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REPORTING PERIOD: 1 january – 31 December  FORMDROPDOWN 

	Programme Title & Project Number
	

	Programme Title:  Support to the establishment of a land disputes prevention and resolution system in Liberia - Phase 2
Programme Number (if applicable) PBF/LBR/A-9
MPTF Office Project Reference Number:
  00088029
	
	


	Recipient UN Organizations
	
	Implementing Partners

	List the organizations that have received direct funding from the MPTF Office under this programme:  UN-HABITAT



	
	List the national counterparts (government, private, NGOs & others) and other International Organizations:   Land Commission



	Programme/Project Budget (US$)
	
	Programme Duration

	PBF contribution (by RUNO) US$ 2,000,000
	
	
	Overall Duration (months)  18 Months
	

	
	
	
	Start Date
 (dd.mm.yyyy) 30 October  2013
	

	Government Contribution
(if applicable)
-
	
	
	Original End Date
 (dd.mm.yyyy)
	30 April 2015

	Other Contributions (donors)

(if applicable)
-
	
	
	Current End date
(dd.mm.yyyy) 30 April 2015
	

	TOTAL:
	US$ 2,000,000
	
	
	


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

	Assessment/Review  - if applicable please attach

 FORMCHECKBOX 
     Yes          FORMCHECKBOX 
  No    Date:      
Mid-Term Evaluation Report – if applicable please attach          
 FORMCHECKBOX 
    Yes           FORMCHECKBOX 
  No    Date:      
	
	Name:  Kuluboh Jensen and Emmanuel Johnson Nimbuen


Title: Land Disputes Program Officer and Monitoring and Evaluation Coordination Officer
Participating Organization (Lead): Land Commission
Email address: kulubohnj@gmail.com and johnson4emmanuel@yahoo.com


PART 1 – RESULTS PROGRESS

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

	Priority Plan Outcome to which the project is contributing. Alternative land dispute resolution system fully operational and managed by a new national Land Agency

	Priority Plan Outcome indicator(s) to which project is contributing. 1. Percentage of people who are aware of land rights, alternative land dispute resolution options and the Land Commission (disaggregated by men/women). 2. Number of cases taken in by Land Coordination Centres and resolved (disaggregated by number of cases submitted by men/women and cases resolved involving men/women) 


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:  Alternative land dispute resolution system fully operational and managed by a new national Land Agency
Rate the current status of the outcome:  FORMDROPDOWN 

	Indicator 1:

Percentage of people who are aware of land rights, alternative land dispute resolution options and the Land Commission (disaggregated by men/women)


Indicator 2:
Number of cases taken in by Land Coordination Centres and resolved (disaggregated by number of cases submitted by men/women and cases resolved involving men/women)


Indicator 3:
 % of resolved cases holding after 1 year

	Baseline: (Sep 2012): 

35% of key informants (officials) and 9% of the general population 

(10% men, 8% women)

Target: (Jan 2015):                                     70% of key informants (officials) and 45% of the general population of which at least 30% women
Progress:95% of key informants (officials), including the Judiciary and 70% of the general population are aware of their land rights, ADR option and the Land Commission (MoV: LCCs activities report and M&E and Program Officer for Alternative Dispute field visits). 


Baseline: (June 2013): 

148 cases taken by LCCs

17 cases resolved by LCCs

(not yet disaggregated by cases submitted by men/women and cases resolved involving men/women 

Target: (May 2015): 

550 cases taken by LCCs 

200 cases resolved by LCCs, disaggregated by number of cases submitted by men/women and cases resolved involving men/women



Progress:256 land dispute cases recorded and 34 resolved with parties signing MOUs. Disaggregated data indicated that 25% (64 cases) were reported by women and 75% (192 cases) by men (MoV: LCCs activities reports and Monitoring and Evaluation reports).
Baseline: June 2013: no info
Target: May 2015: 75% have held (disaggregated by cases involving women)


Progress:69% of cases resolved have held after 1 year 


Output progress
List the key outputs achieved under this Outcome in the reporting period (1000 character limit).Outputs are the immediate deliverables for a project.

3,495 males and 1,635 females directly participated in county outreach   

            activities in project areas.

47% of Liberians in the project areas are expressing their willingness to utilize 
            the land ADR system (18% are women).


Two performance reviews of LC and LCC staff were conducted 
         508 dispute mediation practitioners trained (by the end of June 2014). 

            
LCC staff in the five Counties have followed up 91 cases (91 cases followed
                        up include cases LCCs resolved from mid 2013) in one year after 

                        establishment (Note: LCCs staff do followed up on some resolved cases, but 
                        don't have the capacity to follow up all cases resolved. The main cases LCCs
                        staff follow up are those that their MOUs are not upheld by either party to the  

                        dispute and either party brings a compliant).


Outcome progress
Describe progress made during the reporting period 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? Is the theory of change that underpins the project design still relevant for this outcome (3000 character limit)? 
1. Data reported show an increased number of persons that are aware of their  

    land rights, Land ADR and preferred to use the Alternative Dispute Resolution    

    (ADR) option and the LCCs. During the period under review it was reported   

   from the five LCCs that 95% of key informants (officials), including the  County   

   Superintendents, Districts Commissioners, Clan chiefs and the Judiciary, and 70% 
   of the general population in the ten Districts where the LCCs operate are aware of 
   their land rights, ADR option and the Land Commission. The LCCs are also above 
   target for both officials and general population. Among the members of the general 
   population that are aware of the LCC operations and the ADR option, 51% are 
   males and 19% are females.
2. Outreach and education awareness activities implemented by the LCCs have reach 

    more people, as a result more people are bringing forward their land cases to the 

    LCCs.  The outreach and education awareness activities included radio talk show 
    and phone in programs on local radio stations, presentation of LCC messages, 
   distribution and viewing of land resolution program documents. Other awareness 
   activities are mobilization, sensitization of the communities on ADR and drama 
   performance and through town crier.

3.  Increase in the number and percentage of cases that have been recorded by the 
     LCCs. 256 land dispute cases recorded and 34 resolved. Disaggregated data 
     indicated that 64 cases were reported by women and 192 by men. The LCCs are 
     below target for both recorded and resolved cases
4.  During the reporting period, 69% of cases have held after 1 year after closure of
     the case files and monitoring of disputants' compliance to MOUs. This outcome is     

     well on track.

Reasons for low achievement and rectifying measures
If sufficient progress is not being made, what are the key reasons, bottlenecks and challenges? Were these foreseen in the risk matrix? How are they being addressed and what will be the rectifying measures (1500 character limit)?
1. Delay in signing AOC and getting preliminary funds.

2. Low achievement during the third and fourth quarter of 2014 was due to the EVD epidemic. This scenario was not foreseen and captured in the risk management matrix. Government and its partners are working assiduously in the affected counties to free Liberia from the EVD. In October, 2014 World Health Organization reported a slightly lower number of new cases in Liberia compared with previous months and other affected countries. 

Outcome Statement 2:  Overlaps eliminated and synergies established with the Justice and Security Hubs;
Rate the current status of the outcome:  FORMDROPDOWN 

	Indicator 1:

Joint activities undertaken with Hubs


Indicator 2:
Number of referrals by Hubs to LCCs or vice versa
Indicator 3:


	Baseline: June 2013: 0 joint activities 
Target: May 2015:6 joint activities
Progress:7 joint meetings were held between the LCC and the Gbarnga Hub
Baseline: Jun 2013: 1 referral 
Target: May 2015: 30 referrals 
Progress:1 referral
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     


Output progress
List the key outputs achieved under this Outcome in the reporting period (1000 character limit).Outputs are the immediate deliverables for a project.

 The Bong LCC received 1 referral for  land conflict through the Public Service Outreach 
    Office of the Hub. The land conflict was reported to the hub by some citizens of Kayata in 
    Suakoko District and a referral was subsequently made to the LCC. 
 LCC had a meeting with the Regional Justice and Security Hubs  and discussed common 
   strategy both institutions can adopt in fostering joint activities since we have similar focus 
   of peace  consolidation.
 

Outcome progress
Describe progress made during the reporting period 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? Is the theory of change that underpins the project design still relevant for this outcome (3000 character limit)? 

1. Regional Justice and Security Hub is a part of the Bong/Lofa LCCs Land Dispute 
    Resolution Taskforce (LDRT).   
2. LCC (Bong)  and Jusice and Security Hub agreed to collaoborate in using hub complaint 
    mechanism 
3. LCC (Bong) and Justice and Security Hub agreed to carry out joint outreach activities 
    through community engagement. 
4. Seven  joint meetings were held between the LCC and the Gbarnga Hub and is above the 

    target.

Reasons for low achievement and rectifying measures
If sufficient progress is not being made, what are the key reasons, bottlenecks and challenges? Were these foreseen in the risk matrix? How are they being addressed and what will be the rectifying measures (1500 character limit)?
Outcome target was surpassed. The envisioned number of referrals between the various LCC and the Gbarnga Justice and Security Hub has not come about. However, we believe this is good news and beginning, as it seems that more community members are bringing land cases to the LCCs and other cases to the court. We believe that the joint outreach of both entities has been effective in helping communities know which place to bring their case, according to their needs/preferences. Moreover there has been caes brought to  the LCC as a result of the joint outreach activities.
Outcome Statement 3:  Policies and transition strategy established for alternative dispute resolution
Rate the current status of the outcome:  FORMDROPDOWN 

	Indicator 1:

Land Dispute Resolution Policy drafted
Indicator 2:
Transition strategy agreed
Indicator 3:


	Baseline: 0 policies
Target: May 2014: Land Dispute Resolution Policy drafted
Progress:Nov 2014: finalised the LC’s National Land ADR Policy Intent Statement.
Baseline: 0 strategies
Target: Aug 2014: Transition strategy finalized; Jan 2015: ADR policy drafted 
Progress:Transitional strategies have included: 
1. Advocacy and involvement of county judges to support the ADR system in County where the LCCs are operating.
2. Engagement of the MOJ and Justice sector for the practice of ADR system

Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     


Output progress
List the key outputs achieved under this Outcome in the reporting period (1000 character limit).Outputs are the immediate deliverables for a project.

  2 Land Dispute Resolution Taskforce (LDRT) meetings held at national level (please find 

     attached one meeting minutes for LDRT meeting held May 30, 2014)
 21 LDRT meeting held at county level.
 These meetings were relevent to designing the strategy for establishing the ADR system 



Outcome progress
Describe progress made during the reporting period 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? Is the theory of change that underpins the project design still relevant for this outcome (3000 character limit)? 

1. National Land ADR Policy Intent Statement Completed at working forum in May 2014, 

    with additional suggested inputs from June 26 - 27, 2014 workshop (Please find attached 

    LADR policy statement of intent and LADR workshop report).
2. Two (2) transitional strategies  agreed with 

                              a. MOJ

                              b. Advocacy for ADR system. 

Reasons for low achievement and rectifying measures
If sufficient progress is not being made, what are the key reasons, bottlenecks and challenges? Were these foreseen in the risk matrix? How are they being addressed and what will be the rectifying measures (1500 character limit)?
Two targets on track. ADR policy expected in January 2015 
Outcome Statement 4:  Improved understanding of urban disputes, and their effects on women, as well as the displaced, for Land Commission/New Agency
Rate the current status of the outcome:  FORMDROPDOWN 

	Indicator 1:

Number of studies on urban  land disputes, including effects on women, and resettlement solutions
Indicator 2:

Indicator 3:


	Baseline: Jun 2013: 0 studies
Target: May 2015: 2 studies
Progress:2 studies have been combined into 1 and study output (report) is ready. Find the final urban land dispute report as attached
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     
Baseline: 
Target:      
Progress:     


Output progress
List the key outputs achieved under this Outcome in the reporting period (1000 character limit).Outputs are the immediate deliverables for a project.

 Urban Land Disputes report completed (Please find attached final Urban Land Dispute Report from UN-Habitate) 
 Report reflects on specific and realtime comflicts in two areas in Greater Monrovia 
     and provide improve understanding and effects of urban disputes on women

  Report offers recommendations for resolution of urban disputes



Outcome progress
Describe progress made during the reporting period 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? Is the theory of change that underpins the project design still relevant for this outcome (3000 character limit)? 

The study provided realtime information for urban land conflict resolution.
Reasons for low achievement and rectifying measures
If sufficient progress is not being made, what are the key reasons, bottlenecks and challenges? Were these foreseen in the risk matrix? How are they being addressed and what will be the rectifying measures (1500 character limit)?
One study was conducted instead of the two that was initially planned. Nevertheless the study still covers both thematic areas adequately (urban land disputes including effects on women, and resettlement solutions).
1.2 Assessment of project evidence base, risk, catalytic effects, gender in the reporting period
	Evidence base: What is the evidence base for this report and for project progress? What consultation/validation process has taken place on this report (1000 character limit)?
	1. National Working Forum

2. National LDRT meetings (2)

3. County level LDRT Meetings (21)

4. The Land Coordination Centers (LCCs) in the five counties have reduced the threat and frequency of violent occuring because of land conflict. The Land Commission (LC) and its partners  have trained communities' mediation practitioner and established communities' mediation committee that have help resolved cases using tradition mediation methodology, that who have otherwise resulted in violent among people and communities, if the LCCs were not present. 
5. The national ADR policy intent statement. 

6. Former disputants have also recognized the efficiency and timeliness of the ADR system and are encouraging members of their communities to utilize same, by taken cases to the LCCs.

7. Community and family relations are being consolidated.



	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 for Liberia's peacebuilding process. The project provided funds to continue the support for the work of the Land Commission and Land Coordination Centers for the implementation of the land disputes prevention and resolution system in Liberia mainly focus on the ADR system.

	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)
	1. LCRP provided some training and logistical supports for some the LCCs. 

2. NRC provided some field support for the some of the LCCs. 
3. Transitional strategy with MOJ/Justic sector has increase 

    collaboration on the ADR policy 

4. Moreover, County Authorities are requesting for extension of the work of the LCCs in other districts of their counties where the LCCs are not operating and have continuously requested the LCCs to intervene in land cases in their communities; similarly, other County Authorities are also requesting the services of the LCCs in their counties where the LCCs are currently not operating and as such more funding is needed to ensure such expansion.
 


	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)
	LCCs in the various counties established land mediation centers in different location of the Districts and Communities to peacefully resolve land disputes. Mediation practitioners from different mediation centers can preside over land dispute in different centers. This is done to reduce the risk of partiality and people from the same community residing on their own land disputes or relation land disputes. And if a disputant express dissatisfaction in any mediation practitioner, that practitioner is changed to enhance transparency.

	Gender: 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)
	Women and disadvantaged people are provided with:
1. Equal access to LC and LCCs facilities. 
2. Equal opportunities to land dispute resolution mechanism using the ADR system at the LC and LCCs. 
3. Documentation of land disputes are catalogued according to gender.
The orginal gender marker for the project was 2. It is still right because women are considered vital in land dispute resolution and are provided equal access to the project facilities.


	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)
	1. There is a need to increase funding for the LCCs because some of the donors (LCRP and NRC) who were co-supporting the LCCs have ended their programs.
2. Additional funds had to be reallocated (US$135,000) to the LC to support LCC operations midway through the project; adequate budget is recommended for the operation of the LCCs as they respresent the success of the land ADR process and this momentum should be maintained. 



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)
	Initially, some of the county land commissioners, surveyors and chiefs felt that the functions of the LCCs were going to overlap with their roles, which was not the case. After seeing the impact of the ADR they are willing to work with the LCC and are even transferring cases to LCCs.

	Lesson 2 (1000 character limit)
	Lack of any compensation for voluntary mediation practitioner to cover their expensives affected their effectiveness to the mediation activities. 

	Lesson 3 (1000 character limit) 
	The ADR approach is well accepted by the people because:

1.  It follows traditions and focuses on maintaining or re-establishing good relations between disputants.

2.  The process does not favour anybody because of their position or relation. 
3. It is also of no cost to the disputants.


	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).
STORY ONE: 

Bong LCC Resolves Ten Years Land Conflict As Opposing Parties Express Satisfaction over Mediation    

On July 16, 2013 following two months of mediation activities between the Calvary  Memorial   Ministry   Church  and the  family  of  Mrs. Kiapeh  S. Tokpah  who is  the wife of  Cuttington University  President  converged at the  disputed piece of  land situated  in the Brooklyn Community of Gbarnga for the demarcation of the disputed land marking  the end of a decade long land conflict between the  two families. This landmark accomplishment  by the  Bong LCC was  realized  as a  result of an exhaustive mediation  process  carried out between the disputing parties,  after NRC earlier attempted to amicably resolve the case failed.   Both parties had for the past ten (10) years claimed ownership of the parcel of land situated on their common boundary. 

Following the LCC intervention and series of mediation efforts, the parties to the land conflict finally reached an agreement to have the disputed area demarcated which they considered as the recipe to end their land conflict.  

Madam Tokpah explaining about the root cause of the dispute with the Calvary Church disclosed when she fled Liberia to seek refuge in United States because of the war, a relative her land grantor sold portion of her land to the church in her absence. “Upon my return from United States in 2008, I noticed that the church has encroached on the land with my cornerstone uprooted from the original spot”. She however mentioned in order to avoid confrontation and further conflict with the church, she reported the case to NRC in 2010 for mediation but the mediation effort did not materialize as the church continues to expand construction on the land.  

Madam Tokpa in her explanation asserted she became very sadden when the mediation by NRC could not make them reach a peaceful settlement to the land dispute because she was getting weary   with the conflict involving the church.    

STORY TWO: 
LCC in conjunction with the County authorities resolved a 34 year long land dispute between two communities in Harper Districts.

In Maryland County, the LCC in conjunction with the County authorities resolved a 34 year – long land dispute between the Jackonville and Waa-Hodo Townships in Harper Districts. Boundary demarcation exercise conducted by the Maryland County surveyor team took place on 30 August 2013 following a series of mediation meetings facilitated by the Maryland County LCC. The two Townships agreed to divide the contested land into two equal parts to find a common boundary. Furthermore, parties agreed to jointly contribute funds for construction of a monument at the boundary as a gesture of reconciliation. Meanwhile, the County surveyor advised the Township Commissioners to halt any sale of land until his office completes drafting a layout for the area. 

PART 3 – FINANCIAL PROGRESS AND MANAGEMENT ARRANGEMENTS
3.1 Comments on the overall state of financial expenditure
Please rate whether project financial expenditures are on track, slightly delayed, or off track:   FORMDROPDOWN 

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

     
Please provide an overview of expensed project 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: Alternative land dispute resolution system fully operational and managed by a new national Land Agency

	Output 1.1
	Support to LC and LCC outreach work

-core support; technical assistance

	UN-Habitat
	572,641
	325,871
	     

	Output 1.2
	5 LCCs supported

- core staff funded and operational

1 new LCC set up

-staff recruited, trained

-dispute resolvers trained



	UN-Habitat
	
 1,162,959


	530,664
	     

	Output 1.3
	LCC staff follow-up
	UN-Habitat
	     
	     
	     

	Outcome 2: Overlaps eliminated and synergies established with the Justice and Security Hubs;

	Output 2.1
	Harmonised activities with Hubs

- Joint outreach trips

- Land trainings by LC to Hub staff

-Referrals

	UN-Habitat
	70,000
	28,000
	     

	Output 2.2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 2.3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Outcome 3: Policies and transition strategy established for alternative dispute resolution

	Output 3.1
	LDRT work supported

-LCCs convene LCC county meetings

-LCCs provide data/analyses

-LC works with national LDRT on transition 

	     
	     
	     
	     

	Output 3.2
	     
	UN-Habitat
	     
	     
	     

	Output 3.3
	     
	UN-Habitat
	     
	     
	     

	Outcome 4: Improved land administration capacity for Land Commission/New Agency;

	Output 4.1
	Surveying teams established and utilised

-core support to teams

-surveys undertaken

	UN-Habitat
	158,400
	     
	     

	Output 4.2
	Outcome 5 Improved understanding of urban disputes, and their effects on women, as well as the displaced, for Land Commission/New Agency    
	UN-Habitat
	36,000
	36,000
	     


	Output 4.3
	Output 5.1: Study on urban land disputes and women

-research

Study on resettlement 

-realtime case studies

-research

	UN-Habitat
	     
	     
	     

	Total:
	     


	     
	2,000,000
	920,535
	     


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); or whether any changes are envisaged in the near future (2000 character maximum):
1.
Implementation partnership


UN-Habitat provides technical support and experiences from  other countries
            like DRC


The Land Commission should be visible through M&E and supervision of all
             project activities, whilst RUNO performed technical support to the Land
            Commission to enhance knowledge transfer and Land Commission capacity.

           For example Outcome 5: Improved understanding of urban disputes, and their
          effects on women, as well as the displaced, for Land Commission/New Agency. 
          This study was done exclusively by UN-Habitat with no inputs or learning by
          LC staff.  

2.
Coordination and coherence with other projects and program


Justice and Security Hub


Justice sector


Ministry of Gender and Development (Land Desk Program)


LDRTs bring together all stakeholders in the land sector including government 
            and private institutions 

3.
Modalities of support


Agreement of Cooperation between LC and UN-Habitat was signed


LCCs operations are under budgeted.  Midway through UN-Habitat had to 
            make some additional funds available. 

4.
 Support of PBF secretariat and oversight of the JSC


Support of the PBF  has been tremendous especially when they are needed. 

            They provide support for the budget revision.


� 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. 
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