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Report on the audit of UNDP Haiti 
Gestion bassins versants Sud, Output No. 76792 

Executive Summary 
 
The UNDP Office of Audit and Investigations (OAI), from 29 March to 28 April 2014, through Fabel, Werner & 
Schnittke (the audit firm), conducted an audit of Gestion bassins versants Sud, Output No. 76792 (the Project), 
which is directly implemented and managed by the UNDP Country Office in Haiti (the Office). The last audit of 
the Project was conducted by OAI in 2013 and covered project expenditure from 1 January to 31 December 
2011. 
 
The audit firm conducted a financial audit to express an opinion on whether the financial statements present 
fairly, in all material aspects, the Project’s operations. The audit covered the Project’s Combined Delivery Report 
(CDR), which includes expenditure for the period from 1 January 2012 to 31 December 2013 and the 
accompanying Funds Utilization statement1 as of 31 December 2013. The audit did not cover the Statement of 
Assets as no assets were purchased by the Project. In addition, the audit did not cover the Statement of Cash 
Position as no separate bank account was established and maintained for the Project. 
 
The audit was conducted under the general supervision of OAI in conformance with the International Standards 
for the Professional Practice of Internal Auditing.   
 
Audit results 
 
Based on the audit reports and corresponding management letters submitted by the audit firm, the results are 
summarized in the table below: 
 

 Project Expenditure Project Assets
Year Amount 

(in $ ‘000) 
Opinion Amount

(in $ ‘000) 
Opinion 

2012 2,583 Unqualified - n/a 

2013 (77)* Unqualified - n/a 

*The expenditure for 2013 is negative because project expenses which were previously charged to this  
Project were reversed in 2013 and charged to other projects. 
 
The audit firm issued an unqualified opinion on the Funds Utilization statement. 
 
Key recommendations: Total = 3, high priority = 0  
 
The audit did not result in any high (critical) priority recommendations. There are three medium (important) 
priority recommendations, which means, “Action is required to ensure that UNDP is not exposed to risks that are 
considered moderate. Failure to take action could contribute to negative consequences for UNDP.” These 
recommendations include actions to address: the disclosure of correction bookings; the accounting of 
responsible parties; and determination of the administrative fee.   
 

                                                           
1 The Funds Utilization statement includes the balance, as at a given date, of five items: (a) outstanding advances received by the project; (b) 
depreciated fixed assets used at the project level; (c) Inventory held at the project level; (d) prepayments made by the project; and (e) 
outstanding commitments held at the project level. 
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Executive Summary  

 

 

 

Dear Ms. de Caen,  

 

We performed an audit of the financial reports of the project  “Gestion bassins versants 

Sud”,  Output ID 00076792,  for the years 2012 and 2013.  

 

The earthquake of January 12, 2010 has generated around 300,000 dead, over 300,000 

injured. The most affected areas were Port-au-Prince and surrounding municipalities, such 

as Leogane, Grand Goave, Miragoane and Jacmel. The project aims to contribute to 

disaster risk reduction through the development and management of watershed basins, 

mitigation activities, job creation and agricultural development in the Southern Department 

of Haiti.  The main objective of the project is to contribute to disaster risk reduction 

through the development and management of watershed basins, employment generation 

and agricultural development in the Department of the South. 

 

Our audit was performed on site in Haiti from March 29 to April 28, 2014.  

 

For the purpose of our audit, we assessed the control risk, i.e. the risk that a material 

deviation would be not detected by management itself within reasonable time, as follows: 

 

 In general terms, the internal control procedures were adequate in relation to the 

project tasks and the control environment. In 2012, management reorganized the 

internal procedures. The administrative procedures are fixed in writing. A high 

percentage of the documentation is already archived electronically. With respect to 

the high risk of natural disasters, we believe that this practice is an example for 

others. 

 Authorization procedures and the required segregation of duties were complied 

with.  

 Fast Track Procedures (FTP) were applied. Management prepared the requested 

log of all direct contracting cases in the framework of FTP. 

 Problems of internal control existed with respect to correction bookings and the 

accounting of responsible parties. These detected problems were mainly caused by 

the accelerated project turnover in the emergency situation after the earthquake.  
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Concerning financial control we could determine the following: 

 

 A budget comparison was submitted.  

 We could link the submitted ATLAS register to the signed Combined Delivery 

Reports (CDRs).  

 Expense bookings are supported by vouchers and other supporting documents.  

 All inventory items were present.  

 On-site checks showed that the financial documentation could be linked to the 

reported output. The expenses were made for the approved purpose of the project. 

 

Our audit opinion is therefore unqualified. 

 

 

 

These are our main audit findings: 

 

 Frequent correction bookings occurred. 

 We observed that expenses of responsible parties were recognized when 

transferred to these parties. 

 UNDP has a contractual right to charge the project with a 7 percent administration 

fee on the net project expenses. In a project-wide summary it became evident that 

UNDP charged the project slightly more than possible.  

 

 

 

The following paragraphs explain the main findings and our recommendations thereon in 

detail. 
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1. Correction Bookings 

 

UNDP Haiti has an unusual high amount of “correction bookings”. Measured as a 

percentage of “negative bookings” in relation to the total number of bookings, 13.3 percent 

of all bookings were corrections in 2012 and 40.0 percent of all bookings in 2013
1
. We 

recommend to reduce the amount of correction bookings. 

 

 

 
2. Accounting of Responsible Parties etc. 

 

UNDP Haiti records expenses to responsible parties or recipients of capital grants etc. at 

the time when the payment is made to these “sub-grantees”, not when the usage of funds is 

reported and accepted. We believe that this practice is still admissible as the FRR 

determine with respect to DIM: 

 

“The country office should use ATLAS to keep track of the financial status of the project 

at all times, to control expenses, to handle outstanding commitments, to make payments 

and to monitor the performance of contractors. Atlas shall be used for both financial 

management and substantive monitoring.” (Emphasis by FWS) 

 

This wording seems to recommend an accounting method in which payments to sub-

grantees are first registered as a receivable, which would be closed upon satisfactory 

reporting. Because the regulation above is a “should” regulation and not an obligatory one 

(“shall”), we believe that the current practice of “immediate expense” is not a reason to 

qualify our audit opinion. We understand the regulation in the way that UNDP is 

encouraged to monitor the usage of funds in ATLAS. We thus recommend introducing 

registers of outstanding project balances. 

 

 

 
  

                                                           
1
 One re-allocation is counted as one transaction only, although two accounts are affected. There could 

also be correction bookings which appear as positive transactions only. This occurs when expenses are 
allocated to the projects under audit from other projects – these bookings are not counted with the 
above indicated method. On the other hand, evaluation bookings could also be negative. 
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3. Determination of the 7 Percent Administrative Fee 

 

UNDP Haiti has a contractual right to charge the project a 7 percent administration fee on 

the net project expenses. We undertook an attempt to re-calculate the administrative fee.  A 

comparison with the internal accounts of UNDP Haiti showed that the project was slightly 

overcharged for $ 101.00. We introduced an explanatory line into the “emphasis of matter” 

paragraph of our audit report. Management suggested that the charge will be reversed in 

the next accounting period. 

 

 

 

Berlin, July 25, 2014 

 

 

 

Frank Fabel, CPA, MA 

 

 

 



Fabel, Werner & Schnittke GmbH

Landsberger Str. 98 ∙ D-82110 Germering, Germany ∙ Phone + 49 (89) 84 05 98 07 ∙ Fax +49 (89) 84 00 23 17 ∙ E-Mail fws@fws-audit.com
www.fws-audit.com ∙ Directors: Frank Fabel, Thomas Werner ∙ München HRB 11 87 17 

Audit Partners in
Albania ∙ Argentina ∙ Armenia ∙ Azerbaijan ∙ Bangladesh ∙ Brazil ∙ Belarus ∙ Belgium ∙ Bosnia-Herzegovina ∙ Cameroon  ∙ Costa Rica  ∙ Chile ∙ Croatia ∙ Colombia 

∙ Cyprus ∙ Czech Republic ∙ DR Congo  ∙ Ecuador ∙ Egypt ∙ Estonia ∙ Ghana ∙ Georgia ∙ Germany ∙ Haiti ∙ India ∙  Ireland ∙ Kazakhstan ∙ Kosovo ∙ Kyrgyzstan ∙ 
Latvia ∙ Lebanon ∙ Lithuania ∙ Macedonia ∙ Malta ∙ Mexico ∙ Moldova ∙ Mongolia ∙ Montenegro ∙ Nigeria ∙ Pakistan ∙ Philippines ∙ Poland ∙ Romania ∙ Russia ∙ 

Serbia ∙ Slovakia ∙ Slovenia ∙ South Sudan ∙ Sudan ∙ Tajikistan ∙ Turkey ∙ Turkmenistan ∙ Ukraine ∙ USA ∙ Uzbekistan ∙ Zambia  ∙ Zimbabwe 

FWS is a member of EMPACTA Association of International Auditors
www.empacta.org

OAI
Clayton, City of Knowledge
UN House, Building 128
Panama City, Republic of Panama

UNDP Haiti
Gestion bassins versants Sud

Output ID 00076792
Audit Report 2012



2

Report of the Independent Auditors to UNDP

We have audited the accompanying Combined Delivery Report (CDR) and Funds
Utilization Statement (“the statement”) of the project “Gestion bassins versants Sud”,
Output ID 00076792, for the period from 1 January to 31 December 2012.

Management is responsible for the preparation of the statement for the project “Gestion
bassins versants Sud”, Output ID 00076792, and for such internal control as
management determines is necessary to enable the preparation of a statement that is
free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error.

Our responsibility is to express an opinion on the statement based on our audit. We
conducted our audit in accordance with International Standards on Auditing (ISA).
Those standards require that we comply with ethical requirements and plan and
perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the statements are free
from material misstatement.

An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts
and disclosures in the statement. The procedures selected depend on the auditor’s
judgment, including the assessment of the risks of material misstatement of the
statement, whether due to fraud or error. In making those risk assessments, the auditor
considers internal control relevant to the project’s preparation of the statements in
order to design audit procedures that are appropriate in the circumstances, but not for
the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the project’s internal
control. An audit also includes evaluating the appropriateness of accounting policies
used and the reasonableness of accounting estimates made by management, as well
as evaluating the presentation of the statement.

We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to
provide a basis for our audit opinion.
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In our opinion, the attached statement of expense presents fairly, in all material
respects, the expense of $ 2,582,785.39 incurred by the project “Gestion bassins
versants Sud”, Output ID 00076792, for the period from 1 January to 31 December
2012 in accordance with agreed upon accounting policies and were:

(i) in conformity with the approved project budgets;

(ii) for the approved purposes of the project;

(iii) in compliance with the relevant UNDP regulations and rules, policies and
procedures; and

(iv) supported by properly approved vouchers and other supporting documents.

Emphasis of Matter

Without qualifying our opinion, we would like to draw your attention to the following
points:

We noted that the project under audit did not use a dedicated bank account for DIM
project activities and accordingly a statement of cash position was not produced.

For certain funds, UNDP has a right to charge the project with an administrative fee of
7 percent. In 2012, the project was overcharged for $ 101.00.

Berlin, July 25, 2014

Frank Fabel, CPA, MA
Executive Director
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Report of the Independent Auditors to UNDP

We have audited the accompanying Combined Delivery Report (CDR) and Funds
Utilization Statement (“the statement”) of the project “Gestion bassins versants Sud”,
Output ID 00076792, for the period from 1 January to 31 December 2013.

Management is responsible for the preparation of the statement for the project “Gestion
bassins versants Sud”, Output ID 00076792, and for such internal control as
management determines is necessary to enable the preparation of a statement that is
free from material misstatement, whether due to fraud or error.

Our responsibility is to express an opinion on the statement based on our audit. We
conducted our audit in accordance with International Standards on Auditing (ISA).
Those standards require that we comply with ethical requirements and plan and
perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the statements are free
from material misstatement.

An audit involves performing procedures to obtain audit evidence about the amounts
and disclosures in the statement. The procedures selected depend on the auditor’s
judgment, including the assessment of the risks of material misstatement of the
statement, whether due to fraud or error. In making those risk assessments, the auditor
considers internal control relevant to the project’s preparation of the statements in
order to design audit procedures that are appropriate in the circumstances, but not for
the purpose of expressing an opinion on the effectiveness of the project’s internal
control. An audit also includes evaluating the appropriateness of accounting policies
used and the reasonableness of accounting estimates made by management, as well
as evaluating the presentation of the statement.

We believe that the audit evidence we have obtained is sufficient and appropriate to
provide a basis for our audit opinion.
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In our opinion, the attached statement of expense presents fairly, in all material
respects, the expense of $ -77,060.77 incurred by the project “Gestion bassins versants
Sud”, Output ID 00076792, for the period from 1 January to 31 December 2013 in
accordance with agreed upon accounting policies and were:

(i) in conformity with the approved project budgets;

(ii) for the approved purposes of the project;

(iii) in compliance with the relevant UNDP regulations and rules, policies and
procedures; and

(iv) supported by properly approved vouchers and other supporting documents.

Emphasis of Matter

Without qualifying our opinion, we would like to draw your attention to the following
points:

We noted that the project under audit did not use a dedicated bank account for DIM
project activities and accordingly a statement of cash position was not produced.

We draw attention to the point that expenses in the attached CDR are negative. This
means that project expenses, previously located to this project, were re-allocated to
other projects.

Berlin, July 25, 2014

Frank Fabel, CPA, MA
Executive Director
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Management Letter to Project “Réduction de la Vulnerabilité: Gestion des bassins 
versants Sud” 
Output ID 00076792 

 

 

 

Dear Ms. de Caen, 

 

In addition to our audit report, we would like to draw your attention to the following 

points:  

 

 

 
1. Follow up of the Last Management Letter 

 

The last management letter recommended preparing a “transfer of ownership” document. 

Management could demonstrate that these documents were prepared. 
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2. Disclosure of Correction Bookings 

 

Observation: 

 

There are frequent correction bookings.  

 

 

 
Priority:  

 

Medium. 

 

 

 
Recommendation: 

 

We recommend reducing the amount of correction bookings. Booking errors should be 

supported by an explanation line in ATLAS, indicating which booking (transaction ID) is 

reversed. The booking should be supported by an accompanying document.  

 

 

 
Management Comment and Action Plan: 

 

The country office agrees to make every effort to reduce the number of correction 

bookings.   

 

The recommendation regarding proper explanation line in Atlas to describe correction is 

relevant and the country office will comply.   

 

Correction booking are usually accompanied by supporting documents and validated by 

Management.  The country office has recently published a new Standard Operation 

Procedure for corrections booking.  The procedure will be amended to take into account 

the need to specify proper explanation line in Atlas.    
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3. Accounting of Responsible Parties 

 

Observation: 

 

Transfers to responsible parties are booked as an expense when transferred to these 

entities, not when the condition is met.  

 

 

 
Priority:  

 

Medium. 

 

 

 
Recommendation: 

 

Our interpretation of the Financial Regulations and Rules (FRR) with respect to direct 

implementation (DIM) is that expenses should be recorded when incurred, not when 

resources are transferred to the responsible parties. This interpretation is in line with 

IPSAS. We believe that the respective regulation in FRR is a “should regulation” 

(https://info.undp.org/global/popp/frm/pages/direct-implementation-dimmodality.aspx). 

This means that management has a choice. If you agree to change the accounting method, 

it is prudent to establish this change with the beginning of the next accounting period. 

 

 

 
Management Comment and Action Plan: 

 

In regard to reporting and fund management of responsible parties Haiti Country Office 

wants to draw auditors’ attention on the fact that a letter of agreement and a micro-grant 

agreements do not require that the party prepare an official financial report with supporting 

documents.   

 

The country office however agrees to review the process in order to reduce the risk that 

UNDP funds are used of unauthorized transactions.. 
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4. Determination of the 7 Percent Administrative Fee 
 

Observation: 

 

UNDP has a contractual right to charge the project a 7 percent administration fee on the 

net project expenses. We undertook an attempt to re-calculate the administrative fee and 

the management fee, which lead to contradictive results. 

 

 

 
Priority: 

 

Medium 

 

 

 
Recommendation: 

 

The Country Office should reassess the fees charged to the project and adjust the CDRs as 

needed. 

 

 

 
Management Comment and Action Plan: 

 

In 2012, GMS fees were overcharged in 2012.  Action will be taken to reverse surplus of 

$101.  

 

 

 

 

Berlin, July 25, 2014 

 

 

Frank Fabel, CPA, MA 

Executive Director 
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Annex 1: Audit finding priority ratings 

 

The following categories of priorities are used:  

 

High 

(Critical) 

Action is considered imperative to ensure that UNDP is not exposed to 

high risks. Failure to take action could result in major consequences and 

issues. 

 

Medium 

(Important) 

Action is considered necessary to avoid exposure to significant risks. 

Failure to take action could result in significant consequences. 

 

Low Action is considered desirable and should result in enhanced control or 

better value for money. Low priority recommendations, if any, are dealt 

with by the Auditors directly with the Office management, during the exit 

meeting, through a separate memo subsequent to the fieldwork and a side 

letter. Therefore, low priority recommendations are not included in 

the management letter. 

 

 

 


