syd) 

❑ Hifab International AB 

❑ ICRC/International Committee of the Red Cross/Röda Korset 

❑ IDLO/International Development Law Organization 

❑ IFC/International Finance Corporation 

❑ IFRC/International Federation of Red Cross and Red Crescent 

Societies 

❑ IMF/International Monetary Fund 

❑ Internationella Insamlingsstiftelsen för Mark och 

Skogsrättigheter 

❑ KIT Health & Education 

❑ Kommerskollegium 

❑ Kvinna till Kvinna 

❑ Lantmäteriet 



❑ Liberia Dujar Association 

❑ LO-TCO 

❑ Mercy Corps Europe 

❑ MSB/Myndigheten för samhällsskydd och beredskap 

❑ NEFCO/Nordic Environment Finance Corporation 

❑ NIRAS Sweden AB 

❑ NRC 

❑ ODI 

❑ OHCHR/Office of the High Commissioner for Human Rights 

❑ OXFAM 

❑ PMU 

❑ Polismyndigheten 

❑ RFSU/Riksförbundet för sexuell upplysning 

❑ Rights and Resources Institute Inc 

❑ Search for Common Ground 

❑ SGU/Sveriges geologiska undersökning 

❑ Skatteverket 

❑ SMR 

❑ Svenska Röda Korset 

❑ The AECF/Africa Enterprise Challenge Fund 

❑ The Carter Center Inc 

❑ The World Bank 

❑ UNDP/United Nations Development Programme 

❑ UNFPA/United Nations Population Fund 

❑ UN-Habitat/United Nations Human Settlements Programme 

❑ UNICEF/United Nations Children's Fund 

❑ UNIDO/United Nations Industrial Development Organization 

❑ United Nations Office of Co-ordination of Humanitarian 

Affairs 

❑ UN-MPTFO/Un-Multi Partner Trust Fund Office 

❑ UNWOMEN/United Nations Entity for Gender Equality and 

the Empowerment of Women 

❑ World Food Programme 

❑ World Wide Web Foundation 



❑ WTO/World Trade Organization 

❑ ZOA 

❑ Other 

 

2. In Liberia, in which area(s) are/have you been active? 

❑ Democracy, human rights and freedom of expression 

❑ Education 

❑ Employment 

❑ Environment and climate 

❑ Gender equality 

❑ Health 

❑ Migration and development 

❑ Peaceful and inclusive societies 

❑ Private sector 

❑ Research and innovation 

❑ Sexual and reproductive health and rights 

❑ Sustainable energy 

❑ Sustainable sea and water resources 

❑ Trade 

❑ Water and sanitation 

❑ Other _____ 

❑ No answer 

 

3. During which timeframe(s) have you been working on (a) 

Swedish-funded project(s) in Liberia? 

❑ 2004-2006 

❑ 2008-2015 

❑ 2016-2020 

❑ 2021 and later 

  



Swedish Development Cooperation in Liberia 

In the following, we would like to learn more about your overall 

assessment of Swedish Development Cooperation’s approach and 

priorities in Liberia and the ways you have interacted with Swedish 

strategies, priorities, and framework conditions. 

Please indicate your agreement with the following statements for the 

indicated timeframe(s). 

4a. From 2004 to 2006, Swedish Development Cooperation’s 

approach and priorities in Liberia have… 

 1 - Do 
not 
agree at 
all 

2 - Do 
not 
agree 

3 - 
Agree 

4 - Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

…been aligned 
with the Liberian 
government’s 
goals, strategies, 
and approaches. 

 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…been geared 
towards the final 
beneficiaries’ 
needs and goals. 

 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…included 
appropriate 
goals and 
approaches for 
supporting 
gender equality. 

 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…included the 
right priorities 
for achieving its 
goals. 

 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…supported 
appropriate 
project 
approaches for 
achieving its 
goals. 

 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…filled gaps in 
other donors’ 
engagement. 

 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…duplicated 
other donors’ 
engagement. 

 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

4b. From 2008 to 2015, Swedish Development Cooperation’s 

approach and priorities in Liberia have… 

 1 - Do 
not 
agree at 
all 

2 - Do 
not 
agree 

3 - 
Agree 

4 - Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 



…been aligned 
with the Liberian 
government’s 
goals, strategies 
and approaches. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…been geared 
towards the final 
beneficiaries’ 
needs and goals. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…included 
appropriate 
goals and 
approaches for 
supporting 
gender equality. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…included the 
right priorities 
for achieving its 
goals. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…supported 
appropriate 
project 
approaches for 
achieving its 
goals. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…filled gaps in 
other donors’ 
engagement. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…duplicated 
other donors’ 
engagement. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

4c. From 2016 to 2020, Swedish Development Cooperation’s 

approach and priorities in Liberia have… 

 1 - Do 
not 
agree 
at all 

2 - Do 
not 
agree 

3 - 
Agree 

4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

…been 
aligned with 
the Liberian 
government’s 
goals, 
strategies and 
approaches. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…been 
geared 
towards the 
final 
beneficiaries’ 
needs and 
goals. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…included 
appropriate 
goals and 
approaches 
for 
supporting 
gender 
equality. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…included 
the right 
priorities for 
achieving its 
goals. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…supported 
appropriate 
project 
approaches 
for achieving 
its goals. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…filled gaps 
in other 
donors’ 
engagement. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…duplicated 
other donors’ 
engagement. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 



5a. From 2004 to 2006, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation’s approach and priorities have been better aligned 

with the Liberian government’s goals, strategies, and 

approaches? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

5b. From 2008 to 2015, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation’s approach and priorities have been better aligned 

with the Liberian government’s goals, strategies and 

approaches? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

5c. From 2016 to 2020, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation’s approach and priorities have been better aligned 

with the Liberian government’s goals, strategies and 

approaches? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 



6a. From 2004 to 2006, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation’s approach and priorities have been better geared 

towards the final beneficiaries’ needs and goals? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

6b. From 2008 to 2015, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation’s approach and priorities have been better geared 

towards the final beneficiaries’ needs and goals? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

6c. From 2016 to 2020, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation’s approach and priorities have been better geared 

towards the final beneficiaries’ needs and goals? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

  



7a. From 2004 to 2006, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation's goals and approaches have been more 

appropriate to support gender equality? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

7b. From 2008 to 2015, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation's goals and approaches have been more 

appropriate to support gender equality? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

7c. From 2016 to 2020, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation's goals and approaches have been more 

appropriate to support gender equality? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 



8a. From 2004 to 2006, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation's approach and priorities have been better geared 

towards achieving its goals? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

8b. From 2008 to 2015, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation's approach and priorities have been better geared 

towards achieving its goals? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

8c. From 2016 to 2020, how could Swedish Development 

Cooperation's approach and priorities have been better geared 

towards achieving its goals? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

  



9a. From 2004 to 2006, which gaps could Swedish Development 

Cooperation’s approach and priorities have filled in other 

donors’ engagement? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

9b. From 2008 to 2015, which gaps could Swedish Development 

Cooperation’s approach and priorities have filled in other 

donors’ engagement? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

9c. From 2016 to 2020, which gaps could Swedish Development 

Cooperation’s approach and priorities have filled in other 

donors’ engagement? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

  



10a. From 2004 to 2006, which duplications of other donors' 

engagement could Swedish Development Cooperation have 

avoided? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

10b. From 2008 to 2015, which duplications of other donors' 

engagement could Swedish Development Cooperation have 

avoided? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

10c. From 2016 to 2020, which duplications of other donors' 

engagement could Swedish Development Cooperation have 

avoided? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

  



11a. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding the role and importance of Swedish 

government’s engagement in your organization for the period 

2004 - 2006. 

 1 - 
Do 
not 
agree 
at all 

2 - 
Do 
not 
agree 

3 - 
Agree 

4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

The Swedish government 
(incl. embassy & SIDA) has 
provided clear guidance that 
has been used in <strong> 
our organization’s 
programming</strong>. 
 

(1)    

 
(2)    

 
(3)  

    
(4)    

 
(-7)    

  

The Swedish government 
(incl. embassy & SIDA) has 
provided clear guidance that 
has been used during 
<strong>project 
development and proposal 
writing </strong>. 
 

(1)    

 
(2)    

 
(3)     

 
(4)    

 
(-7)     

 

The Swedish government 
(incl. embassy & SIDA) has 
supported 
<strong>coordination and 
cooperation 
</strong>among Swedish-
funded projects 
during<strong> project 
development and proposal 
writing</strong>. 
 

(1)    

 
(2)    

 
(3)    

  
(4)    

 
(-7)     

 



The Swedish government 
(incl. embassy & SIDA) has 
<strong>prevented 
duplications</strong> 
among Swedish-funded 
projects during 
<strong>project 
development and proposal 
writing</strong>. 
 

(1)    

 
(2)    

 
(3)     

 
(4)    

 
(-7)     

 

The Swedish government 
(incl. embassy & SIDA) has 
shaped <strong>project 
monitoring</strong> for 
my Swedish-funded 
projects. 
 

(1)    

 
(2)    

 
(3)     

 
(4)    

 
(-7)     

 

The Swedish government 
(incl. embassy & SIDA) has 
supported <strong>project 
implementation towards 
higher impact</strong>. 

(1)    

 
(2)    

 
(3)  

    
(4)    

 
(-7)     

 

The Swedish government 
(incl. embassy & SIDA) has 
supported 
<strong>coordination and 
cooperation</strong> 
among Swedish-funded 
projects during 
<strong>project 
implementation</strong>. 
 

(1)    

 
(2)    

 
(3)    

  
(4)    

 
(-7)     

 

The Swedish government 
(incl. embassy & SIDA) has 
<strong>prevented 
duplications</strong> 
among Swedish-funded 
projects during 
<strong>project 
implementation</strong>. 
 

(1)    

 
(2)    

 

(3)    

  
(4)    

 
(-7)     

 



The Swedish government 
(incl. embassy & SIDA) has 
supported me to make 
<strong>necessary 
adjustments 
</strong>during project 
implementation to respond 
to changing circumstances. 
 

(1)    

 
(2)    

 

(3)    

  
(4)    

 
(-7)     

 

 

11b. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding the role and importance of Swedish 

government’s engagement in your organization for the period 

2008 - 2015. 

 1 - Do 
not 
agree at 
all 

2 - Do 
not 
agree 

3 - 
Agree 

4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
provided clear 
guidance that has been 
used in <strong> our 
organization’s 
programming</stron
g>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
provided clear 
guidance that has been 
used during 
<strong>project 
development and 
proposal writing 
</strong>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
supported 
<strong>coordination 
and cooperation 
</strong>among 
Swedish-funded 
projects 
during<strong> 
project development 
and proposal 
writing</strong>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
<strong>prevented 
duplications</strong
> among Swedish-
funded projects during 
<strong>project 
development and 
proposal 
writing</strong>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
shaped 
<strong>project 
monitoring</strong> 
for my Swedish-
funded projects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
supported 
<strong>project 
implementation 
towards higher 
impact</strong>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
supported 
<strong>coordination 
and 
cooperation</strong
> among Swedish-
funded projects during 
<strong>project 
implementation</stro
ng>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
<strong>prevented 
duplications</strong
> among Swedish-
funded projects during 
<strong>project 
implementation</stro
ng>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
supported me to make 
<strong>necessary 
adjustments 
</strong>during 
project 
implementation to 
respond to changing 
circumstances. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 



11c. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding the role and importance of Swedish 

government’s engagement in your organization for the period 

2016 - 2020. 

 1 - Do 
not 
agree at 
all 

2 - Do 
not 
agree 

3 - 
Agree 

4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
provided clear 
guidance that has been 
used in <strong> our 
organization’s 
programming</stron
g>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
provided clear 
guidance that has been 
used during 
<strong>project 
development and 
proposal writing 
</strong>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
supported 
<strong>coordination 
and cooperation 
</strong>among 
Swedish-funded 
projects 
during<strong> 
project development 
and proposal 
writing</strong>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
<strong>prevented 
duplications</strong
> among Swedish-
funded projects during 
<strong>project 
development and 
proposal 
writing</strong>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
shaped 
<strong>project 
monitoring</strong> 
for my Swedish-
funded projects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
supported 
<strong>project 
implementation 
towards higher 
impact</strong>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
supported 
<strong>coordination 
and 
cooperation</strong
> among Swedish-
funded projects during 
<strong>project 
implementation</stro
ng>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
<strong>prevented 
duplications</strong
> among Swedish-
funded projects during 
<strong>project 
implementation</stro
ng>. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The Swedish 
government (incl. 
embassy & SIDA) has 
supported me to make 
<strong>necessary 
adjustments 
</strong>during 
project 
implementation to 
respond to changing 
circumstances. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

Development in key sectors in Liberia 

The following questions focus on the development in key sectors in 

Liberia and the Swedish contribution to positive and/or negative 

development. 

12a. Please indicate your assessment of the importance and 

relevance of the following areas for supporting sustainable 

development in Liberia for the period 2004 - 2006. 

 1 - Not 
important 
at all 

2 - Not 
important 

3 - 
Important 

4 - Very 
importan
t 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 



Agriculture 
and food 
security 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Democracy, 
human rights 
and freedom 
of expression 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Education 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Employment 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Environment 
and climate 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Gender 
equality 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Health 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Migration 
and 
development 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Peaceful and 
inclusive 
societies 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Private sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Research and 
innovation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sexual and 
reproductive 
health and 
rights 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sustainable 
energy 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sustainable 
sea and water 
resources 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Trade 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Water and 
sanitation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

12b. Please indicate your assessment of the importance and 

relevance of the following areas for supporting sustainable 

development in Liberia for the period 2008 - 2015. 

 1 - Not 
important 
at all 

2 - Not 
important 

3 - 
Important 

4 - Very 
importan
t 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

Agriculture 
and food 
security 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Democracy, 
human rights 
and freedom 
of expression 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Education 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Employment 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Environment 
and climate 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Gender 
equality 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Health 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Migration 
and 
development 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Peaceful and 
inclusive 
societies 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Private sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Research and 
innovation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sexual and 
reproductive 
health and 
rights 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sustainable 
energy 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Sustainable 
sea and water 
resources 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Trade 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Water and 
sanitation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

12c. Please indicate your assessment of the importance and 

relevance of the following areas for supporting sustainable 

development in Liberia for the period 2016 - 2020.  

 1 - Not 
important 
at all 

2 - Not 
important 

3 - 
Important 

4 - Very 
importan
t 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

Agriculture 
and food 
security 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Democracy, 
human rights 
and freedom 
of expression 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Education 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Employment 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Environment 
and climate 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Gender 
equality 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Health 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Migration 
and 
development 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Peaceful and 
inclusive 
societies 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Private sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Research and 
innovation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Sexual and 
reproductive 
health and 
rights 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sustainable 
energy 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sustainable 
sea and water 
resources 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Trade 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Water and 
sanitation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

  



13a. Please indicate your assessment of the actual development 

in the following areas in Liberia during the period 2004 - 2006. 

 1 - The 
situation 
has 
worsened 
a lot. 

2 - The 
situation 
has 
worsened. 

3 - The 
situation 
has 
improved. 

4 - The 
situation 
has 
improve
d a lot. 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

Agriculture 
and food 
security 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Democracy, 
human rights, 
and freedom 
of expression 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Education 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Employment 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Environment 
and climate 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Gender 
equality 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Health 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Migration 
and 
development 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Peaceful and 
inclusive 
societies 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Private sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Research and 
innovation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sexual and 
reproductive 
health and 
rights 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sustainable 
energy 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sustainable 
sea and water 
resources 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Trade 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Water and 
sanitation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

13b. Please indicate your assessment of the actual development 

in the following areas in Liberia during the period 2008 - 2015. 

 1 - The 
situation 
has 
worsened 
a lot. 

2 - The 
situation 
has 
worsened. 

3 - The 
situation 
has 
improved. 

4 - The 
situation 
has 
improve
d a lot. 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

Agriculture 
and food 
security 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Democracy, 
human rights 
and freedom 
of expression 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Education 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Employment 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Environment 
and climate 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Gender 
equality 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Health 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Migration 
and 
development 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Peaceful and 
inclusive 
societies 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Private sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Research and 
innovation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sexual and 
reproductive 
health and 
rights 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Sustainable 
energy 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sustainable 
sea and water 
resources 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Trade 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Water and 
sanitation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 



13c. Please indicate your assessment of the actual development 

in the following areas in Liberia during the period 2016 - 2020. 

 1 - The 
situation 
has 
worsened a 
lot. 

2 - The 
situation 
has 
worsened
. 

3 - The 
situation 
has 
improved
. 

4 - The 
situation 
has 
improved 
a lot. 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

Agriculture 
and food 
security 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Democracy
, human 
rights and 
freedom of 
expression 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Education 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Employme
nt 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Environme
nt and 
climate 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Gender 
equality 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Health 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Migration 
and 
developme
nt 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Peaceful 
and 
inclusive 
societies 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Private 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Research 
and 
innovation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sexual and 
reproductiv
e health 
and rights 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sustainable 
energy 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Sustainable 
sea and 
water 
resources 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Trade 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Water and 
sanitation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

14a. You have indicated an improving situation in the below 

sector(s). Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statement(s): Because of Swedish Development Cooperation, 

during 2008 - 2015, I was able to contribute significantly to the 

positive development in…  

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do 
not agree 

3 - 
Agree 

4 - Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

…Agriculture 
and food 
security 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Democracy, 
human rights 
and freedom of 
expression 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Education 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Employment 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Environment 
and climate 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Gender 
equality 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Health 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Migration 
and 
development 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Peaceful and 
inclusive 
societies 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Private 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Research and 
innovation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Sexual and 
reproductive 
health and 
rights 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Sustainable 
energy 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Sustainable 
sea and water 
resources 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Trade 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Water and 
sanitation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 



14b. You have indicated an improving situation in the below 

sector(s). Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statement(s): Because of Swedish Development Cooperation, 

during 2016 - 2020, I was able to contribute significantly to the 

positive development in… 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do 
not agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

…Agriculture 
and food 
security 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Democracy, 
human rights 
and freedom of 
expression 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Education 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Employment 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Environment 
and climate 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Gender 
equality 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Health 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Migration 
and 
development 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Peaceful and 
inclusive 
societies 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Private 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Research and 
innovation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Sexual and 
reproductive 
health and 
rights 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Sustainable 
energy 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Sustainable 
sea and water 
resources 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Trade 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Water and 
sanitation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

15a. You have indicated a worsening situation in the below 

sector(s). Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statement(s): Because of Swedish Development Cooperation, 

during 2008 - 2015, I was able to contribute significantly to 

preventing a further worsening of the situation in… 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do 
not agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

…Agriculture 
and food 
security 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Democracy, 
human rights 
and freedom of 
expression 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Education 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Employment 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Environment 
and climate 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Gender 
equality 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Health 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Migration 
and 
development 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Peaceful and 
inclusive 
societies 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Private 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Research and 
innovation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Sexual and 
reproductive 
health and 
rights 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Sustainable 
energy 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Sustainable 
sea and water 
resources 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Trade 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Water and 
sanitation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 



15b. You have indicated a worsening situation in the below 

sector(s). Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statement(s): Because of Swedish Development Cooperation, 

during 2016 - 2020, I was able to contribute significantly to 

preventing a further worsening of the situation in… 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do 
not agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

…Agriculture 
and food 
security 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Democracy, 
human rights 
and freedom of 
expression 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Education 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Employment 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Environment 
and climate 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Gender 
equality 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Health 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Migration 
and 
development 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Peaceful and 
inclusive 
societies 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Private 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Research and 
innovation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Sexual and 
reproductive 
health and 
rights 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Sustainable 
energy 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Sustainable 
sea and water 
resources 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



…Trade 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

…Water and 
sanitation 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

16. From your perspective, which have been key supporting 

factors for the impact of your project(s) in Liberia that stem 

from Swedish DC approach and priorities? Please name and 

explain no more than three. 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

17. From your perspective, which have been key hindering 

factors for the impact of your project(s) in Liberia that stem 

from Swedish DC approach and priorities? Please name and 

explain no more than three. 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 



________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

18. From your perspective, which have been key supporting 

factors for the impact of your project(s) in Liberia that are 

external to your project(s) and Swedish DC? Please name and 

explain no more than three. 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

19. From your perspective, which have been key hindering 

factors for the impact of your project(s) in Liberia that are 

external to your project(s) and Swedish DC? Please name and 

explain no more than three. 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

20. Have you noticed any unintended (positive or negative) 

consequences of your Swedish-funded project(s) in Liberia? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 



________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

 

21a. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding the sustainability of the effects you 

achieved in Liberia during the period 2004 - 2006. Please 

choose “no answer” if the statement does not apply to your 

project(s). 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do not 
agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

I am optimistic 
that the effects 
we achieved 
will have long-
lasting effects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I am optimistic 
that activities 
we started will 
be continued 
by relevant 
Liberian 
stakeholders. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I am optimistic 
that capacity 
we built will 
have long-
lasting positive 
effects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



I am optimistic 
that the 
infrastructure 
we built will be 
maintained by 
the relevant 
Liberian 
authorities. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The 
sustainability 
of the effects 
of my 
project(s) will 
depend largely 
on continued 
donor funding. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Liberian 
authorities and 
stakeholders 
are able to 
continue and 
build upon the 
effects of my 
project(s) 
without 
continued 
donor funding. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I do not think 
that my 
project(s) will 
have long-
lasting effects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

21b. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding the sustainability of the effects you 

achieved in Liberia during the period 2008 - 2015. Please 



choose “no answer” if the statement does not apply to your 

project(s). 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do not 
agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

I am optimistic 
that the effects 
we achieved 
will have long-
lasting effects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I am optimistic 
that activities 
we started will 
be continued 
by relevant 
Liberian 
stakeholders. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I am optimistic 
that capacity 
we built will 
have long-
lasting positive 
effects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I am optimistic 
that the 
infrastructure 
we built will be 
maintained by 
the relevant 
Liberian 
authorities. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



The 
sustainability 
of the effects 
of my 
project(s) will 
depend largely 
on continued 
donor funding. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Liberian 
authorities and 
stakeholders 
are able to 
continue and 
build upon the 
effects of my 
project(s) 
without 
continued 
donor funding. 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I do not think 
that my 
project(s) will 
have long-
lasting effects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

21c. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding the sustainability of the effects you 

achieved in Liberia during the period 2016 - 2020. Please 

choose “no answer” if the statement does not apply to your 

project(s). 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do not 
agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 



I am optimistic 
that the effects 
we achieved 
will have long-
lasting effects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I am optimistic 
that activities 
we started will 
be continued 
by relevant 
Liberian 
stakeholders. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I am optimistic 
that capacity 
we built will 
have long-
lasting positive 
effects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I am optimistic 
that the 
infrastructure 
we built will be 
maintained by 
the relevant 
Liberian 
authorities. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

The 
sustainability 
of the effects 
of my 
project(s) will 
depend largely 
on continued 
donor funding. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Liberian 
authorities and 
stakeholders 
are able to 
continue and 
build upon the 
effects of my 
project(s) 
without 
continued 
donor funding. 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I do not think 
that my 
project(s) will 
have long-
lasting effects. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

21d. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding the sustainability of effects of Swedish 

development cooperation in Liberia. Please choose "no 

answer" if the statement does not apply to you. 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do not 
agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

Within my 
project, I have 
been able to 
build on 
previous 
achievements 
of Swedish 
development 
cooperation in 
Liberia. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Within my 
project, I have 
been able to 
make use of 
infrastructure 
that was 
supported by 
Swedish 
development 
cooperation in 
Liberia. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Within my 
project, I have 
been able to 
build on 
activities that 
have been 
introduced 
through 
Swedish 
development 
cooperation in 
Liberia. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Within my 
project, I have 
been able to 
build on 
overarching 
effects 
resulting from 
Swedish 
development 
cooperation in 
Liberia. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

Coordination and Cooperation 

Lastly, we would like to gather your perspective on the coordination 

and cooperation within Swedish development cooperation and with 

other actors in Liberia. Please make sure to answer for all relevant 

timeframes. 



22a. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding coordination within Swedish 

development cooperation in Liberia during the period 2004 - 

2006. 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do not 
agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

I am aware of 
other relevant 
Swedish-
funded 
projects in my 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I have 
coordinated 
and/or 
cooperated 
with other 
relevant 
Swedish-
funded 
projects in my 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I have 
achieved 
synergies with 
other relevant 
Swedish-
funded 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



There are a lot 
of duplications 
between my 
project(s) and 
other Swedish-
funded 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

22b. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding coordination within Swedish 

development cooperation in Liberia during the period 2008 - 

2015. 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do not 
agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

I am aware of 
other relevant 
Swedish-
funded 
projects in my 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I have 
coordinated 
and/or 
cooperated 
with other 
relevant 
Swedish-
funded 
projects in my 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



I have 
achieved 
synergies with 
other relevant 
Swedish-
funded 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

There are a lot 
of duplications 
between my 
project(s) and 
other Swedish-
funded 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

22c. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding coordination within Swedish 

development cooperation in Liberia during the period 2016 - 

2020. 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do not 
agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

I am aware of 
other relevant 
Swedish-
funded 
projects in my 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I have 
coordinated 
and/or 
cooperated 
with other 
relevant 
Swedish-
funded 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



projects in my 
sector 
 

I have 
achieved 
synergies with 
other relevant 
Swedish-
funded 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

There are a lot 
of duplications 
between my 
project(s) and 
other Swedish-
funded 
projects 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

23a. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding coordination within other donors' 

engagement in Liberia during the period 2004 - 2006. 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do not 
agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

I am aware of 
other donors’ 
relevant 
projects in my 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



I have 
coordinated 
and/or 
cooperated 
with other 
donors’ 
relevant 
projects in my 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I have 
achieved 
synergies with 
other donors’ 
relevant 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

There are a lot 
of duplications 
between my 
project(s) and 
other donors’ 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Overall, donor 
engagement is 
well 
coordinated in 
Liberia and 
complements 
each other. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Overall, donor 
engagement is 
poorly 
coordinated in 
Liberia and 
duplications 
and gaps are 
prevalent. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 



23b. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding coordination within other donors' 

engagement in Liberia during the period 2008 - 2015. 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do not 
agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

I am aware of 
other donors’ 
relevant 
projects in my 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I have 
coordinated 
and/or 
cooperated 
with other 
donors’ 
relevant 
projects in my 
sector 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I have 
achieved 
synergies with 
other donors’ 
relevant 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

There are a lot 
of duplications 
between my 
project(s) and 
other donors’ 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



Overall, donor 
engagement is 
well 
coordinated in 
Liberia and 
complements 
each other. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Overall, donor 
engagement is 
poorly 
coordinated in 
Liberia and 
duplications 
and gaps are 
prevalent. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 

23c. Please indicate your agreement with the following 

statements regarding coordination within other donors' 

engagement in Liberia during the period 2016 - 2020. 

 1 - Do 
not agree 
at all 

2 - Do not 
agree 

3 - Agree 4 - 
Fully 
agree 

I don't 
know / 
No 
answer 

I am aware of 
other donors’ 
relevant 
projects in my 
sector 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

I have 
coordinated 
and/or 
cooperated 
with other 
donors’ 
relevant 
projects in my 
sector 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     



 

I have 
achieved 
synergies with 
other donors’ 
relevant 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

There are a lot 
of duplications 
between my 
project(s) and 
other donors’ 
projects 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Overall, donor 
engagement is 
well 
coordinated in 
Liberia and 
complements 
each other. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

Overall, donor 
engagement is 
poorly 
coordinated in 
Liberia and 
duplications 
and gaps are 
prevalent. 
 

(1)     (2)     (3)     (4)     (-7)     

 



24. Which recommendation(s) would you give to Sweden for 

its future development cooperation with Liberia? 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

________________________________________ 

MaxQDA codelist for document analysis 

Codesystem 

 Success Factors 

  Risk Register 

    Partner capacity 

      Female representation 

      Capacity to sustain results 

      Insufficient internal management 

      Risk of inadequate internal control 
(monitoring/reporting) 

      Risk of inadequate internal control 
(procurement) 



      Risk of inadequate internal control 
(management/org capacity) 

      Risk of inedaquate internal control 
(audit/financial) 

      Local procurement connected risks 

      Risk of corruption 

      Covid-19 affecting project 
implementation 

  
                                               Budget 

      Inadequate or unsustained funding or 
funding gaps 

      Frequent request for changes in budget 

      Mismanagement of costs 

      Local procurement 

      Covid-19 



      Forwarding of funds 

      Corruption 

 
Objectives and ToC, incl. ownership and sustainability 

      Weak stakeholder coordination 

      Security situation 

      Unintended political effects 

      Logistical constraints and delays 

      Covid-19 

      Macroeconomic environment and 
trends 

      Political interference 

      Risk of inedauqate ownership and 
failure to sustain results 

      Weakness in the result framework 

  
                            Perspectives and development effectiveness 

      Weaknesses in the results framework 



      Do-no-harm: Gender equality 

      Do-no-harm: Conflict sensitivity 

      Do-no-harm: Democracy and Human 
Rights 

      Do-no-harm: Environment/climate 

      Covid-19 affecting intervention, results 
or beneficiaries 

      Do-no-harm: Ethnicity 

      Do-no-harm: Boundaries and land 

      Security risks 

      Retention of key stakeholders 

      Threat to stakeholders 

      Weak stakeholder coordination 

      Selection of stakeholders/beneficiaries 



      Wrongful perception amongst 
population 

                       
Assessment of Results Achievement 

    Observations on individual results 

      Not reached its target group 

      Reached its target group 

      Negative unintended impact 

      Positive unintended impact 

      Negative intended impact 

      Positive intended impact 

      Output/outcomes not achieved (other 
than target group) 

      Outputs/outcomes achieved (other 
than target groups) 

Own rating Final 

      Not satisfactory 

      Moderately unsatisfactory 



      Moderately satisfactory 

      Satisfactory 

      Very satisfactory 

  
Sida Final 

      Not satisfactory 

      Moderately unsatisfactory 

      Moderately satisfactory 

      Satisfactory 

      Very satisfactory 

 
Sida Interim 

      Very likely 

      Likely 

      Not likely 

  
Strategic areas in appraisal plans  

    Strategic area 3: Inclusive economic development 

    Strategic area 2: Democracy and human rights 

    Strategic area 1: Peace and security 

  
                                          Results areas   
    Social groups 

      (extreme) poverty  

      LGBTIQ+ 

      Rural groups 

      Ethnic minorities 

      Refugees & migrants 



      Disabled people 

      Women 

      Children & youth 

  
Peace & security 

      Sexual & gender-based violence 
(GBV/SGBV) 

      Disarmament, demobilization & 
reintegration (DDR) 

      Peace building 

      Security sector reform (SSR) 

  
Institutions & justice 

      Police & law enforcement 

      Public financial management 

      Data collection and availability 

      Support of civil society & advocacy 

      Decentralization, rural & local 
development 



      Legal reforms & law-making 

      Elections 

      Institutional strengthening & gov 
accountability 

      Human rights 

      Access to justice 

  
Social services & social security 

      Access to community organisations & 
local services 

      Access to health (other than SRHR) 

      Access to SRHR 

      Skills development 

      Access to TVET 

      Access to education 
(primary/secondary) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  

  
Economic development & private sector 

      Private sector development 



      Trade policy 

      Energy & power supply 

      Road building 

      Earnings & productivity (inidividual) 

      Access to finance 

      Employment situation 

      Access to markets 

 
Development effectiveness (overarching) 

  Challenges for project implementation 

    Unclear budget / changes to the budget 

    Lack of coordination 

      With other project partners (othern 
than named) 

      With involved CSOs 

      With involved other donors 

      With involved UN agencies 

      With Liberian Government 

      Within Swedish DC (SIDA, Embassy) 
 
 
 
 
 
  

  



Lack of ressources 

      Capacity & staff 

      Material 

      Financial 

  
Political factors 

      Security situation 

      Unclear responsibility (among pol 
stakeholders) 

      Instability of government 

      Lack of accountability 

      Lack of political will 

      Corruption 

      Elections 

      Policymaker turnover 

  
Health 

      Ebola 

      Covid-19 

    Others 

 

  



Appendix 5-List of abbreviations 

Abbreviation Explanation 

CPA Comprehensive Peace Agreement 

CPG Coordinating Partners Group 

CSC County service centre 

CSO Civil society organisation 

DC Development cooperation 

FBA Folke Bernadotte Academy 

FGM Female genital mutilation 

GDP gross domestic product 

GoL Government of Liberia 

GROW agribusiness and investment advisory programme, concluded 
in 2022 

IFC International Finance Cooperation  

LDSP Liberia Decentralisation Support Programme 

LGBTQI* Lesbian, gay, bisexual, transgender, queer/questioning, and 
intersex 

LLA Liberian Land Authority 

LSFRP The Liberian-Swedish Feeder Road Project 

MAC Ministries, agencies, and commissions (of the Liberian 
government) 

MPW Ministry of Public Works 

NGO Non-governmental organisation 

PAPD Pro-Poor Agenda for Prosperity and Development 

PROSPECTS Promoting Sustainable Partnerships for Economic 
Transformation 

SEK Swedish krona 

SGBV Sexual and gender-based violence 

Sida Swedish International Development Cooperation Agency 



SRHR Sexual and reproductive health and rights 

ToC Theory of Change 

TRC Truth and Reconciliation Commission of Liberia 

TVET Technical and vocational education and training 

UNDP United Nations Development Programme 

UNFPA United Nations Populations Fund 

UN-
HABITAT 

United Nations Human Settlements Programme 

UNIDO United Nations Industrial Development Organisation  

UNMIL United Nations Mission in Liberia 

USD US-Dollar 

WTO World Trade Organization 

 

 

  



Appendix 6-List of projects in 

document analysis 

#   

1 

SE-0-SE-6-52090066 01-LBR-16062 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090066 

2 

SE-0-SE-6-52090059 01-LBR-15150 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090059 

3 

SE-0-SE-6-51240018 02-LBR-15111 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-51240018 

5 

SE-0-SE-6-13210 A0101-LBR-15114 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13210  

6 

SE-0-SE-6-11783 A0101-LBR-21020 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11783  

7 

SE-0-SE-6-10511 A0101-LBR-15150 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-10511  

8 

SE-0-SE-6-11993 A0101-LBR-15110 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11993  

9 

SE-0-SE-6-11789 A0102-LBR-16062 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11789 

10 

SE-0-SE-6-10930 A01 01-LBR-15180 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-10930  

14 

SE-0-SE-6-51240032 01-LBR-15220 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-51240032  

https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090066
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090059
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-51240018
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13210
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11783
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-10511
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11993
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11789
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-10930
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-51240032


15 

SE-0-SE-6-52090073 01-LBR-15151 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090073  

16 

SE-0-SE-6-11788 A01 01-LBR-15113 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11788  

17 

SE-0-SE-6-52090025 01-LBR-15111 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090025  

18 

SE-0-SE-6-52090007 01-LBR-15210 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090007  

19 

SE-0-SE-6-12970 A0101-LBR-16011 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-12970  

20 

SE-0-SE-6-11788 A0101-LBR-15113 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11788  

21 

SE-0-SE-6-13207 A0101-LBR-15160 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13207  

22 

SE-0-SE-6-13206 A0101-LBR-15160 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13206  

23 

SE-0-SE-6-11761 A0101-LBR-31320 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11761  

24 

SE-0-SE-6-52090054 01-LBR-15111 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090054  

28 

SE-0-SE-6-13068 A0 01-LBR-14050 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13068  

29 

SE-0-SE-6-13207 A0101-LBR-13020 
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13207 

https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090073
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11788
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090025
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090007
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-12970
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11788
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13207
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13206
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11761
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090054
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13068


30 

SE-0-SE-6-51240034 01-LBR-15220 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-51240034  

31 

SE-0-SE-6-12534 A0103-LBR-23210 
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-12534  

32 

SE-0-SE-6-10054 A0101-LBR-13040 
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-10054  

33 

SE-0-SE-6-13219 A0101-LBR-15170 
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13219  

34 

SE-0-SE-6-12540 A0101-LBR-15153 
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-12540  

35 

SE-0-SE-6-52090076 01-LBR-15210 
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090076  

36 

SE-0-SE-6-11699 A0101-LBR-43031 
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11699  

37 

SE-0-SE-6-52090043 01-LBR-31130 
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090043  

38 

SE-0-SE-6-11394 A0101-LBR-15110  
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11394  

39 

SE-0-SE-6-12313 A0104-LBR-13020 
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-12313  

40 

SE-0-SE-6-52090064 01-LBR-15160 
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090064  

41 

SE-0-SE-6-11744 A01 01-LBR-25010 
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-11744  

https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-51240034
https://openaid.se/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-12534
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-10054
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-13219
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-12540
https://openaid.se/en/contributions/SE-0-SE-6-52090076
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