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Transparency template
Module: Revenue collection and data quality
Covering requirements Comprehensive disclosure of taxes and revenues (#4.1), Disaggregation (4.7), Data timeliness (4.8), Data quality (4.9) and Project costs (#4.10)

Sector covered by this template: 		☐ Oil and gas	OR	☒Mining and quarrying
Period under review:  What is the period that this template covers? 
Month and year to month and year: 1 July 2021 to 1 October 2025
Note: for Validation, it is the day of commencement of the previous Validation which marks the beginning of the period under review until the date of commencement of the upcoming Validation.

This form is submitted for 	☒ 	International Secretariat feedback as part of							implementation support 

	OR			☐	Validation as part of final submission for assessment

Introduction
This module addresses a fundamental element of the EITI, namely the disclosure of payments and revenues from the oil, gas and mining (Requirement 4.1). This aims to give the public a complete picture of how much extractive companies pay in taxes, royalties and other payments, and how much the government agencies receive. To do so, defining which revenues and companies are material is key. Where the revenues are levied on project level, they need to be disaggregated by project (Requirement 4.7). This enables the public to understand the revenues that each extractive project generates and to identify risks such as tax avoidance and transfer pricing manipulation. For this data to be usable, it needs to be timely (Requirement 4.8) and reliable (4.9), with data on company payments and government revenues subject to credible, independent audit, applying international auditing standards. In addition to these flows, the 2023 EITI Standard has introduced a requirement to disclose information related to project costs (Requirement 4.10) as those have a direct impact on the revenues the government can collect. Note that under Requirement 4.9, the 2023 EITI Standard expands the objective of ensuring stakeholders have confidence on the reliability of data from financial to all extractive industry data in the scope of the EITI Standard. [footnoteRef:0] [0:  To reflect that, questions regarding the comprehensiveness, reliability and timeliness are integrated in all other transparency templates.] 




What is the purpose of this template? 
The purpose of this template (C4) is for the MSG to conduct a self-assessment on meeting the requirements of the component “Revenue collection and data quality” which covers Requirements 4.1, 4.7, 4.8, 4.9 and 4.10. Given that the information is assessed per sector [if the country has two sectors], the self-assessment allows to uncover further areas of improvement particular to the sector, as the challenges and opportunities are often very different. 
The form is structured according to the requirements. Each requirement section contains: 
I. A box with additional resources
II. Corrective actions from the previous Validation, where applicable
III. A self-assessment. This is divided between an assessment of the holders of information and the availability of systematic disclosures, complemented by EITI reporting and an assessment against the technical aspects and underlying objectives of the requirement in questions & response format
IV. Comments from the International Secretariat

When should this template be completed?
The template should be used as a tool for implementation. MSGs are encouraged to use this template regularly and ahead of Validation, for example to inform reporting and identify areas where disclosures need to be strengthened. Before commencement of Validation, the templates could be updated regularly. In such instances, you may get support from your country lead and indicate that this form is for International Secretariat feedback.
The templates should be finalised and published by the commencement of Validation. For Validation, this form serves as basis for assessing the country under this component. The form must be reviewed and signed off by the multi-stakeholder group and submitted latest on the day of the commencement of Validation and be published on the country’s website. At this stage, it should be indicated on the form that the template is submitted for Validation. 

Who should fill this template?
The national secretariat should fill up this template with support from government agencies and constituency members outside of the MSG. The International Secretariat can provide guidance. The MSG should review, discuss and give the final sign-off on the content of the template.
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[bookmark: _i6nafupzh4nl]Requirement 4.1.Comprehensive disclosure of taxes and revenues
I. [bookmark: _fgpf7u9jb1p0]Resources
	· [bookmark: _bs3pxdnbava4]Requirement in full, Validation guide. 
· Guidance note: Defining materiality, reporting thresholds and reporting entities, Establishing the scope of EITI reporting


II. [bookmark: _lbcggy2ib6hy]Corrective actions / recommendations from previous Validation 
ⓘ To inform the work on this module, stakeholders should be aware of corrective actions from previous Validation. In line with Requirement 7.3, the MSG should consider recommendations from EITI implementation such as those arising from EITI reporting related to this requirement of from other studies undertaken.

	Insert recommendation and or corrective action from previous Validation or targeted assessment, if applicable. Indicate the status of addressing the corrective actions, if applicable. If this is a first Validation, this section can be left blank.





[bookmark: _ps12ohwd32tv]
III. [bookmark: _8txx31t7q23r]Self-assessment
ⓘ The self-assessment allows the MSG to understand the aspects of the requirement and estimate its progress towards meeting it. Diverging views within the constituency or between constituencies can be documented in the form. 

[bookmark: _b6pz98n7an1x]Holders of information  
ⓘ The purpose of this mapping is to identify holders of information that are responsible for collecting, storing, processing and ultimately publishing information related to this requirement. It allows to clearly identify who is the information steward that needs to provide the information for EITI reporting: either through reporting or systematic disclosures. 

	
	Question
	Response

	Payments and revenues disclosures 4.1.a, b, d
	Which government entity(ies) is/ are responsible for collecting and publishing information on all material payments and revenues in the Choose an item. sector?
	Holder(s) of information: link to summary data OR specify each agency and the corresponding payment it collects and where this information could be accessed by the public
Zambia Revenue Authority (ZRA) collects most major taxes including royalties, CIT, PAYE, VAT, customs and withholding taxes. The Ministry of Mines and Mineral Development (MMMD) collects licence, application, area and environmental fees. The Ministry of Lands (MoL) collects ground rents and land registration fees; the Ministry of Finance (MoFNP) receives dividends and share sale proceeds; and ZCCM-IH collects dividends, participation fees, and revenues from mining rights or share transfers. 
While there are ongoing efforts by MMMD, ZRA and MOF to publish financial data on platforms such as the MOSES and ZIMIS, government agencies do not publish detailed mining-sector revenue figures on their own websites ZEITI remains the main source of government disclosures of financial and non-financial data on extractives, mainly through EITI reports and the ZEITI mainstreaming portal. 
Details in ZEITI 2023 summary data

	Company payments 4.1.a, d
	Which companies of the Mining and quarying sector covered by the EITI reporting process are required to make payments to the government, and where can this information be accessed? 
	Holder(s) of information: link to summary data OR specify each agency and the corresponding payment it collects and where this information could be accessed by the public
Information of payments made by the 16 companies covered in the 2023 EITI Report can be accessed on the ZEITI mainstreaming portal, 2023 ZEITI Report and Summary data. 
In FY 2023, the largest contributors to Zambia’s mining revenues were Kansanshi Mining (FQM), Kalumbila Minerals (FQM), Chambishi Copper Smelter, Lumwana Mining and Konkola Copper Mining together account majority of payments to government.

	Audited financial statements 4.1.e
	Which companies have published their audited financial statements or its main items and where can this information be accessed by the public?
	Link to summary data (reporting entities – link to financial statements) OR specify the website link where the audited financial statements or its main items could be accessed, or refer to an existing overview including links.

	Tax deductions and incentives 4.1.e
	Which companies received tax deductions and incentives from the period covered by this template? Where can this information be accessed by the public? 
	specify company, the corresponding deduction or incentives applicable to it, and where this information could be accessed by the public. Please add website links if applicable.  



[bookmark: _xz6xvt1zb2d1]Technical requirements
 
	Required
	#4.1.b – full government disclosure of extractives revenues

	Availability
	Does the government disclose the amount of total revenues received from oil, gas and mining companies?
☒  Yes ☐ No 

Are these revenues disaggregated by revenue stream?
 ☒ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partially

If the answer is partially, which revenue streams were not disaggregated? 
Explain:

If no or partially, is this because of significant practical or legal barriers?
☐ Yes ☐ No 
Explain:

Where to find the full government revenues disaggregated by payment stream
Systematic disclosures: website or routine publication by the holders of information,  typically applicable in regimes that have legal reporting requirements for companies in the extractives sector. 
ZEITI mainstreaming portal
AND / OR
Other sources: EITI summary data for the year under review, EITI scoping study or final report (year and page number), EITI website etc, MSG meeting minutes 
ZEITI 2024 summary data


	Required
	#4.1.c – Materiality threshold and list of material payment streams, companies

	Determination of Materiality 
	Has the MSG agreed which payment streams and revenues are applicable to the extractives sector?
☒ Yes ☐ No 

Has the MSG agreed a threshold of materiality for revenue streams?

☒ Yes ☐ No 

Has the MSG agreed a definition and threshold of materiality for reporting entities?
☒ Yes ☐ No 
Please specify what other options were considered and what were the considerations for the agreed materiality threshold. For example, the MSG may apply different materiality thresholds for different revenue streams, i.e. if it deems it important for public debate despite the relative low amount in terms of total revenues.   
Elaborate. ZEITI Executive Council (ZEC) agreed to select companies making payments above ZMW 100 million to Government agencies in 2023. These companies represent 94% of the total revenue collected. Accordingly, 16 companies were selected for the reconciliation scope. 
Regarding the payment streams, ZEC decided to adopt a risk-based approach. This means that only revenue streams that have previously provided huge discrepancies were reconciled to ascertain whether the recommendations in previous ZEITI report have been addressed by the respective reporting agency. Accordingly, only VAT, Withholding VAT, Import VAT, Mineral royalty, and CIT were included in the reconciliation scope. The remaining payment streams are unilaterally reported by the government agencies. 
Where to find the definition and list of applicable payment streams, materiality thresholds for payment streams in the period under review: 
Systematic disclosures: website or routine publication by the holders of information,  typically applicable in regimes that have legal reporting requirements for companies in the extractives sector. 
AND / OR
Other sources: EITI scoping study or final report (year and page number), EITI website etc, MSG meeting minutes 
ZEITI 2023 EITI Report p. x as well as MSG meeting minutes X, page number X

Where to find the list of reporting entities (companies and government)?
Systematic disclosures: website or routine publication by the holders of information,  typically applicable in regimes that have legal reporting requirements for companies in the extractives sector. 
AND / OR
Other sources: EITI summary data for the year under review, EITI scoping study or final report (year and page number), EITI website etc, MSG meeting minutes 
ZEITI 2023 EITI Report p. x as well as MSG meeting minutes X, page number X


	Required
	#4.1.a  and #4.1.d.– Payments and revenues disclosure

	Availability
	Is the following information available? 
· Are all material payments by companies to government publicly disclosed ? 
☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partially 

If the response is no or partially, specify the payments that were not disclosed: elaborate 

If the response is no (i.e. companies did not disclose the payments), is it because the MSG has agreed to unilateral disclosure by government?
☐ Yes ☐ No
Elaborate (optional) 

· Are all material revenues received by or on behalf of the government publicly disclosed?
☐ Yes ☐ No ☒ Partially
If the response is no or partially, specify the revenue streams that were not disclosed: elaborate: All material government entities reported/ publicly disclosed material revenues through ZEITI, with the exception of the Environmental Protection Fund  
. 
If the response is no, ( i.e. government did not disclose the payments) is it because the MSG has agreed to unilateral disclosure by companies?
☐ Yes ☒ No
Elaborate (optional):

Where to find the publication of all material payment made by companies? 
Systematic disclosures: website or routine publication by the holders of information,  typically applicable in regimes that have legal reporting requirements for companies in the extractives sector. 
AND / OR
Other sources: Summary data, EITI Report (year and page number), EITI website etc, MSG meeting minutes 

Where to find the publication of all material revenues received by government?
Systematic disclosures: website or routine publication by the holders of information,  typically applicable in regimes that have legal reporting requirements for companies in the extractives sector: ZEITI mainstreaming portal. 
AND / OR
Other sources: Summary data, EITI Report (year and page number), EITI website etc, MSG meeting minutes
ZEITI 2023 EITI Report p. x as well as MSG meeting minutes X, page number X
 



	Assessment on comprehensiveness
	Do any stakeholders (including, but not limited to MSG members) consider material payments by companies to be incomplete? (payments are missing or companies are missing)
☐ Yes    ☒ No

If yes, is it because of: 
i. Misstatements or omission of material payments?
☐ Yes    ☐No  

Please elaborate

ii. Omission of material companies?
☐ Yes    ☐No  

Please elaborate

If yes on either of the above, what is the reason for omissions of information? 
Elaborate:

Do stakeholders consider material revenues received by the government to be incomplete?
If yes, is it because of: 
i. Misstatements or omission of material payments?
☐ Yes    ☒ No  

Elaborate

ii. Omission of government entities?
☐ Yes    ☒ No  

If yes on either of the above, what is the reason for omissions of information? 
Elaborate:


Have those gaps been clearly identified, for example through EITI reporting?
☐ Yes   ☐ No 
Explain:

Are the gaps due to legal or practical barriers?
☐ Yes   ☐ No

If yes, explain plans to overcome barriers to disclosure on payments and revenues?
Explain: can include a reference to work plan activities, MSG meeting minutes etc.
 



If there are omissions or misstatements, do they impact the comprehensiveness of disclosures?[footnoteRef:1]  [1:  With reference to the target for coverage that the MSG has set in the scoping stage.] 

☐ Yes    ☐No  

Please elaborate

Where to find the assessment of the comprehensiveness of revenue and payment data (source) 
Systematic disclosures: website or routine publication by the holders of information,  typically applicable in regimes that have financial reporting requirements. 
AND / OR
Other sources: EITI Report (year and page number), EITI website etc. The statement of comprehensiveness may be grouped with a statement on the reliability of revenue data (see 4.9)

The statement of comprehensiveness and reliability of revenue data can be accessed on pX of the 2023 ZEITI Report. 




	Expected
	#4.1.a – Routine disclosures

	Availability
	Is the government routinely disclosing[footnoteRef:2] the requisite information through government reporting? [2:  Routinely disclose means that the reporting entity reports this information on a regular basis, as defined by law.] 

☒ Yes ☐ No
Are companies routinely disclosing the requisite information through corporate reporting?
☐ Yes ☒ No

If no to both, has the MSG discussed the routine (systematic) disclosure of payments and revenues?
☒ Yes ☐ No
Where can we find the evidence of that discussion?
Elaborate, include references to MSG meeting minutes

If payments and revenues are routinely disclosed, is the information collated[footnoteRef:3]? [3:  Meaning the routinely published data on company payments and government revenues is brought together in a central overview. ] 

☒ Yes ☐ No
If yes:
Where are those routine disclosures collated?
Systematic disclosures: website or routine publication by the holders of information,  typically applicable in regimes that have financial reporting requirements. 
ZEITI Mainstreaming Portal.
 
AND / OR
Other sources: Summary data, EITI Report (year and page number), EITI website etc

Are any concerns abouts gaps and data quality of routine disclosures addressed in EITI Reports?
☐ Yes ☒ No
If yes, where can that be found: EITI Report (year and page number), EITI website etc 



	Expected
	4.1.e – Audited financial statements

	Availability
	Do reporting companies publicly disclose their audited financial statements?
☐ Yes ☐ No ☒ Partially
If no or partially, are the main items of these financial statements, i.e., balance sheet, profit/loss statement, cash flows, effective tax rates) available?
☒ Yes ☐ No

Where are can the financial statements or main items be found?
Systematic disclosures: website or routine publication by the holders of information,  typically applicable in regimes that have financial reporting requirements.
Most large-scale companies in Zambia disclose their AFS and or related governance and financial information on their website. However, these are often at aggregated level (corporate level), with some disaggregated information (by project). For example, FQM Tax Transparency disclosures include data on its Kanshashi and Kalumbila mines while Barrick’s Annual Report for Africa include data on its Lumwana mine in Zambia. ZCCM-IH publishes its AFS annually, as well as publishing extracts from 2023 Annual Reports of KCM.  There are no public disclosures of AFS for many of the small and medium scale companies. 
AND / OR
Other sources: EITI summary data, EITI Report (year and page number), EITI website etc

If companies have not published their financial statements, where is evidence that this has been discussed by the MSG?

Where to find evidence of this discussion:  MSG meeting minutes (link), annual progress report, or similar

☐ There has been no discussion on companies publishing their financial statements 


	Assessment on comprehensive-ness, reliability and timeliness of information
	Do any stakeholders (including, but not limited to MSG members) consider the information on the audited financial statements of companies to be incomplete, unreliable or outdated?

Material payments by companies are… 
	Incomplete (some companies do not disclose)
	Unreliable (not trustworthy)
	Outdated (not timely)

	☐ Yes   ☒ No
	☐ Yes   ☒ No
	☐ Yes   ☒ No



Elaborate: 

OR
☐  No review of the comprehensiveness, reliability and timeliness of financial statements of companies has been undertaken in the period under review. 

If a review was done and stakeholders consider there are gaps, have those gaps been clearly identified, for example through EITI reporting?
☐ Yes   ☐ No 
Explain: 

Are the gaps due to legal or practical barriers?
☐ Yes   ☐ No

If yes, explain plans to overcome barriers to disclosure of financial statements or key financial items:
Explain: can include a reference to work plan activities, MSG meeting minutes etc.

	Encouraged
	4.1.e – Tax deductions and incentives

	Availability
	Is information on companies’ tax deductions and incentives in the period under review available?
☐ Yes ☐ No ☐ Partially 
OR
☐ No companies have received tax deductions or incentives in the year under review

Elaborate, for example if the MSG has considered reviewing tax incentives or deductions (including date of meeting and link to the minutes if available), or any other considerations on this topic.

	Assessment on comprehensive-ness, reliability and timeliness of information
	If information on company tax deductions and incentives was published, do any stakeholders (including, but not limited to MSG members) consider the information on the tax deductions and incentives to be incomplete, unreliable or outdated?
	Incomplete (some companies do not disclose)
	Unreliable (not trustworthy)
	Outdated (not timely)

	☐ Yes    ☐No
	☐ Yes    ☐No
	☐ Yes    ☐No



Elaborate:
Have those gaps been clearly identified, for example through EITI reporting?
☐ Yes   ☐ No 
Explain:
Are the gaps due to legal or practical barriers?
☐ Yes   ☐ No
If yes, explain plans to overcome barriers to disclosure information on tax deductions:
Explain: can include a reference to work plan activities, MSG meeting minutes etc.


The MSG is invited to provide additional comments and observations, for example any possible gaps, ways to improve data quality, importance for implementation with regards to country priorities, barriers to disclosures and how stakeholders (MSG, government, companies) are addressing those:
	Add any further comments: 




[bookmark: _mtknztea222q]Underlying objective 
The objective of this requirement is to ensure comprehensive disclosures of company payments and/or government revenues from oil, gas and mining as the basis for detailed public understanding of the contribution of the extractive industries to government revenues. 
Use of information
1. Does the MSG consider that the data on payments and revenues is comprehensive, allowing the reader to have a complete picture of the total revenues received from the sector? Does the MSG consider the way the information is published in comprehensible?
	☐ Yes           ☐No
Describe the data set(s) available, including in what format



2. Is any of the information as set out above available in open format, for example as excel work sheet?
	☒ Yes           ☐No
Describe the data set(s) available, including in what format
National revenue types (e.g. taxes, royalties, fees)
G‑Factor data disclosures
Top-paying companies,




3. Has the MSG conducted any analysis of payment and revenue data? For what purpose? 
	☐ Yes           ☐No
If yes, sources of where this analysis can be found and key findings: 



4. Is the MSG aware of stakeholders using this information?
	☒ Yes           ☐No
If yes, sources of where this analysis can be found: 
Zambia’s Transparent G-Factor Mining Revenue System Sets New Standards
What is the contribution of the mining sector to Southern African economies?
Is Transparency Enough? An Examination of the Effect of the Extractive Industry Transparency Initiative (EITI) on Accountability, Corruption and Trust in Zambia" (October 2023, ICTD Working Paper 175, IDS)




[bookmark: _j4hckijsj1pj]Conclusion
Based on the above, what is the MSG’s self-assessments towards fulfilling both the objective and technical requirements?
Score is:
	☐
	☐
	☐
	☒ 
	☐
	☐

	very poor (0)
	poor (25)
	limited (50)
	good (70)
	very good (90)
	leading (100)

	
	
	
	
	
	


Or 
☐ not applicable

	Explain


IV. [bookmark: _8wkytpynabw2]International Secretariat feedback
	To be filled in by the International Secretariat
Observations of comprehensiveness of addressing the aspects, any gaps identified and further clarification needed.   

	#4.1.b – full government disclosure of extractives revenues
required 
	

	#4.1.c – Materiality threshold and list of material payment streams, companies
required
	

	#4.1.a  and #4.1.d.– Payments and revenues disclosure
	

	#4.1.a  and #4.1.d.– Assessment on comprehensiveness and reliability
required
	

	#4.1.a – Routine (systematic) disclosures
Expected
	

	#4.1.e Audited financial statements
expected
	

	#4.1.e Tax deductions and incentives
encouraged
	

	Underlying objective
	

	Data on information holder
	

	On availability of systematic disclosures (overall)
	

	On open format of disclosures
	

	On the use of data
	

	Other observations (ie innovations, progress or regression to previous Validations)
	




	



[bookmark: _i5enfxh5yfwj]

[bookmark: _e76329d7zgp6]Requirement 4.7 Level of disaggregation
I. [bookmark: _uewrorgrjf9q]Resources
	· Requirement in full, Validation guide. 
· Guidance note: Project-level reporting


II. [bookmark: _n73jvaylkh7r]Corrective actions / recommendations from previous Validation 
ⓘ To inform the work on this module, stakeholders should be aware of corrective actions from previous Validation. In line with Requirement 7.3, the MSG should consider recommendations from EITI implementation such as those arising from EITI reporting related to this requirement of from other studies undertaken.

	Insert recommendation and or corrective action from previous Validation or targeted assessment, if applicable. Indicate the status of addressing the corrective actions, if applicable. If this is a first Validation, this section can be left blank.

Corrective action
In accordance with Requirement 4.7, the ZEC should continue to improve its coverage of government revenues by project (license). In order to further improve on Zambian government systems, and the ability to monitor payments on a per-license basis, Zambia EITI is encouraged to engage the MMMD and ZRA to ensure that payments are recorded as part of regular corporate filings to government, which occur on a per-license basis. Zambia EITI may wish to explore with these government agencies whether any changes are needed in laws or in statutory instruments and regulations, to ensure that data is regularly collected by government agencies on a per-license basis.
Status: 




III. [bookmark: _x18x4jc8cw5d]Self-assessment
ⓘ The self-assessment allows the MSG to understand the aspects of the requirement and estimate its progress towards meeting it. Diverging views within the constituency or between constituencies can be documented in the form. 

[bookmark: _7q4230qjvlfp]Holders of information  
ⓘ The purpose of this mapping is to identify holders of information that are responsible for collecting, storing, processing and ultimately publishing information related to this requirement. It allows to clearly identify who is the information steward that needs to provide the information for EITI reporting: either through reporting or systematic disclosures. 
	
	Question
	Response

	#4.7.a
	Which government entity keeps or records information on revenues levied or reported at project-level? 
	Holder(s) of information: please specify:
Refer the previous responses under Req 4.1

Add source of information: EITI summary data (work sheet ‘company and project payments), website links, publication or page of EITI Reports with this information 
Details in ZEITI 2023 summary data(work sheet ‘company and project payments)


[bookmark: _hc70hkw49jqb]
[bookmark: _qsacsh3pgv9k]Technical requirements
 
	Required
	#4.7 - Level of disaggregation

	Definition
	Has the MSG agreed a definition of “project”?
☒ Yes   ☐No
If yes, is it aligned with the EITI’s definition of project[footnoteRef:4]? [4:  A “project” is defined as operational activities that are governed by a single contract, license, lease, concession or similar legal agreement, and form the basis for payment liabilities with a government. Nonetheless, if multiple such agreements are substantially interconnected, the multi-stakeholder group must clearly identify and document which instances are considered a single project.] 


☒ Yes   ☐No
Explain: In Zambia, a project is defined by ZEC as “the operational activities that are governed by a single licence and forms the basis for payment liabilities with a government”. The 2021 Validation of Zambia noted that the MSG had adequately identified what constitutes a project in the Zambian context, as well as which revenue streams are levied/imposed on project level and that the approach taken to report revenues by Zambia EITI is also fully in line EITI's Requirement 4.7.

Has the MSG established a list of projects that material companies are engaged in?
☒ Yes   ☐No

Has the MSG identified what revenue streams are levied on project-level?
☒ Yes   ☐No

Where to find the definition, list of projects and revenue streams levied on project level:
Systematic disclosures: website or routine publication by the holders of information,  legal basis. 
AND / OR
Other sources: Summary data, EITI Report (year and page number), EITI website etc
Details in ZEITI 2023 summary data (work sheet ‘company and project payments) and EITI Report 2023, p. 

	Availability of disaggregated data
	Is EITI financial data disaggregated by:
· project
☐ Yes   ☐No ☒Partially 
If the answer is “partially”, specify which revenue streams are not disaggregated by project
Elaborate: A review of the summary data suggest that of the 87 revenue streams marked as “Levied on project,” only 56 were also marked as “Reported by project,” indicating a project level reporting rate of 64.4%. Mineral royalty, property rates, Environmental Protection Fund and Annual Business Fees are among the streams levied on projects but not disaggregated by project by some reporting companies. 

· company
☒ Yes   ☐No ☐Partially
If the answer is “partially”, specify which revenue streams are not disaggregated by company 
Elaborate
· government entity
☒ Yes   ☐No ☐Partially 
If the answer is “partially”, specify which revenue streams are not disaggregated by government entity 
· revenue stream
☒ Yes   ☐No ☐Partially 
If the answer is “partially”, please elaborate:  



The MSG is invited to provide additional comments and observations, for example any possible gaps, ways to improve data quality, importance for implementation with regards to country priorities, barriers to disclosures and how stakeholders (MSG, government, companies) are addressing those:
	Add any further comments: Given the government’s target of tripling copper production to meet the national three (3) million tonnes copper agenda by 2031, project-level reporting provides a critical opportunity to assess whether increased production translates into commensurate revenue payments to the state, thereby strengthening domestic resource mobilisation. 

Since the last Validation where only 70% of companies’ payments that were made by project were reported as such, the MSG has intensified outreach to companies that failed to provide information with adequate detail including Kalumbila Minerals Limited, ZCCM Investments Holdings Plc, Kagem Mining Ltd, Sino-Metals Leach Zambia Ltd, Larfage Cement Zambia Plc, and CNMC Luanshya Copper Mines Plc.
Despite the efforts, project level reporting continues to range between 64% to 70%, demonstrating the need for further efforts.  
Based on the MSG engagement and improve understanding of the gaps, it is the MSG’s recommendation that …can help overcome this issue of government systems in the medium to long-term.



[bookmark: _kksnj2v4xbua]Underlying objective 
The objective of this requirement is to ensure disaggregation in public disclosures of company payments and government revenues from oil, gas and mining that enables the public to assess the extent to which the government can monitor its revenue receipts as defined by its legal and fiscal framework, and that the government receives what it ought to from each individual extractive project.
Use of information
1. Does the MSG consider that EITI financial data is disaggregated in sufficient detail to enable the public to assess the extent to which the government receives what it ought to from each individual extractive project?
Yes           ☐No
If no, please elaborate:

2. Has the MSG conducted any analysis of payment and revenue data on a specific project?
	☐ Yes           ☐No
If yes, sources of where this analysis can be found and key findings: 



3. Is the MSG aware of stakeholders using project-level data ?
	☐ Yes           ☐No
If yes, sources of where this analysis can be found: 



4. [bookmark: _cq28kmnmfwyz]Is the data available in open format? 
	☐ Yes           ☐No
If yes, sources of where this analysis can be found: 



Conclusion
Based on the above, what is the MSG’s self-assessments towards fulfilling both the objective and technical requirements?
Score is:
	☐
	☐
	☐
	☒ 
	☐
	☐

	very poor (0)
	poor (25)
	limited (50)
	good (70)
	very good (90)
	leading (100)

	
	
	
	
	
	


Or 
☐ not applicable

	Explain


IV. [bookmark: _hdd3kj4xzi5]International Secretariat feedback
	To be filled in by the International Secretariat
Observations of comprehensiveness of addressing the aspects, any gaps identified and further clarification needed.   

	4.7 Level of disaggregation
Required
	

	4.7 Definition of project 
Required 
	

	Underlying objective
	

	Relevance of project-level data when linked to ongoing issues/reforms in the country
	

	On availability of systematic disclosures for project-level data 
	

	On the timeliness of disclosures of project-level data
	

	On open format of disclosures of project -level data 
	

	On the use of data
	

	Any other observations
	




	



[bookmark: _j6qc5jhqtlr7]Requirement 4.8 Data timeliness
I. [bookmark: _9s782dnw8nm]Resources
	· Requirement in full, Validation guide. 


II. [bookmark: _c1bvadl6lxvi]Corrective actions / recommendations from previous Validation 
ⓘ To inform the work on this module, stakeholders should be aware of corrective actions from previous Validation. In line with Requirement 7.3, the MSG should consider recommendations from EITI implementation such as those arising from EITI reporting related to this requirement of from other studies undertaken.

	Insert recommendation and or corrective action from previous Validation or targeted assessment, if applicable. Indicate the status of addressing the corrective actions, if applicable. If this is a first Validation, this section can be left blank.



III. [bookmark: _1lw11zfct3j1]Self-assessment
ⓘ The self-assessment allows the MSG to understand the aspects of the requirement and estimate its progress towards meeting it. Diverging views within the constituency or between constituencies can be documented in the form. 


[bookmark: _544djkijj8f3]Technical requirements
 
	Required
	#4.8.a – Period covered by EITI disclosures

	Availability
	Has the MSG agreed the accounting period covered by the EITI disclosures?
☒ Yes           ☐No

	Required
	#4.8.b – Timeliness

	
	Are disclosures no older than the second to last complete accounting period?
☒ Yes           ☐No

	Expected
	#4.8.a – Publication of regular and timely information

	
	How recent are payment and revenue disclosures?
Explain, for example if there are any disclosures through e-reporting, how recent they are. You may wish to provide links to specific disclosures that are recent. 
While the 2023 Report mostly covers the 2023 FY, ZEITI Mainstreaming portal provides more updated financial disclosures covering 2024 FY. 


Are those disclosures regular, meaning published in the same intervals?
☒ Yes           ☐No
Any further comments: 




The MSG is invited to provide additional comments and observations, for example any possible gaps, ways to improve data quality, importance for implementation with regards to country priorities, barriers to disclosures and how stakeholders (MSG, government, companies) are addressing those:
	Add any further comments: By the end of 2024, the government reported over USD 9 billion in consolidated investment. To ensure citizens understand how mineral revenues affect their lives, the ZEC is committed to improving the timeliness and accessibility of data on Zambia’s mineral resources and revenues. Building on the 2024 launch of the ZEITI mainstreaming portal, the 2025 workplan prioritises encouraging key institutions to systematically publish all EITI-related data on publicly accessible government platforms.



[bookmark: _o52q1cvdkkx]Underlying objective 
The objective of this requirement is to ensure that public disclosures of company payments and government revenues from oil, gas and mining are sufficiently timely to be relevant to inform public debate and policymaking.
Use of information
1. Do MSG members consider that disclosures are sufficiently timely to be relevant to inform public debate and policymaking?
☒Yes           ☐No
If no, please elaborate: While there is room for disclosing the most recent data, ZEC believes the current disclosures on ZEITI  portal and EITI Reports strikes the right balance between timeliness and quality. 

2. Has the MSG explored options for “real-time” EITI reporting?
	☒ Yes           ☐No
If yes, sources of where this analysis can be found and key findings: Building on the 2024 launch of the ZEITI mainstreaming portal, the 2025 workplan prioritises encouraging key institutions to systematically publish all EITI-related data on publicly accessible government platforms. 




[bookmark: _ep5yzuexsriq]Conclusion
Based on the above, what is the MSG’s self-assessments towards fulfilling both the objective and technical requirements?
Score is:
	☐
	☐
	☐
	☐
	☒ 
	☐

	very poor (0)
	poor (25)
	limited (50)
	good (70)
	very good (90)
	leading (100)

	
	
	
	
	
	


Or 
☐ not applicable

	Explain


IV. [bookmark: _hkj3t3o9hwij]International Secretariat feedback
	To be filled in by the International Secretariat
Observations of comprehensiveness of addressing the aspects, any gaps identified and further clarification needed.   

	4.8.a Period covered by EITI disclosures
required
	

	4.8.b Timeliness of disclosures (max 24 months)
required
	

	4.8.a Regular and timely publication
expected
	

	Underlying objective
	

	Any other observations
	




	





[bookmark: _8e4ghw4evpy0]Requirement 4.9 Data quality
I. [bookmark: _a7rz56e9uhaw]Resources
	· Requirement in full, Validation guide. 
· Guidance note: Data quality and assurance of revenue and non-revenue data


II. [bookmark: _l9uwdbue8kyo]Corrective actions / recommendations from previous Validation 
ⓘ To inform the work on this module, stakeholders should be aware of corrective actions from previous Validation. In line with Requirement 7.3, the MSG should consider recommendations from EITI implementation such as those arising from EITI reporting related to this requirement of from other studies undertaken.

	Insert recommendation and or corrective action from previous Validation or targeted assessment, if applicable. Indicate the status of addressing the corrective actions, if applicable. If this is a first Validation, this section can be left blank.

Strategic recommendation
To ensure continued adherence with Requirement 4.9.a, the ZEC should rectify the procedural errors which are highlighted as part of this Validation report. Zambia should ensure that there is a clear assessment, for each material company, whether they have conformed with applicable laws and regulations related to external audits. The assessment should indicate (i) which companies should be subject to credible and independent audits, and (ii) which companies undertook such audits and complied with filing obligations towards government entities
Status




III. [bookmark: _kxc0x6nadwps]Self-assessment
ⓘ The self-assessment allows the MSG to understand the aspects of the requirement and estimate its progress towards meeting it. Diverging views within the constituency or between constituencies can be documented in the form. 

[bookmark: _b31v9g47f7ox]Holders of information  
ⓘ The purpose of this mapping is to identify holders of information that are responsible for collecting, storing, processing and ultimately publishing information related to this requirement. It allows to clearly identify who is the information steward that needs to provide the information for EITI reporting: either through reporting or systematic disclosures. 

	
	Question
	Response

	#4.9.a p
	What government entity(ies) provide assurances of extractive revenue data ?
	Holder(s) of information: please specify internal and external audit bodies that review carry out audits of extractive revenue data revenue data.
For example: government inspector general, supreme audit institution
The Office of the Auditor General (OAG) of Zambia

	#4.9.c
	Non-revenue data: 
What government entity(ies) provide assurances of non-revenue data (requirements 2-3 and 5-6)?
	Holder(s) of information: please specify internal and external audit bodies that review carry out audits of extractive revenue data revenue data.
For example: government inspector general, supreme audit institution
The Office of the Auditor General (OAG) of Zambia



[bookmark: _preeok19fmg5]Technical requirements
 
	Required
	#4.9.c – Procedure to address data quality and assurance

	Availability
	Has the MSG agreed a procedure to address data quality and assurance?
☒ Yes           ☐No
If yes, which of the following standard procedures endorsed by the Board did the MSG adopt? Check one. 
☐Reconciliation
☐Risk-based approach
  
If the MSG adopted reconciliation:  
Has the MSG undertaken the following based on the new ToR for Reporting? :
· Has the MSG investigated discrepancies and addressed detected errors and omissions? 
☒ Yes           ☐ No
 What were the findings of this investigation?
· Is there a categorical statement from the entity performing the reconciliation on the comprehensiveness and reliability of the government extractive revenue data? 
☒ Yes           ☐ No

· If all companies have audited financial statement, is there a management attestation from companies confirming that data provided in their EITI reporting templates is consistent with, or corresponds to, their audited financial statements? 
☐ Yes           ☒ No

· Alternatively, if material reporting entities do not have financial statements audited for the period under review, did all material government entities and extractive companies submit their reporting templates certified by an external auditor (for companies) or by the Supreme Audit Institution (for government entities)? 
☐ Yes           ☒No


If the MSG adopted a risk-based approach has the MSG undertook the following steps based on the new ToR for Reporting? :
Step 1: Risk Assessment:  ☐ Yes           ☐ No

Step 2: Verification strategy: ☐ Yes           ☐ No

Step 3: Implementation of the Verification strategy: ☐ Yes           ☐ No

If the MSG applied any of the above procedures has the MSG:
· Documented the rationale for the adopted procedure
☐ Yes           ☐No
Where to find the adopted procedure: ie link to EITI website, page of scoping report

· Agreed on reporting templates:
☐ Yes           ☐No
· Attested that there has been no deviation from the agreed upon procedure?
☐ Yes           ☐No

If the MSG did not adopt the reconciliation or the risk-based approach for data quality assurance, please explain its approach to data quality assurance. 
Explain

Has the MSG sought for Board approval of this procedure in advance? 
☐ Yes           ☐No


	Required
	#4.9.a – Review and assessment of audit and assurances 

	Assessment of audit and assurance mechanisms
	Has the MSG reviewed audit and assurance procedures for material government entities included in the scope of EITI reporting?

☒ Yes           ☐No 


Has the MSG assessed whether government revenues disclosed are subject to credible, independent audit, applying international auditing standards?
☒ Yes           ☐No 

Has the MSG reviewed audit and assurance procedures for material companies included in the scope of EITI reporting?

☒ Yes           ☐No 


Has the MSG assessed whether companies are subject to credible, independent audit, applying international auditing standards?
☒ Yes           ☐No 

Where to find the assessments of audit and assurance procedures and audit standards:  ie link to EITI website, section of EITI Report (note page nr)


	Expected
	#4.9.b –Government and company disclosures are subject to credible, independent audit, applying international auditing standards

	
	
It is expected that government and company disclosures are subject to credible, independent audit, applying international auditing standards. The assessment is covered by 4.9.a. (see section above).
Has the MSG provided an explanation of the underlying audit and assurance procedures that government revenue data has been subject to?
☒ Yes           ☐No

Has the MSG provided an explanation of the underlying audit and assurance procedures that companies have been subject to?
☒ Yes           ☐No

If yes, is supporting documentation publicly accessible?
☒ Yes           ☐No

Where to find the explanation of the audit and assurance procedures: 
Systematic disclosures, usually by the holders of information: Link to website or report
EITI disclosures: for example, page of EITI Report

Did the assessment of audit and assurance procedures find that government entities subject to credible, independent audit, applying international auditing standards? 
☒ Yes           ☐No        ☐ Partially           
Add further detail on the assessment:  

Did the assessment find that companies are indeed subject to credible, independent audit, applying international auditing standards? 
☒ Yes           ☐No      ☐Partially
Add further detail on the assessment (optional) 

If the MSG did not do such an assessment, is it due to legal or practical barriers?
☐ Yes   ☐ No
If yes, explain plans to overcome barriers to  of all of the above information, or provide a link to where the assessment on comprehensiveness, reliability and timeliness can be accessed, ie. a study, EITI Report section (year, page), etc.



	Encouraged
	#4.9.c – Procedure for data reliability of non-revenue information

	
	Has the MSG agreed an approach to data reliability for the disclosure of non-revenue information in accordance with EITI Requirements 2, 3, 5 and 6?
☒  Yes           ☐No
If yes, explain: for instance for production or export data. 

If yes, where can the approach to data reliability for EITI Requirements 2, 3, 5 and 6 be accessed? 
ie link to EITI website, scoping study etc.  section of EITI Report (note page nr) ZEITI Website- https://zambiaeiti.org/departments/ 




The MSG is invited to provide additional comments and observations, for example any possible gaps, ways to improve data quality, importance for implementation with regards to country priorities, barriers to disclosures and how stakeholders (MSG, government, companies) are addressing those:
	Add any further comments: 




[bookmark: _qukc7qu3839e]Underlying objective 
The objective of this requirement is to ensure that appropriate measures have been taken to ensure the reliability of disclosures of company payments and/or government revenues from oil, gas and mining. The aim is for the EITI to contribute to strengthening routine government and company audit and assurance systems and practices, so that stakeholders can have confidence in the reliability of the financial data on payments and revenues and of other extractive industry data.

Use of information
1. Do MSG members consider that disclosures are sufficiently reliable to inform public debate and policymaking?
☒ Yes           ☐No
If no, please elaborate:

2. Has the MSG identified weaknesses in audit and assurance systems, in government and/or industry? If so, has the MSG made recommendations to strengthen this work? 
	☐ Yes           ☒  No
If yes, elaborate: 



3. Has the MSG reviewed of existing audit reports on government entities and/or industry are publicly accessible? If so, has the MSG made recommendations to improve access to those reports? 
	☒   Yes           ☐No
If yes, elaborate: The MSG reviews audited financial statements of entities through the OAG report.



4. Have there been any improvements due to EITI reporting and follow-up on implementation on the quality of data which the MSG may wish to highlight?
	☒  Yes           ☐No
If yes, elaborate: 




[bookmark: _tg1zp1kcd93n]Conclusion
Based on the above, what is the MSG’s self-assessments towards fulfilling both the objective and technical requirements?
Score is:
	☐
	☐
	☐
	☒ 
	☐
	☐

	very poor (0)
	poor (25)
	limited (50)
	good (70)
	very good (90)
	leading (100)

	
	
	
	
	
	


Or 
☐ not applicable

	Explain


IV. [bookmark: _jwzvix4dqjr]International Secretariat feedback
	To be filled in by the International Secretariat
Observations of comprehensiveness of addressing the aspects, any gaps identified and further clarification needed.   

	4.9.c Procedure to address data quality and assurance
Required
	

	4.9.c Deviation from standard procedures
Required
	

	4.9.a – Review and assessment of audit and assurances of government revenues and company payments
Required
	

	4.9.b Government disclosures (requirement 4) are subject to credible, independent audit, applying international auditing standards 
Expected
	

	4.9.b Company disclosures (requirement 4) are subject to credible, independent audit, applying international auditing standards 
Expected
	

	4.9.c Procedure for reliability of non-revenue data
Encouraged
	

	On systematic disclosures of audit and assurance reports (government and companies)
	

	On timeliness of audit and assurance reports (government and companies)
	

	Underlying objective
	

	Any other observations
	









[bookmark: _1xdz2i50pm28]
[bookmark: _hznqillyeolp]Requirement 4.10: Project costs
I. [bookmark: _xuz4vmtosaob]Resources
	Resources: Requirement in full, Validation guide
Relevant guidance notes: forthcoming


II. [bookmark: _vwm6mh3y12dt]Corrective actions / recommendations from previous Validation 
ⓘ To inform the work on this module, stakeholders should be aware of corrective actions from previous Validation. In line with Requirement 7.3, the MSG should consider recommendations from EITI implementation such as those arising from EITI reporting related to this requirement of from other studies undertaken.

	Insert recommendation and or corrective action from previous Validation or targeted assessment, if applicable. Indicate the status of addressing the corrective actions, if applicable. If this is a first Validation, this section can be left blank.



III. [bookmark: _aj4u2mp4kysm]Self-assessment
ⓘ The self-assessment allows the MSG to understand the aspects of the requirement and estimate its progress towards meeting it. Diverging views within the constituency or between constituencies can be documented in the form. 

[bookmark: _zdo4x2bffy08]Holders of information  
ⓘ The purpose of this mapping is to identify holders of information that are responsible for collecting, storing, processing and ultimately publishing information related to this requirement. It allows to clearly identify who is the information steward that needs to provide the information for EITI reporting: either through reporting or systematic disclosures. 

	
	Question
	Response

	Government entities with oversight on tax and cost audits (4.10.a and b).
	Which government entity(ies) is responsible for audit reports on project costs and tax audit reports?
	Holder(s) of information / name of entity(ies) for rules pertaining to projects costs: please specify agency and website link to entity (if available): MDD ( Investment and promotion and ASM). IDC and ZCCM-IH (add links).

Holders of information on rules pertaining to revenue management and revenue losses: please specify agency and website link to entity (if available)




[bookmark: _wk79liujxq9p]Technical requirements
 
	Required
	#4.10.a – Government policy and practices on revenue loss risks

	Availability
	Is information on government policies, including laws, regulations and policies for monitoring and managing revenue loss risks available?
☒   Yes ☐ No   
☐ There are no policies, including laws, regulations and policies for monitoring and managing revenue  
If yes, where to find information: 
Systematic disclosures (usually by holder of information): provide url
And / or
EITI reporting: EITI Report (year and page) 


Is information available on government practices for monitoring and managing revenue loss risks?
☒   Yes ☐ No
☐ The government does not monitor and manage revenue loss risk

If yes, where to find information: 
Systematic disclosures (usually by holder of information): provide website link
And / or
EITI reporting: EITI Report (year and page), EITI studies, etc 


Does this include actions undertaken to monitor costs?
☒   Yes ☐ No

If yes, where to find information: 
Systematic disclosures (usually by holder of information): provide website link
And / or
EITI reporting: EITI Report (year and page), EITI studies, 


	Assessment on comprehensive-ness, reliability and timeliness of information
	Do you or any stakeholders (including, but not limited to MSG members) consider that the information on government policies for monitoring and managing revenue loss risks is incomplete, unreliable of outdated? 
☐ Yes           ☒   No  
If yes, what is the reason for the concern and for the omissions of information? 
Elaborate:

Do you or any stakeholders (including, but not limited to MSG members) have any concerns that the information on government policies for monitoring and managing revenue loss risks are incomplete, unreliable or outdated? 
☐ Yes           ☒   No  

If yes, what is the reason for the concern and for the omissions of information? Elaborate:

If any of the questions were responded with yes, have those gaps been clearly identified, for example through EITI reporting?
☐ Yes   ☐ No 
Describe or provide link to where to find the description

Are the gaps due to legal or practical barriers?
☐ Yes   ☐ No

If yes, explain plans to overcome barriers to disclosure of all of the above information:
Explain: can include a reference to work plan activities, MSG meeting minutes etc.

Where to find the assessment of reliability of information on policies and practice cost and revenue monitoring:  
Systematic disclosures (usually by holder of information): provide website link
And / or
EITI reporting: EITI Report (year and page), EITI study, etc 

	Expected 
	4.10.b – Cost and tax audit reports

	Availability 
	Are final cost and tax audit reports available?
☐ Yes   ☒   No
☐ The government does not undertake cost and tax audits

If no, are summaries of those reports available?
☐ Yes   ☒   No

Does this include:
· Costs deemed as non-recoverable
☐ Yes   ☐ No
· Costs deemed non-deductible
☐ Yes   ☐ No
· Any additional revenues to be collected as a result
☐ Yes   ☐ No

Where to find cost and tax audit reports
Systematic disclosures (usually by holder of information): provide direct  website link
And / or
EITI reporting: EITI Report (year and page), EITI studies, etc 


If there are no public disclosures of cost and tax audit reports, or summaries, has the MSG discussed making this information accessible?
☐ Yes   ☐ No
If yes, please provide link to the evidence of can include a reference to work plan activities, MSG meeting minutes etc.


	Assessment on comprehensive-ness, reliability and timeliness of information
	Do any stakeholders (including, but not limited to MSG members) consider the information on final cost and tax audit reports to be incomplete, unreliable or outdated?
☒   Yes   ☐ No 
Elaborate: Not publicly available

If yes, have those gaps been clearly identified, for example through EITI reporting?
☐ Yes   ☒   No 
Explain, or provide link to explanation (if in report etc):

Are the gaps due to legal or practical barriers?
☒   Yes   ☐ No

If yes, explain plans to overcome barriers to disclosure information on tax and cost audits?
Explain: can include a reference to work plan activities, MSG meeting minutes etc. Data not publicly available

	Encouraged 
	4.10.c – Disclosure of costs

	Availability
	Is data on cost available?
☒  Yes   ☐ No

Is this data disaggregated:
· by project:
☒   Yes   ☐ No
· by type of costs (operating/capital expenditures):
☒   Yes   ☐ No

Does operating expenditures declared in the reporting year include amortisation or depreciation of costs incurred in prior years?
☒   Yes   ☐ No

Do cost disclosures include costs incurred since the commencement of the project?
☒   Yes   ☐ No

Where to find cost disclosures
Systematic disclosures (usually by holder of information): provide direct  website link
And / or
EITI reporting: EITI Report (year and page), EITI studies, etc 

	Assessment on comprehensive-ness, reliability and timeliness of information
	Do any stakeholders (including, but not limited to MSG members) consider the costs disclosures to be incomplete, unreliable or outdated?
☐ Yes   ☒   No 
Elaborate:
Have those gaps been clearly identified, for example through EITI reporting?
☐ Yes   ☐ No 
Explain:
Are the gaps due to legal or practical barriers?
☐ Yes   ☐ No
If yes, explain plans to overcome barriers to disclosure information to disclose information on costs:
Explain: can include a reference to work plan activities, MSG meeting minutes etc.



The MSG is invited to provide additional comments and observations, for example any possible gaps, ways to improve data quality, importance for implementation with regards to country priorities, barriers to disclosures and how stakeholders (MSG, government, companies) are addressing those:
	Add any further comments: 




[bookmark: _93bvbvl1i73g]Underlying objective 
The objective of this requirement is to increase public understanding about exploration and production costs in the country’s extractive sector and about government policies and practices to monitor companies’ costs.
Use of information
1. Does the MSG consider that data on project cost is comprehensive and accessible, allowing for the public to understand how these cost influence the overall revenue flows from natural resources?
	☒   Yes           ☐No
Elaborate Through AFS



2. Does the MSG consider that the information available on government policies and practices related to revenue loss risks is explained in an accessible way, allowing for the public to understand how these risks are managed?
 ☒   Yes           ☐No
Elaborate

3. Has the MSG engaged with these issues using EITI data or EITI processes? 
	☒   Yes           ☐No
If yes, please describe how the MSG has leveraged EITI data or processes to address these challenges.



4. Is any of the information as set out above available in open format, for example as excel work sheet?
	☒   Yes           ☐No
Describe the data set(s) available, including in what format



5. Has the MSG conducted any analysis of project costs?
	☐ Yes           ☒  No
If yes, sources of where this analysis can be found and key findings: 



6. Is the MSG aware of stakeholders using this information?
	☐ Yes          ☒  No
If yes, sources of where this analysis can be found: 



[bookmark: _4sh2h0prupuj]Conclusion
Based on the above, what is the MSG’s self-assessments towards fulfilling both the objective and technical requirements?
Score is:
	☐
	☐
	☐
	☒  
	☐
	☐

	very poor (0)
	poor (25)
	limited (50)
	good (70)
	very good (90)
	leading (100)

	
	
	
	
	
	


Or 
☐ not applicable
	Explain


IV. [bookmark: _rkz9kr96k2oz]International Secretariat feedback
	To be filled in by the International Secretariat
Observations of comprehensiveness of addressing the aspects, any gaps identified, and further clarification needed.   

	4.10.a Government policies and practices on revenue loss risks, including assessment of comprehensiveness, reliability and timeliness
Required
	

	4.10.b Disclosure of cost and tax audit reports, including assessment of comprehensiveness, reliability and timeliness
Expected
	

	4.10.c Declared costs & disaggregation, including assessment of comprehensiveness, reliability and timeliness
Encouraged
	

	Underlying objective
	

	Relevance of data when linked to ongoing issues/reforms in the country
	

	On availability of systematic disclosures
	

	On the timeliness of disclosures
	

	On open format of disclosures
	

	On the use of data
	

	Any other observations
	




	





[bookmark: _x8tk4qbrbj7q]For Validation: MSG sign-off
Please include below the names and contact details of the constituency leads who submit this information on behalf of their constituency. Add rows as needed. 
	Name 
	On behalf of 
	Email address or telephone number 

	 
	Government 
	 

	 
	Companies 
	 

	 
	Civil society 
	 



Date of MSG sign-off
Click or tap to enter a date.


*** Form ends
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