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Note A) Eligibility of NSPs 

VI 1 Q: Are NSPs dealing with payments for ecosystem services eligible and qualify as 
investment/climate finance?  
A: Yes, payments for ecosystem services could be considered in a NSP.    

VI 2 Q: Are NSPs eligible that use NAMA Facility funding for grant support of technical 
assistance only if it can be combined with loans from international financing 
institutions and thereby leverage additional funding from other sources? 
A: Yes, this is possibly if the NAMA Support Project can demonstrate that the funding 
provided by the NAMA Facility directly leverages funding from other sources into 
investments into the climate friendly technologies to be promoted. As all NSPs, these 
types of NSP need to demonstrate a clear phase-out concept for the grant support 
from the NAMA Facility.    

VI 3 Q: Is it possible to use part of the NAMA Facility’s grants as a guarantee mechanism to 
leverage funding from other financial institutions? 
A: Yes, this is possible.  

VI 4  Q: Are NSPs eligible that have a shorter implementation period (e.g. up to 1 year) than 
mentioned in the General Information Document? 
A: No, these NSPs are not eligible. 

 

Note B) Eligibility of (co-) applicants  

VI 5 Q: Can a government agency act as co-applicant, main implementing partner and the 
NSO?  
A: Yes, this is possible if this agency is a legal entity and complies with the capacity 
criteria applicable to NAMA Support Organisations and – as a main implementing 
partner - has the relevant mandate to implement the NAMA.     
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Note C) NSP Outline template and annexes 

VI 6 Q: If the applicant is a local office of an international organisation, can it demonstrate 
the turnover and experience of the head office (i.e. entire organisation) in Annex 3 or 
should it demonstrate the share of its own in order to comply with the capacity 
requirements? 
A: If the local office is the duly-authorized representative for the entire organisation, it 
can demonstrate the turnover and experience of the entire organisation.  

VI 7 Q: In Annex 4 (DPP concept) section 2, is it possible to elaborate on the specific focus 
areas of the DPP in sub-section 2.1 based on the issues mentioned in sub-section 2.2 
and not to repeat the issues again in sub-section 2.2, i.e. it is just a reference table and 
the information is integrated in the Focus paragraph in 2.1? 
A: The applicant is free to decide in which sub-section (2.1 or 2.2) s/he wants to 
integrate the necessary information. As stated in the accompanying guidance in Annex 
4, the sub-section 2.2 lists issues and questions that might be taken into consideration 
for the DPP; however, the list is not exhaustive and should be amended by the 
applicant as appropriate.    
 

VI 8 Q: In Annex 4 (DPP concept), section 3 lists and describes the mandatory outputs (in 
this case documents) of the DPP. Does the applicant need to further describe these 
outputs? Some of these outputs might be already described further in the Outline 
itself, while detailed information is missing on how the Proposal is supposed to look 
like. 
A: The outputs should be described as specific and detailed as possible; thus, relevant 
additional information on outputs that is provided in the Outline should also be 
integrated in the DPP concept. The finalised DPP concept is to become part of the 
grant agreement for the DPP phase and therefore, it should be as complete as 
possible.   

VI 9 Q: In Annex 4 (DPP concept), section 4, a Gantt-Chart for the DPP is requested. The 
suggested table lists among others in-country missions. How does this relate to the 
on-site assessments by an independent external evaluator in the Outline Phase (see 
General Information Document, page 12)? 
A: Please note that the activities in the GANTT chart are examples (see accompanying 
instructions). In-country missions may be for instance required with regard to expert 
missions to specific regions within the country or with regard to international experts 
coming to the country to clarify issues or discuss details with key stakeholders.  
In-country missions are performed by the experts tasked by the (co-)applicant during 
the DPP, whereas the on-site assessments are conducted at an earlier stage during the 
Outline Phase by independent external assessors on behalf of the donors of the NAMA 
Facility. 

VI 10 Q: In Annex 4 (DPP concept), section 3 under ‘GHG Emission Reduction’, it mentions 
that the mitigation potential of the NSP should be calculated using the annex to the 
proposal template. Is the applicant expected to use the “Tool for determining GHG 
mitigation potential in NSPs” to define GHG mitigation potential at the Outline Phase 
or is this only required during the DPP? 
A: No, the use of the tool, available at http://www.nama-facility.org/call-for-
projects/background-information-for-applicants.html, is not mandatory at the Outline 
Phase. At this stage it is provided for the applicants’ information only and as a support 
tool, whereas during the DPP, applicants would be expected to provide the detailed 
information as foreseen in the tool (or similar).     

http://www.nama-facility.org/call-for-projects/background-information-for-applicants.html
http://www.nama-facility.org/call-for-projects/background-information-for-applicants.html
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VI 11 Q: Is there any protocol that must be fulfilled in order to submit the Outline and its 
respective annexes? 
A: No, the NAMA Facility has no such requirement. 

VI 12 Q: Is it appropriate to include further annexes with additional information, i.e. will 
they be taken into account during the assessment? Would such an annex be part of 
the word count limit? 
A: The NAMA Facility does not expect any additional annexes and cannot guarantee 
that these will be taken into account during the assessment of Outlines.  
Consequently, additional annexes would not be subject to the word count limit. 

 

Note D) Eligibility of NAMA Support Organisations (NSOs) 

VI 13 Q: Is it possible to suggest two NSOs without forming a consortium or is a consortium 
a prerogative for two eligible entities to come together under one NSP? 
A: A formalized consortium is not a prerogative for two eligible entities to come 
together under one NSP; however, roles between the two partners and the 
cooperation mechanism between them should be well-defined which would be 
required to happen at the latest during the DPP.    

 

 


