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	Programme Title:  PBF/LBR/H-1:Support to the Liberia Peacebuilding Office to coordinate the implementation of the Government overall peacebuilding and reconciliation, provide peacebuilding advice, and strengthen national capacities for peace.
Programme Number (if applicable)      
MPTF Office Project Reference Number:
  
	
	


	Recipient UN Organizations
	
	Implementing Partners

	List the organizations that have received direct funding from the MPTF Office under this programme:  UNDP



	
	List the national counterparts (government, private, NGOs & others) and other International Organizations:   Liberia Peacebuilding Office



	Programme/Project Budget (US$)
	
	Programme Duration

	PBF contribution (by RUNO) 399,977
	
	
	Overall Duration (months)  6 months
	

	
	
	
	Start Date
 (dd.mm.yyyy) June 2016
	

	Government Contribution
(if applicable)
Office space, electricity, security, office assistant
	
	
	Original End Date
 (dd.mm.yyyy)
	31 December 2016

	Other Contributions (donors)

(if applicable)
     
	
	
	Final End date
(dd.mm.yyyy) 31 December 2016
	

	TOTAL:
	399,977
	
	
	


	Programme Assessment/Review/Mid-Term Eval.
	
	Report Submitted By

	Mid-Term Evaluation / Review - if applicable please attach

 FORMCHECKBOX 
     Yes          FORMCHECKBOX 
  No    Date:      
End of project Evaluation– if applicable please attach          
 FORMCHECKBOX 
    Yes           FORMCHECKBOX 
  No    Date:      
	
	Name: Edward K. Mulbah


Title: Executive Director 
Participating Organization (Lead): Liberia Peacebuilding Office
Email address: edwardmulbah@gmail.com


PART 1 – RESULTS PROGRESS

1.1 Assessment of the project implementation status and results 
For PRF projects, please identify Priority Plan outcome and indicators to which this project has contributed: 

	Priority Plan Outcome to which the project has contributed. Government Peacebuilding and Reconciliation Programs are responsive and  have adequate capacity to address Nat’l Reconciliation, Peace, Security and Rule of Law related issues, thereby reducing conflicts and increasing peaceful co-existence.

	Priority Plan Outcome indicator(s) to which project has contributed. % of Government’s institutions including MIA, MYS, MoGCSP, LRC, LC MoE, MoJ, INCHR have increased capacity in peacebuilding and conflict resolution to responding and resolving peacebuilding related issues.


For both IRF and PRF projects, please rate this project’s overall achievement of results to date:  FORMDROPDOWN 

For both IRF and PRF projects, outline progress against each project outcome, using the format below. The space in the template allows for up to four project outcomes.
Outcome Statement 1:  Government Peacebuilding and Reconciliation Programs are responsive and  have adequate capacity to address Nat’l Reconciliation, Peace, Security and Rule of Law related issues, thereby reducing conflicts and increasing peaceful co-existence.
Rate the current status of the outcome:  FORMDROPDOWN 

	Indicator 1:

% of Government’s institutions including MIA, MYS, MoGCSP, LRC, LC MoE, MoJ, INCHR have increased capacity in peacebuilding and conflict resolution to responding and resolving peacebuilding related issues.
Indicator 2:

     
Indicator 3:

     

	Baseline: Baseline (August  2015)

Less than 25% of Government institutions have some capacity to analyze, identify and resolve conflicts

. 

Target: Target (Dec 2016)

50%

Progress: At least 35%  as result of training of the members of the House of representatives and the House of Senate (National Legislature) along with 35 county peace committee members in conflict managemetn and mitigation. The training resulted in the peaceful co-existance of county council and legislators  in the management of county and social development funds. The County Council in Sinoe, Bassa have been held after a hiatus of over two years as a result of this and other strategic engagements. The training has contributed to the mitigation of conflicts. 
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     


Output progress at the end of project
List the key outputs achieved under this Outcome (1000 character limit).Outputs are the immediate deliverables for a project.
1. Led drafting of the revised SMC on behalf of the Government;

2. Coordinated the drafting of the SMC rolling targets;

3.Conducted review of the  Reconciliation Program in collaboration with PBF Secrtariat;

4. Conducted Conflict Mapping Excercise in the 15 counties;

5.Facilitated 2 days technical discussion on Liberia's emerging priorities;

6. Facilitated High Level Forum in Monrovia on Liberia's peacebuilding transition;

7. Trained 35 County Peace Committee members and CSOs from 15 conties in election; dispute management, ahead of 2017 elections;

8. Trained County Legislative caucuses and local authorities in conflict resolution to co-exist; in the management of county and social development funds;

9.  Provided support to  PBF Secretariat to draft concept note and budget for the pending Public Perception Survey on Justice and Security;

 10. Provided support to PBF Secretariat to upaload PBF supported projects reports to MPTF Office Gate Way. 

    11. PBO 5 years Priority Plan drafted

Outcome progress at the end of project
Describe progress made toward the achievement of this outcome. This analysis should reflect the above indicator progress and the output achievement. Is there evidence of the outcome contributing to peacebuilding and to the specific conflict triggers (3000 character limit)? 
Consistent with its role to provide capacity building support to Government on policy development and training as well as advice, the Peacebuilding Office (PBO) provided a range of support services including the joint review, development and endorsement of the revised SMC by the Government and the Peacebuilding Commission (PBC) that led to re-setting Liberia's peacebuilding and reconciliation priorities based on emerging challenges. This was further concretized by a high level forum organized by the Government and PBC on 20 October 2016 in Monrovia, where the Vice Chair of the PBC Ambassador Alof Skoog and President Ellen Johnson Sirleaf acknowledged progress, challenges and recommendations proffered by Liberians in sustaining peace in Liberia ahead of its peacebuilding transition coupled with UNMIL's drawdown.  The conduct of the conflict mapping exercise by PBO across Liberia identified a number of conflict issues that helped to  inform the development and direction of Liberia's peacebuilding priorities.  The training of CSOs and County Peace Committees in conflict dispute management has increased capacity of these peace actors whose role in the targeted communities has contributed to election dispute awareness ahead of 2017. Regarding the management of the county and social development funds, there is peaceful  co-existence between  the County Legislative caucuses and local authorities in the management of county and social development funds, following conflict resolution training of the actors.  
Reasons for low achievement and rectifying measures
If sufficient progress was not made, what were the key reasons, bottlenecks and challenges? Were these foreseen in the risk matrix? How were they addressed (1500 character limit)?
The full rollout of PBO’s annual work plan was interrupted owing to its restructuring exercise which lasted for five months (January to May) ending up with split functions with the PBO becoming the GOL Peace Building Office as well as acting as liaison unit with GOL counterparts and  supporting the implementation of the SMC, the Reconciliation Roadmap, and related capacity building activities including working in close collaboration; on the other hand, the JSC Secretariat, took the functions of a local affiliate of the PBSO, supporting RUNOs with M&E activities and reporting. As part of its start up activities, the PBO resubmitted its procurement plan to UNDP and enhanced follow up for  procuring basic office supplies and equipment to begin full-size operation. Collaboration was enhanced with partners during the reporting period. 
Outcome Statement 2:       
Rate the current status of the outcome:  FORMDROPDOWN 

	Indicator 1:


Indicator 2:

Indicator 3:


	Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     


Output progress at the end of project
List the key outputs achieved under this Outcome (1000 character limit).Outputs are the immediate deliverables for a project.


Outcome progress at the end of project
Describe progress made toward the achievement of this outcome. This analysis should reflect the above indicator progress and the output achievement. Is there evidence of the outcome contributing to peacebuilding and to the specific conflict triggers (3000 character limit)? 


Reasons for low achievement and rectifying measures

If sufficient progress was not made, what were the key reasons, bottlenecks and challenges? Were these foreseen in the risk matrix? How were they addressed (1500 character limit)?

Outcome Statement 3:       
Rate the current status of the outcome:  FORMDROPDOWN 

	Indicator 1:


Indicator 2:

Indicator 3:


	Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     


Output progress at the end of project
List the key outputs achieved under this Outcome (1000 character limit).Outputs are the immediate deliverables for a project.


Outcome progress at the end of project
Describe progress made toward the achievement of this outcome. This analysis should reflect the above indicator progress and the output achievement. Is there evidence of the outcome contributing to peacebuilding and to the specific conflict triggers (3000 character limit)? 


Reasons for low achievement and rectifying measures

If sufficient progress was not made, what were the key reasons, bottlenecks and challenges? Were these foreseen in the risk matrix? How were they addressed (1500 character limit)?

Outcome Statement 4:       
Rate the current status of the outcome:  FORMDROPDOWN 

	Indicator 1:


Indicator 2:

Indicator 3:


	Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     


Output progress at the end of project
List the key outputs achieved under this Outcome (1000 character limit).Outputs are the immediate deliverables for a project.


Outcome progress at the end of project
Describe progress made toward the achievement of this outcome. This analysis should reflect the above indicator progress and the output achievement. Is there evidence of the outcome contributing to peacebuilding and to the specific conflict triggers (3000 character limit)? 


Reasons for low achievement and rectifying measures

If sufficient progress was not made, what were the key reasons, bottlenecks and challenges? Were these foreseen in the risk matrix? How were they addressed (1500 character limit)?

1.2 Assessment of project evidence base, risk, catalytic effects, gender at the end of the project
	Evidence base: What was the evidence base for this report and for project progress? What consultation/validation process has taken place on this report (1000 character limit)?
	The evidence is based on the inputs from PBO's records, reports from meetings, workshops, and other documentation. Consultations were held with colleagues within and beyond PBO to provide insights on the different questions, and a draft report was shared for comments with key stakeholders including RUNO for quality checks. 

	Funding gaps: Did the project fill critical funding gaps in peacebuilding in the country? Briefly describe. (1500 character limit)
	The project filled critical funding gaps in peacebuilding in Liberia. The PBO as GoL Peacebuilding Office provided specific support to PBF Secretariat and PBC in New York. For example, PBO was instrumental in organizing a two day (18-19 October) technical meeting of key stakeholders to validate Liberia's peacebuilding priorities based on the revised SMC and emerging peacebuilding challenges. A comprehensive list of recommendations was presented to the President of Liberia, Madam Ellen Johnson Sirleaf, and the Vice Chair of the PBC, Ambassador Alof Skoog, at a Government-UN high level forum coordinated by the PBO on 20 October 2016. The high level forum was considered significant  event that gathered heads of civil society organizations and officials of government to prioritize specific interventions. The PBO also undertook a comprehensive conflict mapping exercise that  allowed for a systematic and empirical process in which Liberian conflict issues and potential conflict drivers were identified across Liberia, and critically analyzed to assist both the implementers and actors including beneficiaries of the conflict in comprehending its root causes and nurturing its possible reduction, management or solution. Draft report was shared for comments. 

	Catalytic effects: Did the project achieve any catalytic effects, either through attracting additional funding commitments or creating immediate conditions to unblock/ accelerate peace relevant processes? Briefly describe. (1500 character limit)
	The project was able to attract additional funding of US$34,000 from UNMIL Quick Impact (QIP) to train and set up peace structures along 25 Liberian border communities to promote peace and security. The project also attracted additional funding support from UNICEF to train and set up peacebuilding structures in 90 communities in 6 counties where social cohesion is being promoted. A number of conflict issues including boundary disputes have been resolved and people are better co-existing.

The Government of Liberia has also promised to allocate resources in its 2018/2019 fiscal budget for the Peacebuilding Office which is now fully recognized as its peabuilding office in Liberia


	Risk taking/ innovation: Did the project support any innovative or risky activities to achieve peacebuilding results? What were they and what was the result? (1500 character limit)
	Bringing the endorsed SMC on the table for further discussion with key stakeholders including civil society and youth representatives was considered risky activity to achieve peacebuilding results.  What if stakeholders at the two day technical meeting and one day high level Government-UN Forum in Monrovia had gone entirely outside the agreed priorities in the SMC? Since that did not happen but rather reinforced the SMC, it was a risk taking innovation to achieving peacebuilding results.   

	Gender marker: How have gender considerations been mainstreamed in the project to the extent possible? Is the original gender marker for the project still the right one? Briefly justify. (1500 character limit)
	The project is sensitive to gender responsiveness.  In all of its planned activities, women participation is hardly below 40%. The PBO is not involved with direct  implementation of activities addressing gender issues, but as the Government office for peacebuilding and Project Management Unit (PMU) for reconciliation in Liberia, it is committed to applying a rights-based and gender-sensitive approach. 

	Other issues: Are there any other issues concerning project implementation that should be shared with PBSO? This can include any cross-cutting issues or other issues which have not been included in the report so far. (1500 character limit)
	N/A


1.3 INDICATOR BASED PERFORMANCE ASSESSMENT: Using the Project Results Framework as per the approved project document- provide an update on the achievement of key indicators at both the outcome and output level in the table below. Where it has not been possible to collect data on indicators, state this and provide any explanation in the qualitative text above. (250 characters max per entry)

	
	Performance Indicators
	Indicator Baseline
	End of project Indicator Target
	Current indicator progress
	Reasons for Variance/ Delay

(if any)
	Adjustment of target (if any)

	Outcome 1

Government Peacebuilding and Reconciliation Programs are responsive and  have adequate capacity to address Nat’l Reconciliation, Peace, Security and Rule of Law related issues, thereby reducing conflicts and increasing peaceful co-existence.
	Indicator 1.1

1.1

% of Government’s institutions including MIA, MYS, MoGCSP, LRC, LC MoE, MoJ, INCHR have increased capacity in peacebuilding and conflict resolution to responding and resolving peacebuilding related issues.

	Baseline (August  2015)

Less than 25% of Government institutions have some capacity to analyze, identify and resolve conflicts

. 

	Target (Dec 2016)

50%

	At least 35%  as result of training of the members of the House of representatives and the House of Senate (National Legislature) along with 35 county peace committee members in conflict managemetn and mitigation. The training resulted in the peacefu
	PBO had not fully engaged other Government partners due to delays in concluding its restructuring exercise.
	     

	
	Indicator 1.2

Proportion of government institutions meeting SMC targets in  a timely manner
	Baseline (Oct 2015)

Less than 50% meeting targets

	Target (Dec 2016)

At least 70% meeting targets on time

	Revised SMC launched 2 may 2016. Rolling targets developed. More robust monitoring expected in next period. 
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 1.3

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 1.1

Implementation of the Strategic Roadmap for National Healing Peacebuildnig and reconciliation, the Liberia Peacebuilding Programme as well as the Statement of Mutual Commitments and related programmes coordinated

	Indicator  1.1.1

Reconciliation Roadmap  and Statement of Mutual Commitments reviewed and revised. 
	Baseline (April 2015)

3 policy and 4 technical level meetings  held involving principal institutions implementing reconciliation programmes to revise Roadmmap and SMC considering post –ebola recovery, UNMIL transitioning and 2017 elections.

	Target (October 2016)

2 review meetings and 44 quarterly meetings expected

	SMC reviewed and revised by the people and its government.

The revision of the Roadmap will be carried out next year. 

	     
	     

	
	Indicator 1.1.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 1.2

Government’s institutions and CSOs implementing peacebuilding programs capacity enhanced to manage and amicably resolve conflicts
	Indicator  1.2.1

 Number of Trainings conducted in conflict sensitivity, prevention and mediation for government officials, CSOs and peacebuilding policy makers 
	Baseline (August 2015): 

12 trainings in peacebuiling 2009-2015: 9 conflict management & 3 mediation

	Target (Dec 2016): at least 2 trainings in peacebuilding 
	1 training conducted. PBO/MIA trained county legislative caucuses and local officials CBOs in conflict prevention and mitigation in the management of county and social development funds. 
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 1.2.2

Number of national institutions and MACs in mainstreaming conflict sensitivity into policy formulation and program design
	Baseline (August 2015): 

7 ( MEA, MoI, MoPW, MoGD, MoYS, LACC, LEITI)

	Target (Dec 2016)  5 additional institutions
	PBO currently engaging the National Election Commission (NEC) to mainstream conflict sensitivity in its election guidelines.
	     
	     

	Output 1.3

Government tracks and responds to key gaps and challenges in the implementation its peacebuilding and reconciliation programs through monitoring and evaluation
	Indicator 1.3.1

Number of M&E trainings conducted for partners by PBO
	Baseline ( October 2015):

1training conducted in March

(Dec 2013): 3 trainings in March, October and December  

	Target (Dec 2016): at least 1
	RUNO has not been able to procure fuel and other essentials to conduct field activities.
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 1.3.2

Number of quality reviews of government peacebuilding programs conducted
	Baseline (August 2015): 1 Program review
	Target (Dec 2016): at least 1 program review
	Review of reconciliation program was jointly conducted along with PBF Secretariat.
	     
	     

	Outcome 2

     

	Indicator 2.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 2.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 2.1

     

	Indicator  2.1.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator  2.1.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 2.2

     
	Indicator  2.2.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator  2.2.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 2.3

     
	Indicator  2.3.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator  2.3.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Outcome 3

     
	Indicator 3.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 3.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 3.1

     
	Indicator 3.1.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 3.1.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 3.2

     
	Indicator 3.2.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 3.2.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     


	Output 3.3

     
	Indicator 3.3.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 3.3.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Outcome 4

     
	Indicator 4.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 4.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 4.1

 National Conflict mapping and conflict analysis conducted in 15 counties     
	Indicator 4.1.1

# of researchers recruited and deployed
	Baseline (October 15, 2008): conflict mapping was conducted in 5 counties by PBRC and PBO
	Target (Dec 2016): 45
	Researchers recruited, trained, deployed and mapping conducted.Draft report available.
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 4.1.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 4.2

     
	Indicator 4.2.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 4.2.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 4.3

     
	Indicator 4.3.1

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	
	Indicator 4.3.2

     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     


PART 2: LESSONS LEARNED AND SUCCESS STORY  
2.1 Lessons learned

Provide at least three key lessons learned from the implementation of the project. These can include lessons on the themes supported by the project or the project processes and management.

	Lesson 1 (1000 character limit)
	The split of the PBO hugely affected implementation of the reconciliation projects. Slow implementation and achievement of results were as the result of the decision to restructure the PBSO and national peaace infrastructure which took almost a year to begin gaining momentum. For example, recruitment for the PBF Secretariat is yet to be concluded; as such the  PBO continues to provide support to the Secretariat to have it functional.  Programming, re-alignment and reengineering are necessary, but a phased approach may be better option.

	Lesson 2 (1000 character limit)
	Continued coordination and engagement with key partners has huge benefits in the form of ownership. The 18-19 October technical review meeting of Liberia’s peacebuilding priorities held in Monrovia brought together participants from civil society organizations, government, local and international nongovernmental organizations, youth and women groups as well as physically challenged people to have a say in Liberia's transition to sustaining  peace by confirming and enhancing the revised SMC. The participants reiterated their support for the revised peacebuilding priorities on 20 October at the Government-UN High Level Forum in Monrovia through the National Civil Society Council of Liberia and the Youth Representative who made separate statements expressing peacebuilding challenges.  

	Lesson 3 (1000 character limit) 
	     

	Lesson 4 (1000 character limit)
	     

	Lesson 5 (1000 character limit)
	     


2.2 Success story (OPTIONAL)
Provide one success story from the project implementation which can be shared on the PBSO website and Newsletter as well as the Annual Report on Fund performance. Please include key facts and figures and any citations (3000 character limit).
     
PART 3 – FINANCIAL PROGRESS AND MANAGEMENT ARRANGEMENTS
3.1 Comments on the overall state of financial expenditure

Please rate whether project financial expenditures were on track, slightly delayed, or off track:   FORMDROPDOWN 

If expenditure was delayed or off track, please provide a brief explanation (500 characters maximum):

Some procurement delays impact the implementation of project activities such as monitoring due to lack of fuel. The restructuring period at the Minsitry to re-constitute the PBO also constricted the implementation timeline for the PBO.
Please provide an overview of project expensed budget by outcome and output as per the table below.

	Output number
	Output name
	RUNOs
	Approved budget
	Expensed budget
	Any remarks on expenditure

	Outcome 1: Government Peacebuilding and Reconciliation Programs are responsive and  have adequate capacity to address Nat’l Reconciliation, Peace, Security and Rule of Law related issues, thereby reducing conflicts and increasing peaceful co-existence.

	Output 1.1
	1.1Output 1

Implementation of the Strategic Roadmap of the National Peacebuilding, healing and reconciliation, the Liberia Peacebuilding Programme as well as the Statement of Mutual Commitments and related programs coordinated

	UNDP
	8,000
	N/A
	Tentative

	Output 1.2
	Output 2:  Government’s institutions and CSOs implementing peacebuilding programs capacity enhanced to manage and amicably resolve conflicts
	UNDP
	29,586
	18,000
	Expenditure is tentative

	Output 1.3
	Output 3

Government tracks and responds to key gaps and challenges in the implementation of its peace building and reconciliation programs through monitoring and evaluation

	UNDP
	29,500
	12,949
	Expenditure is tentative

	Outcome 2:      

	Output 2.1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 2.2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 2.3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Outcome 3:      

	Output 3.1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 3.2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 3.3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Outcome 4:      

	Output 4.1
	Output 4: National Conflict mapping and conflict analysis conducted in 15 counties
	UNDP
	145,000
	70,000
	The accumulative budget  was US$145,000; out of which 75,000 was provided by ACCORD to conduct nationwide conflict mapping. 

	Output 4.2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 4.3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Total
	
	
	     
	     
	     


3.2 Comments on management and implementation arrangements

Please comment on the management and implementation arrangements for the project, such as: the effectiveness of the implementation partnerships, coordination/coherence with other projects, any South-South cooperation, the modalities of support, any capacity building aspect, the use of partner country systems if any, the support by the PBF Secretariat and oversight by the Joint Steering Committee (for PRF only). Please also mention if there have been any changes to the project (what kind and when) (2000 character maximum):
The implementation of the project faced many challenges, starting from the restructuring of the PBO which took half of the year before commencing some form of implementation. Coordination between the PBO and the UNDP was not very effective, which led to delays in procuring basic things such as fuel for vehicles and essential services including internet. These actions undermined the effectiveness of the PBO.   For example, up to the time this report was being submitted, PBO had not received fuel for the running of its vehicles since the implementation of the project resumed in June of the reporting year. Nevertheless, PBO was able to implement joint activities along with the PBF Secretariat. 
� The MPTF Office Project Reference Number is the same number as the one on the Notification message. It is also referred to “Project ID” on the � HYPERLINK "http://mdtf.undp.org" ��MPTF Office GATEWAY�


� The start date is the date of the first transfer of the funds from the MPTF Office as Administrative Agent. Transfer date is available on the � HYPERLINK "http://mdtf.undp.org/" ��MPTF Office GATEWAY�


� As per approval of the original project document by the relevant decision-making body/Steering Committee.


� If there has been an extension, then the revised, approved end date should be reflected here. If there has been no extension approved, then the current end date is the same as the original end date. The end date is the same as the operational closure date which is when all activities for which a Participating Organization is responsible under an approved MPTF / JP have been completed. 


� Please note that financial information is preliminary pending submission of annual financial report to the Administrative Agent.





2

