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1 OVERVIEW AND BACKGROUND 
The fifth Regional Workshop on Monitoring and Evaluation (M&E) of Malaria Programs 
brought together 20 M&E professionals from seven countries to explore concepts and practical 
approaches to M&E in malaria programs, discuss the application of tools and data systems, 
experience hand-on development of M&E plans, and share best practices and lessons learned. 
The workshop, held in Ouagadougou, Burkina Faso, June 29–July 10, 2015, at the University of 
Ouagadougou, Burkina Faso had these objectives: 

• To provide training on fundamental concepts and practical approaches to M&E in malaria 
programs 

• To discuss the application of tools and data systems used to monitor and evaluate malaria 
programs 

• To provide participants with hands-on experience in developing M&E plans  

• To share M&E experiences from other countries 

The workshop originated in 2011, when MEASURE Evaluation partnered with the Centre de 
Recherche en Santé de Nouna (CRSN) to design and implement a Francophone workshop on 
M&E to build the capacity of professionals involved in malaria M&E programs in sub-Saharan 
Africa. Among MEASURE Evaluation’s many far-reaching capacity-building activities, funded 
by USAID, are partnerships with universities and training and research centers in developing 
countries, which sponsor regional training workshops. The partnership between MEASURE 
Evaluation and CRSN supports the CRSN mission to produce skilled public health professionals 
who will be agents of change and help transform the health sector. These regional workshops on 
M&E for malaria programs have been conducted annually since 2010 in English and 2011 in 
French. Partners in the 2015 workshop were CRSN, the primary contractor; the Centre de 
Recherche Internationale pour la Santé at the University of Ouagadougou; the Centre Muraz de 
Bobo-Dioulasso; and the Ministry of Health. 

2 WORKSHOP PREPARATION 
To prepare for the workshop, MEASURE Evaluation and CRSN sought facilitators, set the date 
based on the availability of facilitators, revised the modules to incorporate previous participants’ 
suggestions and lessons learned, held a facilitators’ workshop, advertised the workshop, sent 
invitations, and selected participants. 

CRSN and MEASURE Evaluation used several means to advertise the 2015 workshop: 

• Distributed routine messages to workshop alumni, previous applicants, funders, and other 
interested parties 

• Sent advertisements to USAID/Washington, USAID field offices, and nongovernmental 
organization offices 

• Distributed save-the-date cards at strategic malaria conferences and meetings, such as the 
American Society of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene (ASTMH) Conference, and Roll Back 
Malaria Monitoring and Evaluation Reference Group (RBM MERG) biannual meetings 

• Promoted the workshop on list servs, such as those of USAID 
Population/Health/Nutrition, RBM MERG, and MEASURE Evaluation  
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• Advertised on MEASURE Evaluation and CRSN Web sites 

Every year, MEASURE Evaluation and CRSN update the modules to improve the content and 
ensure that newly emerging issues on malaria M&E are covered. These revisions are informed by 
feedback and suggestions from previous workshops, as well as information from new 
publications, such as the annual World Malaria Report.  

Workshop candidates must complete an application and submit it with a reference form. 
MEASURE Evaluation and CRSN use a rigorous scoring method (Table 1) to select participants. 

Table 1: Participation Selection Criteria 
Category Criteria 
Academic background Related to workshop topic 
Work Institution that works in malaria control 
Malaria M&E program 
experience  

Malaria M&E work experience 

Previous M&E experience M&E experience of less than five years preferred 
Likelihood of using learned 
M&E skills  

Evidence of an immediate need to apply workshop concepts to 
existing occupation 

Gender diversity Workshop participation must be gender diverse 
Country and team Number of applicants from country, country’s malaria burden, 

demographics 
Applicants from same country/organization are encouraged 

A facilitators’ meeting, held June 25–26th at the Hotel Splendid, Ouagadougou, provided 
facilitators (Table 2) with an opportunity to review previous workshops and offer ideas for 
improvement. During the meeting, facilitators reviewed comments and suggestions from 2014 
participants, learned expectations from 2015 participants, reviewed course updates, finalized the 
2015 workshop schedule, and prepared a field visit to Nouna. 

Table 2: 2015 Facilitators 
Organization Facilitators 
MEASURE Evaluation Yazoume Yé 

Jean-Marie N’Gbichi 
Ashley Garley 

CRSN Ali Sié 
Maurice Yé 
Adama Traoré 
Moustapha Lingani 
Seydou Compaoré 

Centre Muraz Innocent Valéa 
Ministry of Health Maurice Hien 

Mamadou Drabo 

Facilitator’s availability was confirmed and the workshop agenda was finalized. Training materials 
were updated and the final package was produced on flash drives for participants. Health 
facilities in Nouna were identified for the field visit and the group work assignment was updated. 
Logistics discussed included the visit objectives and itinerary, transportation, selection of the 
Centre de Santé et de Promotion Sociale (CSPS) to visit, and notification of the visit to health 
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facilities. Workshop preparation was one of the biggest challenges. Facilitators’ previous 
commitments that conflicted with the meeting and the workshop made their attendance at the 
facilitators’ meeting a big challenge; however, all facilitators were familiar with the content and 
no new facilitators required training.  

Another challenge was preparing the venue for the workshop. The venue required significant 
maintenance, such as installation of a new air conditioner, Internet connection, and a generator 
to continue the workshop during frequent blackouts, and repairs to the bathroom. The quality of 
the venue should be reviewed for future workshops because it consistently receives poor reviews 
from participants in the overall workshop evaluation. 

The usefulness of the facilitators’ meeting is a concern. At the beginning of an activity, 
facilitator’s meetings are beneficial and provide an opportunity to bring people together, learn 
the training materials, and improve teaching techniques. It is necessary to review the objectives 
of these meetings annually in an effort to remain valuable and cost effective.  

3 WORKSHOP IMPLEMENTATION  
Participants: MEASURE Evaluation and CRSN received the highest number of applicants 
ever, and many of these applicants received funding. Of the 54 applications from candidates in 
11 countries, 19 applicants indicated that they had full funding from non-MEASURE Evaluation 
sources. The proportion of applicants with non-MEASURE Evaluation funding increased from 
13.5 percent in 2014 to 35.2 percent in 2015.  

Applications were reviewed and participants were selected based on the criteria (Table 1). 
Applications were accepted from 29 participants, and a total of 20 participants completed the 
workshop. They represented seven countries (Benin, one; Burkina Faso, seven; Burundi, six; 
Democratic Republic of Congo, two; Ivory Coast, one; Senegal, two; and Togo, one). Of these 
participants, 6 were female and 14 were male. MEASURE Evaluation provided four full 
fellowships. Appendix C lists participants. 

Content: Course modules were taught as didactic lessons, plenary sessions, and group 
discussions. Facilitators led individual and group exercises, such as cases studies, hands-on data 
analysis, and data presentation exercises. Facilitators introduced a new activity to help 
participants understand indicators. Table 3 lists course modules and facilitators. 

Table 3: Course Modules and Facilitators 
Course Module Facilitators 
Introduction  Dr. Ali Sié, CRSN 
Overview of malaria in sub-Saharan Africa Dr. Innocent Valéa, Centre Muraz 
Basic concepts in M&E  Dr. Maurice Yé, CRSN 
Role of data in decision making Dr. Maurice Hien, Ministry of Health 
Designing an M&E plan Mr. Mamadou Drabo, Ministry of Health 
Principles of a good presentation  Dr. Ali Sié, CRSN 
Presentation of CRSN Dr. Ali Sié, CRSN 
Forming a problem statement and objectives Dr. Jean-Marie N’Gbichi, MEASURE 

Evaluation 
Frameworks Dr. Jean-Marie N’Gbichi, MEASURE 

Evaluation 
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Course Module Facilitators 
Indicators Dr. Seydou Yaro, Centre Muraz 
Presentation of MEASURE Evaluation Ms. Ashley Garley, MEASURE Evaluation 
Calculation and interpretation of coverage 
indicators 

Dr. Seydou Yaro, Centre Muraz  

Data sources overview  Dr. Jean-Marie N’Gbichi, MEASURE 
Evaluation 

Surveys Dr. Seydou Yaro, Centre Muraz 
National routine health information systems Dr. Maurice Yé, CRSN 
Sentinel surveillance sites Dr. Seydou Yaro, Centre Muraz  
Demographic surveillance systems Dr. Ali Sié, CRSN 
Methods of evaluation Dr. Yazoume Yé, MEASURE Evaluation  
Costing an M&E plan Mr. Adama Traoré, CRSN 
Data management, analysis, and quality Dr. Innocent Valéa, Centre Muraz 
Data presentation, demand, and use Ms. Ashley Garley, MEASURE Evaluation, 

and  
Dr. Maurice Yé, CRSN 

Group work: Participants were divided into five groups, and each group was assigned to design 
an M&E plan with a focus on a specific malaria control intervention, listed in Table 4. Groups 
created goals and objectives; designed a conceptual framework; conducted a strengths, 
weaknesses, opportunities, and threats analysis; chose relevant indicators for the intervention; 
selected an evaluation method; and budgeted for the plan. The groups presented one progress 
report during the first week and received feedback from peers and facilitators. The groups 
presented their M&E plans on the final day of the workshop, and other groups assessed the 
presentations on quality of form, content, explanation, responses to questions, and teamwork 
and group organization. Scores were weighted progressively, so that the first presentation was 
worth the least and the final presentation was worth the most.  

Table 4: Group Work on Malaria Control Interventions 
Group 1 Intermittent preventive treatment of malaria for pregnant women  
Group 2 Use of insecticide-treated bed nets  
Group 3 Malaria case management in children under 5 years 
Group 4 Indoor residual spraying 
Group 5 Seasonal malaria chemoprevention for children  

Peers assessed the group work twice, after the first progress report and after the final 
presentation. Exhibit 1 shows the results. After the average scores were calculated, the winning 
group received recognition.  
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Fieldwork: CRSN organized a field visit to several health facilities in Nouna, a town 285 
kilometers from Ouagadougou. The main objective of this field visit was to assess how the 
National Malaria Control Program in Burkina Faso organized and implemented M&E activities 
and how progress and results were measured.  

Participants learned how malaria M&E activities were 
implemented at national, district, and community levels. 
They witnessed how malaria data are collected, analyzed, and 
used, and observed the use of various M&E tools to collect 
malaria indicators. 

At the CSPS in Dara, participants listened to presentations 
from the head nurse, the district malaria M&E officer, and 
the Medicine Chef du District, who was a workshop 
participant and shared his knowledge and experience with 
fellow participants. They toured the facility and observed 
M&E tools used to collect community-level data on malaria. 
The visit provided an opportunity to see the M&E system 
for malaria in Burkina Faso and the collaboration of health 
workers at various levels.  

The field visit included a visit to the Nouna district health 
office, where the M&E malaria officer explained how 
community-level malaria data are generated and transmitted 
from the district to national levels. The M&E data manager 
was an alumnus of the 2012 M&E malaria workshop. 

Participants also visited the district laboratory and pharmacy 
to monitor the stock of malaria medicines and rapid 
diagnostic tests. Several participants compared their 
observations with experiences in their own countries. 
Participants also visited CRSN headquarters, where staff 
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explained their M&E roles in the malaria system and their collaboration with the Ministry of 
Health.  

4  WORKSHOP EVALUATION 
MEASURE Evaluation used several evaluation tools to assess the workshop and receive 
feedback to improve future courses. Participants were asked to complete an overall workshop 
assessment that provided feedback on module content, quality of facilitation, workshop 
materials, workshop environment, relationship between participants, and group work. The 
overall 2015 workshop mean score reported in Table 5 was 8.06 on a scale of 1 (poor) to 10 
(excellent). This score—the lowest score in five years— was discouraging, but even so most 
participants responded that the workshop was successful and met their objectives.  

Table 5: Overall Scores of Burkina Faso Workshops, 2011 to 2015 
Year Mean Median 
2011 8.50 8.50 
2012 8.70 8.50 
2013 8.90 9.00 
2014 9.30 9.00 
2015 8.06 8.00 

Participants rated workshop content at an average of 8.16, quality of instruction at 7.79, and 
participant materials at 8.16. Participants scored their group work experience at 8.05 out of 10.0. 
Participants remarked that developing an M&E plan as a group was a rigorous exercise that 
participants felt was invaluable to their work. When asked how they intended to apply the 
knowledge learned in their work over the next six months, participants mentioned they would 
implement new M&E tools in their organizations and 
share their knowledge with their teams. Many said they 
would review their M&E plan and make 
improvements. Several participants expressed the need 
for more data analysis and more time for the overall 
course. 

Participants scored the training environment at 7.53 
and expressed many complaints about the quality of 
the venue. Participants said the chairs and tables were 
not comfortable and the toilets were not hygienic. 
Participants recommended relocating the workshop 
from the University of Ouagadougou to a hotel or 
more comfortable venue. Participants also were 
unhappy with the hotel, and a quarter of the 
participants moved to a second hotel halfway through the workshop, which largely accounted for 
the lower overall scores.  

The final presentations and engaging 
discussions showed a good mastery of concepts. 
 
The workshop reached its objectives. I acquired 
the basics that I will develop with practice. 
 
I mastered the various concepts of monitoring 
and evaluation. I am able to develop an 
M&E plan [and] mastered the difference 
between a strategic plan and an M&E plan. 

 
2015 participants 
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Despite the venue and hotel issues, the overall score 
for participants recommending this workshop to their 
colleagues was high (8.87). Participants suggested the 
names of specific colleagues for future workshop, 
such as malaria program managers, data managers, and 
M&E personnel at the district, regional, and national 
levels. They also noted that the course should be 
advertised in ministries, NGOs, specialized projects 
and programs, and by previous workshop participants. 
Participants want more fellowships, and several 
participants said they want the workshop to be 
available in their country. 

After each module, participants assessed the quality of content and instruction. Facilitators 
reviewed the evaluations and made adjustments to respond to suggestions. Participants also 
provided feedback on the usefulness of the sessions, rated on a scale from 1 (less useful) to 10 
(very useful). Participants rated course content at an average of 8.52 and facilitation at 8.75. The 
three top-rated modules for content and facilitation were Evaluation Methods, Principles of a 
Good Presentation, and Data Management, Analysis, and Quality. See Appendix V for details. 

Pre- and post-tests given on the first and last days of the workshop measured knowledge gained. 
These tests had a series of 18 multiple choice questions on malaria M&E, based on content in 
the workshop modules. The average score for 2015 participants was 69.8 percent at pre-test and 
79.4 percent at post-test, a relative improvement of 13.7 percent. 

5 CONCLUSIONS 
MEASURE Evaluation and CRSN reviewed workshop results and evaluations and concluded 
that despite the success of the workshops, a number of challenges remain: 

• Funding for participants. The workshop generates considerable interest. While more 2015 
applicants claimed to have funding, compared to previous years, often individual funding fell 
through at the last minute and many applicants were unable to attend. Interest in the course 
has grown considerably, but the course is expensive ($3,870 plus travel), and MEASURE 
Evaluation can finance only a small number of fellows every year. 

• Effect on the M&E field. The workshop’s effectiveness on the malaria information system 
is difficult to assess. After participants return to their countries to do various M&E tasks, it is 
challenging to measure changes in applied skills. MEASURE Evaluation has documented 
anecdotes from previous participants that certain aspects or tools from the course have been 
helpful in their work; however, no indication is available on the degree of overall 
improvement in malaria information systems. A post-workshop assessment by an 
independent consultant in 2015 is expected to help shed light on how participants apply their 
skills. 

• Workshop content was not demand driven. The original plan for M&E malaria 
workshops, as initiated by MEASURE Evaluation, was not based on requests or needs that 
countries specified. Now, as the number of participants who have completed a workshop 
increases, MEASURE Evaluation and CRSN can gain an understanding of country-specific 
knowledge and the skills that are needed. This type of adaptation has already been done in 
Kenya and Democratic Republic of Congo and is under discussion in Liberia and Senegal.  

You need a comfortable room (chairs, tables). 
Acceptable and clean toilets. An appropriate 
restaurant. 
 
The [venue] conditions do not align well with 
this type of workshop. Refer to the conditions 
like that of the last day [at a hotel]. 
 
The place of lodging for participants in its 
actual state, no longer meets the needs [of the 
workshop]. 

2015 participants 
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• Sustainability of future workshops. For these workshops to be sustainable, partners will 
need alternative funding sources and in-country leadership to take on more responsibility.  

A post-workshop assessment meeting in Ouagadougou, Burkina-Faso, July 13–14, brought 
together academic and training coordinators from the two implementing partners, University of 
Ghana, School of Public Health (UGSPH) and CRSN, and MEASURE Evaluation staff to 
review the assessment findings and define strategies to redesign the current curriculum.  

MEASURE Evaluation and implementing partners are discussing options to restructure 
workshop content to adapt to participants’ varied backgrounds. The new curriculum will address 
the rapidly changing landscape of malaria epidemiology and control and address country needs. 
One option is to teach malaria M&E fundamentals the first week and provide specialized tracks 
in the second week. Another option is to choose new topics every year. MEASURE Evaluation 
will continue to organize in-country workshops on demand. MEASURE Evaluation also is 
helping to develop UGSPH curricula for an Anglophone master’s degree program in M&E. 
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APPENDIX A: WORKSHOP SCHEDULE 
 

Semaine 1      
Lundi 29-06-2015 Mardi 30-06-2015 Mercredi 01-07-2015 Jeudi 02-07-2015 Vendredi 03-07-2015 Samedi 04-07-

2015 
9:00-9 :30 
Inscriptions 
[Secrétariat] 
9:30-10:30 
Remarques introductives 
Présentations des 
participants 
Présentation des objectifs 
de l’atelier  
Dr Ali Sié] 
Pré-test (30 minutes) 
[Mme. Ashley Garley 

8:30-10:30 
Rôle des données dans la 
prise de décision 
[Dr Maurice Hien 
M. Mamadou Drabo] 
 
 

8:30-8:40 
Présentation du CRSN 
[Dr Ali Sié 
Dr Maurice Yé] 
8 :40-9 :30 
Problématique et objectifs 
[Dr Jean-Marie N’Gbichi 
Dr Yazoume Yé] 
9:30-10:30 
Les différents types de cadres 
[Dr Jean-Marie N’Gbichi 
Dr Yazoume Yé] 

8:30-8:40 
Présentation du projet 
MEASURE Evaluation 
[Ashley Garley 
Dr Yazoumé Yé] 
 
8 :40-10 :30 
Calcul et interprétation des 
indicateurs de couverture 
[Pr Nicolas Meda 
Dr Seydou Yaro] 

8 :30-8 :40 
Présentation de l’Université de 
Ouagadougou/CRIS 
[Pr Mamadou Sawadogo 
Pr Nicolas Meda] 
 
8 :40-10 :30 
Sources des données :  
[Dr Jean-Marie N’Gbichi 
Dr Seydou Yaro] 

Sortie d’étude 
dans le District 
sanitaire de 
Nouna (Aller-
Retour) 
[Dr Ali Sié 
Dr Maurice Yé 
Dr Maurice 
Hien 
M. Mamadou 
Drabo] 
Heure de 
départ : 5 h: 00 
Retour : Avant 
17 heures 

10 :30 – 11 :00 Pause café    
11 :00 –13 :00  
Le Paludisme en 
Afrique-Un aperçu 
[Dr Innocent Valea 
Dr Maurice Hien] 
 

11 :00 –12 :00  
Elaboration et mise en 
œuvre d’un plan de S&E 
[Dr Maurice Hien 
M. Mamadou Drabo] 
12 :00-13 :00 
Introduction aux travaux de 
groupe 
[Pr Mamadou Sawadogo 
M. Mamadou Drabo] 
Principes d’une bonne 
présentation (utilisation aide 
audiovisuelles) 

11 :00 –12 :30  
Les différents types de cadre 
[Dr Jean-Marie N’Gbichi 
Dr Yazoumé Yé] 
12 :30-13 :00 
Descriptions des indicateurs 
[Dr Seydou Yaro 
Dr Maurice Hien] 

11 :00 –13 :00  
Calcul et interprétation des 
indicateurs de couverture 
[Pr Nicolas Meda 
Dr Seydou Yaro] 

11 :00 –13 :00  
Enquêtes (indicateurs du 
paludisme) 
[Pr Nicolas Meda 
Dr Seydou Yaro] 
 

13 :00 – 14 :00  Pause déjeuner    
14 :00-16 :30  
Concepts de base en 
suivi et évaluation 
[Dr Maurice Yé  
Dr Ali Sié] 
 
 

14 :00-17 :30  
Travaux de groupe 
[Dr Maurice Hien 
M. Mamadou Drabo] 

14 :00-15 :30 
Descriptions des indicateurs 
[Dr Seydou Yaro 
Dr Maurice Hien] 
15 :30-17 :30  
Travaux de groupe 
[Dr Maurice Hien 
M. Mamadou Drabo] 

14 :00-17 :30  
Travaux de groupe 
14 h – 16 h 30 
Présentation progression des 
travaux de groupe 
16 h 30- 17 h 30 
[Dr Maurice Hien 
M. Mamadou Drabo] 

14 :00-16 :30 
Système d’information 
sanitaire 
[Dr Maurice Yé 
Dr Jean-Marie N’Gbichi] 
16:30-17:30  
Discussion avec les facilitateurs 
[tous les facilitateurs] 

Semaine 2     
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Lundi 06-07-2015 Mardi 07-07-2015 Mercredi 08-08-2015 Jeudi 09-08-2015 Vendredi 10-07-2015 

8:30-10:30 
Source de données : 
Surveillance par sites 
sentinelles 
[PrNicolas Meda  
Dr Seydou Yaro] 
 
 

8:30-10:30  
Méthodes d’évaluation 
[Dr Maurice Hien  
Dr Yazoumé Yé] 

8:30-10:30 
Gestion des données, analyse 
et qualité des données 
[Dr Innocent Valéa 
Dr Yazoumé Yé] 

8:30-10:30 
Présentation et interprétation 
des données 
[Mme. Ashley Garley] 
Dr Maurice Yé] 

8:30-10:30 
Post-test 
[Mme. Ashley Garley] 
Présentations des travaux de 
groupes 
[Dr Maurice Hien  
Pr. Mamadou Sawadogo] 
 
Lieu : Splendide Hôtel 

10:30 – 11:00 Pause-café    
11 :00-13 :00 
Système de surveillance 
démographique et de santé 
[Dr Ali Sié 
Dr Maurice Yé] 
 
 

11:00 – 13:00 
Méthodes d’évaluation 
[Dr Maurice Hien  
Dr Yazoumé Yé] 
 

11:00 – 13:00 
Gestion des données, analyse 
et qualité des données 
[Dr Innocent Valéa 
Dr Yazoumé Yé] 
 

11:00 – 13:00 
Présentation de données: 
Demande et utilisation  
[Dr Maurice Yé 
Dr Innocent Valéa] 
 

11:00 – 13:00 
Présentations travaux de 
groupes 
[Dr Maurice Hien  
Pr. Mamadou Sawadogo] 
Tout facilitateur 

13:00 – 14:00 Pause déjeuner    
14:00 – 15:00 
Présentation des groupes 
Feedback de la visite de terrain 
[Dr Maurice Hien 
Dr Maurice Yé] 
 
15:00-17:30 
Travaux de groupe 
[Pr. Mamadou Sawadogo 
Dr Maurice Hien] 
 
 

14:00-16:00  
Budgétisation d'un plan de S&E 
[M. Adama Traoré 
Mme. Ashley Garley] 
 
16:00-17 :30 
Travaux de groupe 
[Pr. Mamadou Sawadogo 
Dr Maurice Hien] 
 
 

14:00-16:00 
Travaux de groupe 
[Pr. Mamadou Sawadogo 
Dr Innocent Valéa] 
 
 
 
16:00-17:30 
 
Présentation progression des 
travaux de groupe 
[Pr. Mamadou Sawadogo 
Dr Hien Maurice] 
 

14:00-17:30  
Travaux de groupe 
[Pr. Mamadou Sawadogo 
M. Adama Traoré] 

15:00-15:30  
Suite présentation travaux 
groupe 
Evaluation de l’atelier  
[Dr Ali Sié 
Pr. Mamadou Sawadogo] 
Tout facilitateur 
15:30-16:00  
Cérémonie de clôture et 
remise des certificats 
[Dr Ali Sié 
Pr. Mamadou Sawadogo] 
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APPENDIX B: APPLICATION MATERIALS 
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APPENDIX C: PARTICIPANT ALBUM  
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APPENDIX D: OVERALL COURSE AND MODULE 
EVALUATION RESULTS  

 
1. Overall workshop rating 

Average 8.06 
Median 8.00 
Mode 8.00 
Summary ratings  
  Average Median Mode 
Overall course content 8.16 8.00 9.00 
Quality of instruction 7.79 8.00 8.00 
Quality of student materials 8.16 8.00 9.00 
Learning environment 7.53 8.00 8.00 
Relationships between participants 8.32 8.00 8.00 
Group work 8.05 8.00 8.00 
Overall level of satisfaction 8.00 8.00 7.00 
Overview of malaria in sub-Saharan Africa 
Quality of content 8.30 8.00 8.00 
Quality of instruction 8.40 9.00 9.00 
M&E concepts 
Quality of Content 8.65 9.00 8.00 
Quality of Instruction 8.30 8.00 9.00 
Role of data in decision making    
Quality of content 8.35 8.50 9.00 
Quality of instruction 8.60 8.50 8.00 
Principles of a good presentation 
Quality of content 9.05 9.00 10.00 
Quality of instruction 9.16 9.00 10.00 
Developing an M&E plan 
Quality of content 8.25 8.00 9.00 
Quality of instruction 8.00 8.00 9.00 
Forming a problem statement and objectives 
Quality of content 8.50 8.50 8.00 
Quality of instruction 8.30 8.00 9.00 
Frameworks 
Quality of content 8.42 9.00 9.00 
Quality of Instruction 8.26 8.00 8.00 
Indicators 
Quality of content 8.47 9.00 9.00 
Quality of instruction 8.11 8.00 8.00 
Calculation & interpretation of indicators 
Quality of content 8.20 8.00 8.00 
Quality of instruction 7.95 8.00 8.00 
Data sources 
Quality of content 8.11 8.00 8.00 
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Quality of instruction 8.11 8.00 8.00 
 Average Median Mode 
Surveys 
Quality of content 8.53 8.00 8.00 
Quality of instruction 8.05 8.00 8.00 
Routine health information systems 
Quality of content 8.44 8.50 9.00 
Quality of instruction 7.94 8.00 7.00 
Sentinel surveillance sites 
Quality of content 8.50 8.00 8.00 
Quality of instruction 8.22 8.00 8.00 
Demographic health surveillance system 
Quality of content 8.62 9.00 9.00 
Quality of instruction 8.52 9.00 9.00 
Evaluation methods 
Quality of content 9.11 9.00 9.00 
Quality of instruction 9.21 9.00 9.00 
Budgeting an M&E plan 
Quality of content 8.32 8.00 8.00 
Quality of instruction 8.58 9.00 8.00 
Data management, analysis, and quality 
Quality of content 8.80 9.00 9.00 
Quality of instruction 8.80 9.00 9.00 
Presentation of data: demand & utilization 
Quality of content 8.68 9.00 9.00 
Quality of instruction 9.47 8.00 8.00 
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APPENDIX E: QUALITY OF CONTENT AND INSTRUCTION EVALUATION 
SCORES  
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APPENDIX F: PRE- AND POST-TESTS WITH ANSWERS 
 

Evaluation des connaissances des participants – 2015  
(26 points possible) 

PRE-TEST 
Nom du participant:  (Vos initiales)  AVEC 

REPONSE 
 
Instructions: Cochez la ou les bonnes réponses. 

 
1 Préciser si les situations suivantes requièrent une activité de «suivi» ou 

«d’évaluation». (3 points) 
 

1.1 Le programme de lutte contre le paludisme (PNLP) désire savoir si les programmes 
exécutés dans une province A réduisent les cas de morbidité liés au paludisme de cette 
province. 

 
 Suivi  X Evaluation 

 
1.2 Le PNLP désire savoir combien de ménages ont bénéficié de la pulvérisation intra-

domiciliaire (PID) ou de moustiquaires imprégnées d’insecticide (MII) cette année. 
 

 Suivi  X Evaluation 
 

1.3 Un Coordonnateur/ Directeur pays de PNLP voudrait savoir si la prise en charge 
précoce des cas de paludisme dans les Centres de santé publique répond aux normes 
nationales de qualité. 

X Suivi   Evaluation 
 
2 A quel stade de la mise en œuvre d’un programme le suivi devrait-il se faire ? (1 

point) 
a. au début du programme 

b. à mi parcours du programme 

c. au terme du programme 

d. tout au long de la durée de vie du programme  

 
3 Les plans de S & E devraient comporter: (1 point) 

a. une description détaillée des indicateurs à utiliser  

b. le plan de collecte de données 

c. un plan d’utilisation des informations obtenues 

d.  l’ensemble des éléments susmentionnés  

d 

d 
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e. a et b uniquement 

 
4 L’énoncé du problème, les buts et les objectifs d’un projet/programme font 

partie du plan stratégique, par conséquent ne devraient pas être indiqués dans 
un plan de suivi et évaluation (1 point) 

 
 Vrai  X Faux 

 
5 Les cadres de suivi et d’évaluation: (1 point) 

a. aident à améliorer la compréhension des buts et objectifs d’un Projet/Programme 

b. définissent les relations entre les facteurs essentiels à l’exécution d’un 
Projet/Programme 

c. identifient les éléments internes et externes qui pourraient affecter la réussite d’un 
Projet/Programme 

d. prennent en compte l’ensemble des facteurs susmentionnés  

e. concerne b et c uniquement 

 
6 Les cadres conceptuels servent à identifier les facteurs qui influencent les 

résultats des programmes mais ne sont pas indispensables pour un plan de suivi 
et évaluation. (1 point) 

X Vrai   Faux 
 
7 Les cinq composantes essentielles d’un cadre logique sont: (1 point) 

a. les ressources (intrants), le processus, les produits, les résultats, les impacts  

b. l’aspect conceptuel, les résultats, l’aspect logique d’un cadre logique, la logique 

c. le cadre conceptuel des indicateurs, les produits, les résultats, les impacts 

d. les indicateurs, les ressources, les processus, les réalisations, les résultats,  

e. buts/Objectifs/Activités, Indicateurs, moyens/source de vérification, 
hypothèses/suppositions 

 
8 Les indicateurs ont pour but de: (1 point) 

a. montrer la force du système d’information  

b. servir de référence pour montrer les réalisations et résultats 

c. justifier l’obligation de reddition du programme 

d. indiquer les objectifs du programme 

 
9 La proportion des femmes enceintes ayant reçu au moins deux doses de 

traitement préventif intermittent est un indicateur de processus (1 point) 
 

d 

e 

b 
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 Vrai  X Faux 
 
10 Le système d’information sanitaire de routine est la seule source de données 

pour le plan de suivi et évaluation. (1 point) 
 

 Vrai  X Faux 
 
11 Lequel des éléments suivants peut ne pas être une caractéristique indispensable 

de la qualité des données. Encercler la bonne réponse. (1 point) 
a. validité 

b. fiabilité 

c. précision 

d. complétude 

e. intégrité 

f. promptitude  

g. la présentation des données 

 
12 Parmi les méthodes de collecte des données, la/lesquelles relève(nt) de la 

routine (2 points) 
a. enquête ménage 

b. Système d’informations sanitaires de routine 

c. enquêtes démographiques et de santé 

d. recensement de la population 

e. surveillance épidémiologique 

 
13 Parmi les items suivants, le ou lesquels permet (tent) de juger de la 

performance d’un système d’information sanitaire de routine (3 points) 
 

a. taux de promptitude 

b. taux de complétude 

c. spécificité 

d. retro-information 

e. taux d’utilisation  

 
14 Le site de surveillance sentinelle est une autre appellation du Système de 

Surveillance Démographique et de Santé (1 point) 
 

 Vrai  X Faux 

g 

b 

e 

a
  

 b 

d 
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15 Parmi les méthodes d’évaluation d’impact suivantes quelle est la mieux 
indiquée pour établir une relation de causalité : (1 point) 

 
a. méthode expérimentale 

b. méthode quasi expérimentale 

c. méthode non-expérimentale 

d. plausibilité  

 
16 Le suivi et l’évaluation du paludisme intègre aussi le suivi des ressources 

financières destinées au financement du PNLP (1 point) 
 

X Vrai   Faux 
 

17 Le budget du plan de suivi évaluation est un élément facultatif pour sa mise en 
œuvre (1 point) 

 Vrai  X Faux 
 
18 Citez quatre éléments qui rentrent en compte dans l’élaboration du budget 

d’un plan de suivi et évaluation (4 points) 
 

1  
2  
3  
4  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

a 
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