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Q1.1 – Country 

Ukraine 

 

  



Q1.2 - Do you   participate in a national or sub-national Cluster? 

 

  



Q1.3 - Which type does your organization belong to? 

 

 

# Answer % Count 

1 International NGO 52.94% 9 

2 National NGO/CBO 23.53% 4 

3 UN Organization – Cluster lead agency (FAO/WFP) 5.88% 1 

4 ICRC /IFRC/National Red Cross/Crescent Society 5.88% 1 

5 National Authority 0.00% 0 

6 Donor 0.00% 0 

7 Other 5.88% 1 

8 UN Organization - Other 5.88% 1 

 Total 100% 17 

  



Q2.1 - How do you rate your satisfaction with the cluster meetings with regards to: 

 



 

 



 

 



 

Discussion on Strategic priorities #2 

# Answer % Count 

1 Weak/limited 5.9% 1 

2 Unsatisfactory, needs major improvement 0.0% 0 

3 Satisfactory, but needs minor improvement 5.9% 1 

4 Good 82.4% 14 

5 Don’t know 5.9% 1 

6 Not applicable 0.0% 0 

 Total 100% 17 

 
 



 

 



 

 

# Answer % Count 

1 Weak/limited 0.0% 0 

2 Unsatisfactory, needs major improvement 5.9% 1 

3 Satisfactory, but needs minor improvement 5.9% 1 

4 Good 88.2% 15 

5 Don’t know 0.0% 0 

6 Not applicable 0.0% 0 

 Total 100% 17 

  



Q2.2 - How would you rate these Food Security Cluster products? 

 

Monthly Dashboards #2 

# Answer % Count 

1 Weak/Limited 0.0% 0 

2 Unsatisfactory, needs major improvement 0.0% 0 

3 Satisfactory, but needs minor improvement 6.3% 1 

4 Good 87.5% 14 

5 Don't know 6.3% 1 

 Total 100% 16 

 
 



 

 



Gap Analysis #2 

# Answer % Count 

1 Weak/Limited 0.0% 0 

2 Unsatisfactory, needs major improvement 5.9% 1 

3 Satisfactory, but needs minor improvement 41.2% 7 

4 Good 52.9% 9 

5 Don't know 0.0% 0 

 Total 100% 17 

 
 

 

Bulletin/Newsletter/etc. #2 

# Answer % Count 

1 Weak/Limited 5.9% 1 

2 Unsatisfactory, needs major improvement 0.0% 0 



3 Satisfactory, but needs minor improvement 17.6% 3 

4 Good 58.8% 10 

5 Don't know 17.6% 3 

 Total 100% 17 

 
 

 



 

Interactive dashboard #2 

# Answer % Count 

1 Weak/Limited 0.00% 0 

2 Unsatisfactory, needs major improvement 0.00% 0 

3 Satisfactory, but needs minor improvement 20.00% 3 

4 Good 66.67% 10 

5 Don't know 13.33% 2 

 Total 100% 15 

 
 



 

Meeting minutes #2 

# Answer % Count 

1 Weak/Limited 0.0% 0 

2 Unsatisfactory, needs major improvement 0.0% 0 

3 Satisfactory, but needs minor improvement 11.8% 2 

4 Good 88.2% 15 

5 Don't know 0.0% 0 

 Total 100% 17 

 
 



 

 

# Answer % Count 

1 Weak/Limited 0.0% 0 

2 Unsatisfactory, needs major improvement 0.0% 0 

3 Satisfactory, but needs minor improvement 11.8% 2 

4 Good 88.2% 15 

5 Don't know 0.0% 0 

 Total 100% 17 

  



Q2.3 - Write any comments or information you wish to add on how the cluster supports 
service delivery 

Unable to export widget. Please contact Qualtrics Support. 

 

Write any comments or information you wish to add on how the cluster supports service delivery 

The cluster's meetings are a useful tool in assessing needs, presence of other actors and information sharing. It 
would be great to expand the number of organizations-participants, especially with local ones. 

Translation during the meetings. Overlap and gap analysis 

  



Q3.1 - To the best of your knowledge, has the Cluster coordinated or supported in 
conducting any sectoral or inter-sectoral needs assessments and surveys (including rapid 
needs assessments during emergencies, IPC/Cadre harmonize, market assessment, 
MSNA, etc.) and shared the results? 

 

 

# Answer % Count 

4 No, not at all 0.0% 0 

5 Yes, but very limited and require major improvement 18.8% 3 

6 Yes, fully 50.0% 8 

7 Don’t know 0.0% 0 

8 Yes, to some extend and require minor improvement 31.3% 5 

 Total 100% 16 

  



Q3.2 - How would you rate the process of involving the members? 

 

  



Q3.3 - Does the cluster conducts regular emergency/contingency plans, gap/duplication 
analysis? 

 

  



Q3.4 - To the best of your knowledge, has your Cluster addressed any of these cross-
cutting issues at different levels, including needs analysis HNO, response plan 
HRP/JRP/LCRP, capacity building, guidance notes/policies, etc.: 

 



 

 



 

 



 

  



Q3.5 - To the best of your knowledge, is the Cluster’s response priorities based on specific 
assessment (IPC/CH, FS&L, Multi-Sectoral, etc) and analyses of risks, needs, gaps, etc 

 

 

# Answer % Count 

3 Not applicable 0.0% 0 

4 No, not at all 0.0% 0 

5 Yes, but very limited and require major improvement 5.9% 1 

6 Yes, to some extend and require minor improvement 23.5% 4 

7 Don’t know 0.0% 0 

9 Yes, fully 70.6% 12 

 Total 100% 17 

  



Q3.6 - Please write here any comments or information you wish to add on how the 
Cluster informs decisions of the HC/HCT. 

 

Please write here any comments or information you wish to add on how the Cluster informs decisions of the 
HC/HCT. 
I am very satisfied by the cluster quality work. The cluster head and his assistant have high level of support and 
provide holistic and very specialised gidence with a great level of reactivity! 

  



Q4.1 - Has the Cluster developed and agreed upon a response plan - such as the 
HRP/JRP/LCRP (including strategic objectives, activities and indicators)? 

 

 

# Answer % Count 

4 No 0.0% 0 

5 Yes, but very limited and require major improvement 0.0% 0 

6 Yes, fully 81.3% 13 

7 Don't know 6.3% 1 

8 Yes, to some extend and require minor improvement 12.5% 2 

 Total 100% 16 

  



Q4.2 - To the best of your knowledge, has the Food Security section of the response plan 
been inclusive? 

 

  



Q4.3 - To the best of your knowledge, does the Cluster have common standards and 
guidelines (ex: unit costing, minimum distribution standards for food, crop and livestock, 
assistance modality identification, etc.)? 

 

 

# Answer % Count 

4 No 0.0% 0 

5 Yes, to some extend and require minor improvement 17.6% 3 

6 Not applicable 0.0% 0 

8 Yes, but very limited and require major improvement 5.9% 1 

9 Yes, fully 70.6% 12 

10 Don't know 5.9% 1 

 Total 100% 17 

  



Q4.4 - If yes, how do you rate the usefulness and overall quality of these guidelines? 

 

  



Q4.5 - To the best of your knowledge, did the FS Cluster adopt an informed, clear criteria 
and transparent processes in the HC’s overall funding plan (example: selecting HPC 
projects – for countries that follow Project-Based Costing or Activity costing for countries 
that follow Unit Costing)? 

 

  



Q4.6 - Write here any comments or information you wish to add about planning and 
strategy development. 

Unable to export widget. Please contact Qualtrics Support. 

 

Write here any comments or information you wish to add about planning and strategy development. 

The cluster team is doing their best to have informed indicators and guidence. 

  



Q5.1 - Is information on needs and activities shared by your organization to the Cluster 
reflected in Cluster's Information products (bulletins, dashboards, gap analysis)? 

 

  



Q5.2 - Have Food Security Cluster information products and updates (bulletins, 
dashboards, gap analysis), needs analysis and response planning supported and 
influenced your organization’s decisions? 

 

  



Q5.3 - Write here any comments or information you wish to add on how the Cluster has 
monitored and reported its strategy and results. 

Write here any comments or information you wish to add on how the Cluster has 
monitored and reported its strategy and results. 

  



Q6.1 - Does the cluster facilitates the work around emergency/contingency plans to 
address potential Food Security needs as a result of hazards and risks? 

 

  



Q6.2 - To the best of your knowledge, has the contingency plan been developed with 
other clusters/Inter-cluster? 

 

  



Q6.3 - To the best of your knowledge, has the contingency plan been developed / aligned 
with government protocols? 

 

  



Q6.4 - To the best of your knowledge, has the Cluster discussed what partners might do 
to strengthen the response capacity in country? 

 

  



Q6.5 - To the best of your knowledge, has the Food Security Cluster shared and discussed 
early warning reports and capacity to pre-position for the response? 

 

  



Q6.6 - Write here any comments or information you wish to add on how the Cluster has 
supported in building national capacity in preparedness and contingency planning 

Write here any comments or information you wish to add on how the Cluster has 
supported in building national capacity in preparedness and contingency planning 

  



Q7.1 - Have issues requiring advocacy messages been discussed during Cluster's 
meetings? 

 

  



Q7.2 - Have advocacy activities been undertaken on behalf of the Cluster and its 
members and affected people in different forums? 

 

  



Q7.3 - Write here any other comments and information you wish to add on the Cluster's 
role in advocacy activities. 

Write here any other comments and information you wish to add on the Cluster's role in 
advocacy activities. 

  



Q8.1 - To the best of your knowledge, has the cluster facilitated discussions and 
experience sharing among partners on effective mechanisms to consult and involve 
affected people in decision-making / communication with communities? 

 

  



Q8.2 - To the best of your knowledge, has the cluster facilitated discussions and 
experience sharing among partners on effective mechanisms to receive, investigate and 
act upon complaints on the assistance? 

 

  



Q8.3 - To the best of your knowledge, has the cluster facilitated the sharing of 
information related to other sectors or response-wide AAP mechanisms, e.g. GBV hotline, 
PSEA reporting systems, etc. (if these exist in country)? 

 

  



Q8.4 - Has the Cluster raised and discussed with partners the key issues raised by affected 
people? 

 

  



Q8.5 - Write here any comments or information you wish to add on how the Cluster has 
supported in Accountability to Affected Population 

 

Write here any comments or information you wish to add on how the Cluster has supported in Accountability to 
Affected Population 

A bit more presence in the field would be an added value. 

  



Q9 - Based on all the above core functions, how do you rate your overall satisfaction with 
the Food Security Cluster in your country? 

 

 

# Answer % Count 

1 Weak 0.00% 0 

2 Unsatisfactory, require major improvement 5.88% 1 

3 Satisfactory, require minor improvement 35.29% 6 

4 Strong 58.82% 10 

 Total 100% 17 

  



Q92 - Is there any other comment/question you want to mention?  (free text) 

Is there any other comment/question you want to mention?  (free text) 

 


