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Note A) General issues 

IV 1 Q: Are institutions penalized for submitting an NSP Outline not meeting the donors’ 
expectations? 
A: No. The donors and the NAMA Facility want to encourage developing countries and 
emerging economies to develop ambitious and transformative mitigation actions and 
selects the most ambitious yet feasible NSPs for support in open Calls for NSPs. 
Actions should be country-driven and developing countries feel ‘ownership’ of 
implementation of NAMAs and NAMA Support Projects. A penalty system for 
participation in the Call would be considered detrimental to this objective.  

IV 2 Q: Do all concepts of NSP approved by the Board receive funding? 
A: NSPs that are selected by the Board after the assessments receive funding for their 
Detailed Preparation Phase (DPP). The DPP is to result in fully-fledged proposals. 
Based on these proposals and availability of funding, the Board will take a further 
decision on committing funding for the NSP implementation.  

IV 3 Q: Is there any ratio of the fund distribution among UK/German/international partners 
or does this depend on however the partners want to distribute the total fund among 
them? 
A: All donors contribute to a central fund. The NAMA Facility does not set any ratio 
concerning the funding distribution according to origins of partners; a focus during the 
assessment is rather on the specific capacities, track record and mandate of 
participating institutions (see also General Information Document, chapter 3 and 
chapter 5).  

IV 4 Q: Will all resulting emission reductions be applicable to the host country's Nationally 
Determined Contributions (NDCs), or will the funding countries want to claim some of 
the emission reductions against their own NDCs? 
A: Funding of the NAMA Facility can contribute to the implementation of host 
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country’s NDCs as NAMAs (see also clarification note II 1). A transfer of emission 
reductions to donor countries or any other country (based on emission certificates or 
other emission credits generated by the NAMA Support Project) is not foreseen and 
permitted (see also clarification note II 9).    

IV 5 Q: How many calls per year are available? 
A: So far, the NAMA Facility has conducted one Call per year since 2013, i.e. the Call 
that is currently open is the 4th Call of the NAMA Facility. 

IV 6 Q: How long does it take to get an answer on the Outline submitted? 
A: Submitters will receive a notification latest in spring 2017 (see also General 
Information Document, chapter 5.1.4, figure 4).  

 

Note B) Outline assessment process 

IV 7 Q: At what stage would the TSU recruit external experts for the external assessments? 
Is there any link for the available tenders for external experts? 
A: The external consultants to perform the assessment of Outlines under the 4th Call 
have already been contracted so that there is currently no tender open.  
 

IV 8 Q: Are there any specific aspects that the NAMA Facility looks at when assessing the 
scalability? 
A: During the assessment process, it is checked whether a scaling-up or replicability is 
foreseen at national or even regional level. Specific activities planned and / or financial 
mechanism(s) aiming at scaling-up or replication are elements to support the 
assumption that an NSP can achieve impacts beyond the NSP boundaries.           

IV 9 Q: Is an NSP Outline scoring higher if it proposes one NSO as opposed to proposing a 
number of shortlisted candidates for NSOs that are subject to further clarification 
within the 3 months of the DPP? 
A: No, an NSP Outline would not score higher in the assessment process. In any case, 
the suitability and eligibility of the designated NSO(s) would be checked during the on-
site assessment and at the beginning of the DPP. 

 

Note C) Eligibility of NSPs 

IV 10 Q: Is it possible to define the Monitoring, Reporting and Verification (MRV) system for 
the NAMA during the Detailed Preparation Phase (DPP) of the NSP? 
A: The definition of the MRV System is part of the development of NAMAs and thus 
considered part of readiness activities. Therefore, the NAMA Facility expects that the 
MRV system is defined in general when an Outline is submitted whereas details can be 
further clarified and defined during the DPP. 

IV 11 Q: Does the Nama Facility apply specific conditions like maximum expert fee rates or 
overhead rates? 
A: No such maximum rates are defined by the NAMA Facility.  Nevertheless, it should 
be kept in mind that as part of the assessment of Outlines and subsequent contracting 
the efficiency and appropriateness of proposed budgets are evaluated on a case by 
case basis.   

IV 12 Q: Is NAMA Facility funding support provided to the whole project, or for the green 
part of the project that deals with reduction of greenhouse gas emissions only? 
A: As the NAMA Facility supports countries in the implementation of the national 
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appropriate mitigation actions, i.e. NAMA, via NAMA Support Projects, the entire 
NAMA (whole “project”) should aim at the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. 
The General Information Document, chapter 2 and 4, provides further information 
including an overview of characteristics of NAMA Support Projects. 

IV 13 Q: Does the NAMA Facility also provide funds for capacity building activities and 
activities related to the dissemination and communication of the technology proposed 
through the projects? 
A: Yes, the NAMA Facility support targets the implementation of ambitious NAMAs by 
enabling investments into low carbon technologies with financial and technical 
support mechanisms. Capacity building and dissemination activities are elements of 
the technical support mechanisms (see also clarification note II 8).   

IV 14 Q: Do climate adaptation projects qualify for the funding? 
A: The NAMA Facility supports greenhouse gas mitigation measures. Aspects related 
to climate adaption might be a co-benefit associated with supported mitigation 
measures; however, mitigation should be the main focus of the intervention. Other 
funds, such as the Green Climate Fund and the Adaptation Fund, could be more 
suitable if it is an adaptation only project.   
 

IV 15 Q: Is there any maximum or minimum number of the collaborating members? 
A: No, there is no maximum or minimum number of implementing partners. The 
selection of partners should be determined based on their relevance and mandate for 
the NAMA implementation in the country as well as on effectiveness for project 
implementation (see also General Information Document, chapter 3).   

IV 16 Q: Are there any specific requirements / criteria for BRICS states (i.e. Brazil, Russia, 
India, China, and South Africa)? 
A: No, there are no specific requirements/criteria applying to these countries. Note 
that the country of implementation must be ODA eligible throughout the NSP 
implementation; the country must be included in the OECD DAC list. 
https://www.oecd.org/dac/stats/documentupload/DAC%20List%20of%20ODA%20Rec
ipients%202014%20final.pdf  

IV 17 Q: Is there any eligibility criteria or restriction of the NAMA Facility with regard to the 
oil and gas sector? Would an NSP be eligible that aims at the reduction of gas flaring 
and the support of fuel switch? 
A: The NAMA Facility has no sector focus; therefore, in principle, NSPs from all sectors 
with a relevant mitigation potential are eligible. It is, however, required to 
demonstrate that the NSP aims at a transformational change towards a low-carbon 
development. The NAMA Facility‘s interpretation of transformational change 
encompasses a significant technological or behavioral paradigm shift that is quicker 
than business–as-usual, permanent (i.e. not slipping back to situation before project) 
and that there is a strong political will and commitment to implement these changes. 
For an NSP as described above, it is likely to be challenging to demonstrate this 
potential for transformational change. 

IV 18 Q: Can NAMA Facility funding be used to support the development of the regulatory 
framework for carbon markets, for project development, training and capacity 
building to participate in carbon markets?  
A: Yes, NAMA Facility funding can be used for these technical support measures. 
However, aspects like training and project development should be considered in the 
general context of the NAMA-Facility and encompass real mitigation measures 
accompanied by transformational changes. They should not be taken separately.    

https://www.oecd.org/dac/stats/documentupload/DAC%20List%20of%20ODA%20Recipients%202014%20final.pdf
https://www.oecd.org/dac/stats/documentupload/DAC%20List%20of%20ODA%20Recipients%202014%20final.pdf
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IV 19 Q: Following clarification note II 9, could you please specify whether emission 
reduction certificates generated with the support of NAMA Facility funding could be 
traded on the voluntary market as opposed to the compliance market and thus be 
used to establish a sustainable funding mechanism for green projects (i.e. LULUCF 
sector)? 
A: The NAMA Facility funding may be used for the generation of emission reduction 
certificates for the voluntary market (VER) insofar as they are of good quality, 
verifiable and demonstrably being used to ensure the sustainable funding of climate 
protection projects in the fields of agriculture, forestry or land use. However, likewise 
emission reduction certificates for the compliance market (CER), VERs generated 
during the NSP implementation period must be permanently cancelled (e.g. in the 
UNFCCC register). 

IV 20 Q: Is it possible to modify a NAMA project concept, which has been already submitted 
and included in the UNFCCC NAMA register (e.g. increase the requested value of 
support or increase the geographical coverage)? 
A: The NAMA Facility considers the information in the Outlines submitted to the 
NAMA Facility only; hence, the details of the NAMA project concept included in the 
UNFCCC NAMA registry do not influence the selection process of the NAMA Facility. 
Therefore, interested parties could consider modifying a NAMA project concept, if 
such modifications are endorsed by the national government (see also clarification 
note I 15). 

 

Note D) Eligibility of (co-) applicants  

IV 21 Q: Can research centres, educational institutes/universities submit an Outline?  
A: Yes, research centres and educational institutes/universities can submit an Outline 
if they fulfil the capacity requirements as per chapter 5.1.1. General Information 
Document. A legal entity with the capacity to conclude contracts would be required. 
The endorsement from the national ministries relevant for the NSP implementation 
would be required just as in all other cases.  
Note that research projects, research cooperation projects and piloting of new 
technologies are not eligible for funding (see also clarification note II 6). 

IV 22 Q: What kind of legal status should the (co-)applicant have? 
A: The (co-)applicant should be a public benefit legal entity. As per General 
Information Document, all (co-)applicants need to demonstrate that funds provided 
by the NAMA Facility serve and will be spent in line with the public benefit purpose in 
the context of international cooperation for sustainable development.     

IV 23 Q: Can the (co-) applicant be a private for profit company as long as the NSO is a not 
for profit? 
A: The (co-)applicant should be a public benefit entity and needs to comply with 
requirements as per General Information Document, in particularly chapter 5.1.1. 
Support granted by the NAMA Facility must promote sustainable development in the 
partner countries. It may not provide an economic advantage to the (co-) applicant or 
any of the implementing partners. 

IV 24 Q: Can a private consulting company join a local consortium and in what role / at what 
conditions? 
A: A private consulting company cannot join a local consortium but could be a sub-
contractor to the (co-)applicant of a NSP Outline (see above at IV23) or the NSO based 
on the (co-)applicant’s / NSO’s tendering procedures. 
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IV 25 Q: Is there a guideline on forming a consortium (especially on the eligibility of 
members?) 
A: No, the assessment of the eligibility of consortia proposed will be performed 
individually on the basis of the General Information Document. 

IV 26 Q: Is there a restriction on what type/department of national Ministry? 
A: No, the NAMA Facility does not have any restriction on the type/department of the 
national Ministry/ies. It is expected that the relevant sector Ministry and Ministry 
responsible for climate change and UNFCCC negotiations endorse the NSP and are 
committed to its implementation.    

IV 27 Q: Can an applicant submit a proposal without yet having a legal entity in the target 
country?  
A: The legal entity (whether acting as applicant or co-applicant) should be an already 
established organisation with a respective track record to demonstrate its compliance 
with the capacity criteria (see General Information Document, chapter 5.1.1.). Note 
that the NAMA Facility does not require this entity to be registered in the country of 
implementation, but to have at least 3 years of experience (alone or as part of a 
consortium) in the country of implementation.      

IV 28 Q: Do capacity requirements for legal entities (as per General Information Document) 
apply to organisations or to individuals working for an organisation? What, if the 
organisation does not have the track record but individuals do have it?  
A: Capacity requirements (with regards to experience and financial capacities) apply to 
organisations, and not to individual persons. If an organisation is the legal successor it 
could use also references and financial statements of the previous organisation. Note 
that there is the option to form a consortium to fulfill the capacity requirements.  
 

 

Note E) Detailed Preparation Phase (DPP) 

IV 29 Q: Is the time for the DPP period (maximum of 18 months) included in the 3-5 years 
implementation time for the NSP? 
A: No, the duration of the DPP is not included in the eligible NSP implementation time 
of 3-5 years. 

IV 30 Q: If a NSP needs a feasibility study, can this be a part of the DPP or project 
implementation? 
A: A need to conduct comprehensive feasibility studies at either the DPP or the 
implementation stage of the NSP would raise concerns as to the readiness of the 
NAMA. However, studying the feasibility of specific aspects might be necessary and 
can be part of the DPP. 

IV 31 Q: Could you provide more details for the planning of the DPP duration? 
A: The DPP can have a maximum duration of 18 months. Once a grant contract is 
concluded with the selected NSP (expected for spring 2017) the applicant can start 
with the DPP. Within the first three months of the DPP, the NAMA Support 
Organisation needs to be selected and assessed in terms of its suitability. 
The General Information Document, chapter 5.2, entails further details on the purpose 
and aspects to consider for the DPP. The fully-fledged proposal can be submitted for 
the NAMA Facility Board’s consideration after 6 months, 12 months and latest after 18 
months.  
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Note F) NSP Outline template and annexes 

IV 32 Q: In the applicant form Annex 3, there is a requirement to provide information on 
turnover, experience in country etc. and references. If the applicant is a national 
Ministry, does it also need to provide this information? 
A: No, Annex 3 requests only information on the legal entity that is proposed as 
contracting partner for the DPP. If a national Ministry is the applicant, Annex 3 asks 
therefore information on the co-applicant (see also clarification note I 18). 

IV 33 Q: Is it allowed to include graphics in the Outline? Or is it allowed to include graphics 
in an additional appendix? 
A: Graphics can be included in the Outline itself or as an annex if deemed necessary. 
As a general rule, graphics should not replace text but support a better 
comprehension.  

IV 34 Q: How strict are the criteria around the contents of the government endorsement 
letters? 
A:  Annex 1 (on the endorsement letters) lists aspects to be considered in the 
governmental endorsement letters. The national ministries providing the letter are 
free to formulate the letter as they deem appropriate. Endorsement letters are 
carefully studied during the assessment process as an indicator of national political 
commitment and embeddedness. 

IV 35 Q: Can the financial contribution from the national budget include expenses on 
staffing by the applicant dedicated to the support of the NAMA implementation and 
tax credit? 
A: In-kind contributions (e.g. staff made available for the NAMA implementation) and 
tax credits may be considered as financial contributions from the national budget, if 
they are additional to the business-as-usual, i.e. specifically made available for the 
NAMA implementation.  
 

IV 36 Q: If the applicant is a national Ministry, can the applicant’s personnel expense 
dedicated to the DPP of the NSP be integrated in the DPP budget under budget line “1. 
Personnel”? 
A: In the DPP budget, only costs to be covered by the NAMA Facility grant funding 
should be included. A Ministry’s staff is usually already financed from public budget 
and thus, should not be included in the budget. Note that for administrative reasons, 
the NAMA Facility cannot conclude a grant contract with the Ministry, but in the case 
described above, would conclude a grant contract with the legal entity acting as co-
applicant.    
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Note  G) Eligibility of NAMA Support Organisations (NSOs) 

IV 37 Q: Is it correct that the NSO does not have to be confirmed in the NSP Outline but as 
part of the DPP? 
A: Yes, this is correct. The NSO must be confirmed by the latest within 3 months after 
the DPP start (see also General Information Document chapter 5.2.). While it is 
expected that a NSO is considered and indicated already in the NSP Outline, an Outline 
will not be disqualified (i.e. assessed as ineligible) for the selection of the NSO. 

IV 38 Q: Can a National Ministry be a NSO? 
A: No, a National Ministry would be a key implementing partner. For administrative 
reasons, the NAMA Facility cannot directly contract National Ministries. Applicable 
capacity requirements and examples of NSOs can be found in the General Information 
Document in chapter 3.4 and 5.2.2.    

 


