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Analysis of the ETS results

* Analyses received are in general detailed
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Common errors/inconsistencies in
figures

* QE1b UIB (positive deviation)- negative values
* QE1b LIB (negative deviation)- positive values

* QE2 with incorrect thresholds/ thresholds not
provided

* QE4 without thresholds
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Common errors/inconsistencies in
figures;

e Scores are "non-conforming" but qualitative
assessment is "conforming"

* Poor results for the QE:s but no overall
assessment
e Comparison with N-1 useful
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Common errors/inconsistencies in
figures

* Failing QEs (1, 2 or 4) but no remedial action
plan

* Remedial plan not in line with results, or too
general




Remedial Plans
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Audit results

e Zone selection

* Incorrect scope of reference population ->
distortion of results, e.g. population before review.

e "Skipping" of parcels is done too quickly




Audit results

* Incorrect interpretation of "eligible land"
* Need for Rapid Field Visits

* Good analysis of problem but incorrect
categorisation

* VHR satellite not used due to availability of aerial
ortho-imagery
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