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Note A) General issues 

III 1 Q: Does the BREXIT decision in the United Kingdom have an influence on the NAMA 
Facility and in particularly on the 4th Call? 
A: The UK Government will continue its strong partnership with the German 
Government and other donors on the NAMA Facility, and through it support 
developing countries to take ambitious mitigation actions. The UK support to the 
NAMA Facility is a bilateral commitment and not related to its membership in the 
European Union – and is fully committed to co-fund the 4th Call. As part of the 
governmental restructuring in the UK, the new Department in charge of the NAMA 
Facility is now the Department of Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy (BEIS). 
Information on the NAMA Facility’s website has been adapted accordingly.  

 

Note B) Outline assessment process 

III 2 Q: Do previous funding decisions of the NAMA Facility to support NAMA 
implementation in a certain country influence subsequent funding for other NAMAs in 
this country? 
A: No, it does not influence the funding decision in a subsequent Call of the NAMA 
Facility. The NAMA Facility seeks to select the most ambitious NSPs submitted in a 
Call; it does not have a regional or country specific focus. 

III 3 Q: Does the Nama Facility seek a thematic diversity in its global portfolio and thus 
favors financing issues that have not been funded yet? Does it matter whether NAMAs 
very similar to those of other countries are presented for this Call? 
A: The NAMA Facility does not have a sector-specific focus, thus NSPs are not selected 
based on their thematic focus, but based on their ambition and quality. During the 
assessment of NSP Outlines, the sector relevance and NSP’s potential to induce 
transformational change within the sector is assessed in the individual country 
context. 
A NAMA must be country-driven and appropriate in the country context, thus 
designed individually. As there might be similar mitigation actions appropriate in a 



 

2 
 

number of countries, proposed sectors and even proposed financing mechanism 
might be similar across several countries. As a general rule, it is always positive if the 
proposed NSP incorporates lessons learnt under other similar programs, whether they 
are financed by the NAMA Facility or by other sources.  

 

Note C) Eligibility of NSPs 

III 4 Q: Can NSPs use NAMA Facility funding to cover expenditures and costs related to 
offsetting greenhouse gas emissions associated with NSP-related travel? 
A: Yes, respective costs are eligible for funding. The NAMA Facility encourages NSPs to 
avoid travel (e.g. using video/telephone conferences instead) or make it climate-
neutral. 

III 5 Q: Is it correct to assume that for expenditure to be considered eligible at the end of 
the NSP’s implementation period it is not necessary for the final beneficiaries to have 
completed the implementation of activities supported by a financial instrument?  
A: Yes, this is correct. The NAMA Facility seeks to establish financial mechanisms that 
ensure necessary support to investments beyond the NSP’s lifetime. However, it is 
expected that the financial mechanism can demonstrate its effectiveness already 
during the NSP’s lifetime, thus it should become fully operational and reach its final 
beneficiaries in the beginning of the NSP’s implementation period. 

III 6 Q: If the NSP foresees the use of revolving financial instruments, can you please clarify 
the level of detail in the reporting of the financial flows (disbursements and possible 
repayments) from the Implementing Partner to the final beneficiaries? 
A: If NAMA Facility funding is used to set up a revolving financial instrument, the level 
of detail in the reporting of financial flows between NAMA Support Organisation, 
implementing partners and final beneficiaries should be defined in a contractual 
framework. The level of reporting needs to ensure that an external auditor and /or 
evaluator is able to verify that NAMA Facility funding has been used according to the 
agreed purpose.  
The NSO is responsible for reporting to the NAMA Facility based on the reporting 
templates provided by the NAMA Facility. As a rule, the progress reports comprise 
aggregated information on financial instruments and their leveraging effect. 

III 7 Q: The “Phase-out concept” described in the NAMA Facility’s financial mechanisms 
fact sheet states that in case that funds might be left (e.g. in a revolving fund), ‘the 
institution handling the funds should assure that it will further serve its purpose and 
thereby upscale the results’. Can this be in the form of a letter or could you otherwise 
please specify which kind of proof is required to support this? 
A: The mechanism foreseen for assuring that these funds will further serve its purpose 
and thereby upscale the results beyond the NSP’s lifetime shall be defined no later 
than at proposal stage; a written commitment of the institution that will be 
responsible for this is deemed sufficient when submitting the full-fledged proposal. 
The contractual framework with the designated institution shall specify all necessary 
details to ensure that the funds will further serve its purpose beyond the NSP’s 
lifetime. The implementation of this mechanism could be the subject of later 
evaluations by the NAMA Facility.  
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Note D) NSP Outline template and annexes 

III 8 Q: How detailed do we have to complete Annex 2 (logframe)? Is it possible to specify 
indicators (including benchmarks) or to modify the initial logframe after the conduct 
of the DPP? 
A: The logframe is subject to assessment and shall be completed as detailed as 
possible. Indicators and their target values should be defined at Outline stage; the 
initial logframe including indicators should be verified during the DPP and, if deemed 
necessary, could be modified. However, the five Mandatory Core Indicators should not 
be modified as they are applicable to all NSPs.  

 

 


