UNDP Funding Windows
Template for 2025 Results Reporting

The Funding Windows (FWs) contribute to amplifying UNDP's impact by supporting (i) innovative, field-tested approaches and initiatives that serve as ‘proofs of concept’ and (ii) enhancing knowledge generation and learning, leveraging the expertise of the GPN[footnoteRef:2] to inform policy and practice. [2:  Both along the organization’s vertical knowledge-value chain (country offices - regional offices - headquarters) and horizontal knowledge-value chain (across thematic teams and disciplines). ] 

This annual report template is designed to capture how thematic flexible FWs resources have:
· Enabled Country Offices (COs) to catalyze transformative results, expand strategic partnerships, leverage additional funding, and scale promising initiatives
· Contributed to strengthening UNDP’s positioning in key thematic areas supported by the FWs.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Poverty and Inequality; Governance, Peacebuilding, Crisis and Resilience: Nature, Climate and Energy; Gender Equality and Women’s Empowerment] 

[bookmark: _Hlk214974801]Instructions: This reporting template is intended for recipients of flexible resources across single-country initiatives, global/ regional projects and multi-country flagship initiatives. For flagship initiatives, the coordinating global team is responsible for submitting a consolidated report, including results and narratives from all participating countries. 
Project Details 
	Type of initiative 
	Multi-country Flagship Initiative
	Submitting Office
	[Global team or CO name]

	Award Number (Quantum)
	

	Proposal Title 
	Promoting Participation Pathways for Human Development – 3P4D

	Funding Window
	Governance, Peacebuiliding, Crisis and Resilience




Quantitative Report - Measurable results and targets
To facilitate results reporting, project outputs funded through the FWs must: a) be linked to the relevant CPD and Strategic Plan Outputs and indicators; and b) be reported against the FW proposal Outputs and Indicators. For cross-country aggregation of results, please select the “Funding Windows central indicator” applicable to your specific project indicator, if any. For single-country initiatives, complete the table with country-specific data. For flagship initiatives, aggregated totals across countries under each funded proposal should be reported. Please fill out the quantitative results in the following table:

	Linked SP Output
	Relevant SP Indicator(s)
	FWs Proposal
Output
	FWs Proposal Indicator(s)
	Unit of measure (people, km, hectares, etc.)
	Baseline (# only, for aggregation)
	2025 Target
(# only, for aggregation)
	2025 Actual 
(# only, for aggregation)
	
Status
	Funding Windows central indicator (select what applies, for aggregation)	Comment by shazana.s1@gmail.com: As flagged previously, the results framework for this project has not been shared with me. 

	Choose an item.
	Drop down menu
	
	
	
	
	
	
	☐  Final result

☐ Interim progress 
	Choose an item.

	Choose an item.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	☐ Final result 

☐ Interim progress 
	Choose an item.

	Choose an item.
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	☐ Final result 

☐ Interim progress 
	Choose an item.




SP Indicator Contribution Summary (Flagship Initiatives Only)	Comment by shazana.s1@gmail.com: Do we need this?
This section is to be completed by the global/regional teams managing multi-country flagship initiatives (e.g., Internal displacement; Inclusive Public goods; etc.). Please summarize:
· Which SP indicators the flagship contributes to overall and how FW-funded outputs across initiatives support these
· Any measurable changes in SP indicator values attributable to FWs funding.
· Results vis-a-vis the overall flagship targets
Contributions may be aggregated across multiple FWs outputs and indicators. A one-to-one mapping between FWs and SP indicators is not required.

	SP Indicator 
	SP baseline (from IRRF)
	SP target (from IRRF)
	FWs contribution to SP target (actual number)
	Countries reporting
	Flagship target
	Contribution to Flagship target

	Indicator 1.1 (IRRF 2.4.5) number of regional, national and sub-national initiatives, policies, and strategies to protect and promote: a) civil society to function in the public sphere and contribute to sustainable development; b) inclusive spaces, mechanisms and capacities for public dialogue; and c) access to reliable information on issues of public concern
Baseline: 0
Target: 5

	
	
	 1
	Sri Lanka 
	
	1 initiative (14 divisional-level civil society networks (consortiums) formed in six targeted districts. These durable platforms have  facilitated pathways for dialogue, collective problem-solving and enabled civil society to contribute to sustainable development

	Indicator 1.2 (IRRF 2.2.1) Number of countries with institutions, systems, or stakeholders with capacities to support fulfilment of nationally and internationally ratified human rights obligations:  
Baseline: 0
Target: 5

	
	
	1 country
	Sri Lanka 
	
	The capacities of sub-national governance institutions and civil society stakeholders were strengthened to support the fulfilment of human rights obligations, especially in relation to participation,  accountability and access to public services. Through the establishment of 14 divisional-level civil society consortiums across Northern, Eastern and Uva provinces, and capacity development of 317 civil society actors, the project has supported efforts in strengthening participatory governance, public oversight, and evidence-based advocacy.

	Indicator 1.3 (IRRF 2.2.2) Number of countries that have targeted systems with strengthened capacities to:  a) address discrimination against women ; b) address racism; c) expand civic space  
Baseline: 0
Target: 5

	
	
	1 country
	Sri Lanka 
	
	The initiative strengthened targeted systems to address discrimination against women and expand civic space by establishing divisional-level civil society consortiums and supporting women’s leadership. Fourteen consortiums across the Northern, Eastern and Uva provinces, together with capacity building for 160 female civil society actors, enabled more inclusive participation and dialogue. In addition, targeted dialogue sessions strengthened the leadership and governance engagement of 78 women leaders.

	Indicator 1.4 (IRRF 2.3.2) Number of new measures that improved agility and responsiveness of local governance institutions for: a) basic service delivery; b) prevention
Baseline: 0
Target: 5
	
	
	1 new measure 
	Sri Lanka 
	
	One new integrated participation mechanism was established, combining the establishment of civil society consortiums, action planning, community-led needs assessments and structured dialogue with Divisional Secretariats to improve local governance responsiveness.



Narrative Report - Impact and observable change
	1. OUTPUT-LEVEL RESULT: Describe measurable results achieved that contributed to the objectives of the initiative using disaggregated data as evidence. Describe positive (and negative) impact on target beneficiaries and clarify if the change was planned or unexpected.  (500 Words maximum)

	The 3P4D initiative has demonstrated measurable progress towards strengthening civic participation infrastructure and civil society capacity at the subnational level in the country. Across three provinces, Northern, Eastern and Uva, UNDP has supported the formation of 14 divisional-level civil society networks (consortiums) in six targeted districts, strengthened their organisational capacities, and connected them with local government and service providers. UNDP’s efforts have helped create durable platforms and pathways for dialogue, collective problem-solving, sustainable civic engagement and accountability. 

Divisional Secretariats (DS divisions) were chosen in consultation with District Secretaries and other government officers in order to meet target criteria, including the presence of marginalised groups, readiness of existing CBOs, openness of institutions, and potential for policy advocacy. CBO mapping formats and a CSO capacity assessment tool were developed to assess organisations before including them in divisional consortiums. Collectively, these consortiums brought together a diverse range of community actors, including women’s societies, youth clubs, farmer and fisheries organisations, senior citizens’ groups, and disability organisations. 

Following the formation of consortia, the project strengthened the capacities of 317 civil society actors in the Northern and Eastern provinces (157 male, 160 female) in advocacy, public oversight mechanisms, budget tracking, participatory planning, and needs assessments. Participants demonstrated improved understanding of governance processes, advocacy, and evidence-based engagement with public institutions. These practical workshops equipped participants with confidence and capacity to monitor public resource utilization and promote inclusive decision-making. Overall, the training significantly enhanced participants’ ability to advocate for their communities and laid a solid foundation for sustained civil society engagement in local governance, accountability, and inclusive development initiatives. This change was planned and directly aligned with the project’s expected results, which emphasize capacity as a prerequisite for meaningful participation.

All 10 consortia in the Northern and Eastern provinces have developed their own divisional action plan, identifying governance bottlenecks, service delivery gaps, and priority advocacy areas.

In the Eastern Province, consortium members also completed five community needs assessments across five Divisional Secretariat divisions. The assessments were facilitated through a participatory approach, combining group discussions, stakeholder mapping and practical exercises, and helped to highlight key emerging needs affecting peace and development. While the assessments were planned as a technical output, an unexpected positive result was the extent to which consortium members reported increased confidence and analytical skills as a result of leading the process themselves.

The project has also facilitated four dialogue sessions in Monoragala engaging 78 participants to strengthen women’s leadership and advocacy and enhance their participation in political, economic and social spheres. These sessions have helped to strengthen collaboration, knowledge sharing and action planning among women leaders, parliamentarians, local councilors and civil society. 

At the beneficiary level, the project has promoted a discernible shift in how civil society actors perceive their role - from service providers to governance partners. Participants reported an increase in confidence in engaging with local authorities and a better understanding of how citizen participation can influence policy and resource allocation.  These output level achievements have helped to establish sustainable participation platforms, strengthen civil society capacity, and laid the foundation for more inclusive, accountable and responsive governance. 





	
2. OUTCOME-LEVEL CONTRIBUTION: Describe how FWs resources contributed (or did not contribute) to higher-level impact (i.e. CPD outcomes and/or SP outputs and outcomes) in 2025. Where relevant, explain how small-scale or localized interventions contributed to systemic change or policy influence. Highlight any evidence of replication, scale-up, or institutional uptake. (500 Words) 
	FWs resources have contributed to higher level impact by triggering significant shifts in how civic participation is structured, strengthened and linked to governance processes at the subnational level. Instead of standalone interventions, UNDP has piloted institutionalised participation pathways in line with CPD outcomes on inclusive governance, social cohesion and public trust. 

In particular, the project has strengthened the enabling environment for civic engagement, a change all the more imperative in a country emerging from a devastating economic crisis and facing heightened demands for responsive and inclusive governance. By supporting formalised divisional-level consortia that have their own constitutions and action plans, the project has helped communities to move from ad hoc consultations to institutionalised and structured participation mechanisms. This intervention has demonstrated the huge potential of viable models of citizen engagement that local authorities recognise and work with. In the Northern Province, for example, the adoption of consortium constitutions and agreed governance procedures has improved legitimacy and positioned civil society actors as credible partners to government institutions. In the Eastern Province, the completion of community-led needs assessments has generated locally grounded evidence that can inform divisional planning and service delivery. 

FWs resources have also promoted alignment with national reform priorities, including those surrounding transparency and accountability as outlined in the National Anti-Corruption Action Plan (2025-2029) developed with UNDP support. The consortium action plan emphasizes citizen charter monitoring, advisory committee advocacy, and budget oversight, helping to link grassroots work with national accountability frameworks. 

Institutional uptake is reflected through increased engagement of Divisional Secretaries, Grama Niladharis, and local government officials in consortium processes. In particular, in the Uva Province, coordinating committees were established at the divisional level to ensure systematic implementation, while awareness and orientation programs were planned to enhance the capacity of both government officers and CBOs. Furthermore, the standardized tools developed under the project, including CBO mapping formats, capacity assessment tools, and training curricula, provide a clear pathway for scale-up. 

Finally, the initiative contributed to social cohesion and conflict prevention outcomes by creating inclusive spaces for dialogue that proactively address grievances before they escalate. By embedding participation within governance processes, the project supports peaceful civic engagement and strengthens the social contract.





	
3. ADDITIONAL RESULTS: Please tick the applicable results and briefly explain what and how they were achieved:
☐Advanced digital solutions. Please explain and specify the N of digital solutions advanced, including AI-enabled tools to support KM, learning, or communications: 
 ☐ Supported more responsive, inclusive, and representative decision-making. Please explain: The project strengthened inclusive decision-making by establishing civil society consortiums that engage women, youth, persons with disabilities, and marginalized groups.

 ☐Supported durable solutions to IDPs, migrants, and host communities. Please explain:
 ☐Decreased vulnerability to crisis, shock and disaster risks Please explain:  
☐Advanced the humanitarian-development-peace nexus. Please explain: The project works on addressing governance grievances, promoting dialogue, and strengthening trust between citizens and institutions and thereby contributes to peacebuilding and long-term development priorities. 


☐Support risk-informed and gender-responsive recovery solutions. Please explain: Gender-responsive approaches were embedded throughout the project, with targeted support for women’s leadership, participation of women’s organizations in consortiums, and dedicated dialogue sessions involving women councilors and women leaders, particularly in Uva Province.

☐Strengthen policy and legislative and institutional environment to prevent and respond to GBV. Please explain:
☐ Supported South-South and Triangular Cooperation. Please explain and mention countries involved, the nature of the cooperation (e.g., peer learning, joint programming, technical dialogues and exchanges), and any outcomes or lessons learned: 
	




	4. Leave no one behind (LNOB): Select all beneficiaries targeted with the FWs resources and provide the total number benefitted for each of the selected groups (disaggregated by gender and age, as applicable)

	Beneficiary Group
	Total Reached
	% Women
	% Youth

	Internally displaced persons, refugees or migrants
	Ex. 60,000
	60%
	30%

	Persons affected by disasters
	
	
	

	Persons affected by armed conflicts and violence
	
	
	

	People living in multi-dimensional poverty
	
	
	

	Unemployed persons
	
	
	

	Minorities (e.g. race, ethnicity, linguistic, religion, etc.)
	
	
	

	Persons with disabilities
	
	
	

	Women
	Ex. 70,000
	100%
	40%

	Youth
	Ex. 35,000
	50%
	

	Other (specify)
	TBD
	TBD
	TBD

	Total (All Groups) 
	Sum
	
	

	Data sources
	(e.g., surveys, partner reports, administrative data)




	
4.a Gender Equality results and transformative impact: Describe specific gender equality outcomes achieved, explaining how the initiative contributed to gender-transformative change. 
	
The initiative supported gender equality results by embedding women’s leadership and participation across all outputs. Women accounted for a substantial proportion of participants across consortia and capacity-building programs (160 of the 317 civil society actors capacitated in the Northern and Eastern provinces were female).  Furthermore, women-led organizations were actively engaged in action planning, needs assessments, and advocacy efforts. 78 grassroots women leaders, women councilors, and civil society actors across the Uva province strengthened their leadership and advocacy skills. These sessions have helped to strengthen collaboration, knowledge sharing and action planning among women leaders, parliamentarians, local councilors and civil society. These efforts have helped to promote increased awareness of the importance of women’s leadership and the local level and strengthened women’s confidence when engaging with governance institutions.  





	
5. VALUE ADDED OF THE FUNDING WINDOWS & OPPORTUNITIES: Please tick the applicable boxes under the following categories and explain how the FWs resources were unique compared to other sources of funding, in enabling:
Strategic positioning: 
□ The FW resources complemented other funding streams. Please explain the source of funding and what added value this provided

☐ Country-level: 
The FWs resources enabled the CO to respond strategically to a request from national and/or sub-national partners, which would not have been possible otherwise. Please explain:
KIS
Global/regional level: 
□ The FWs resources enabled UNDP to strengthen its global/regional offer including through thought leadership, for instance. Please explain how the initiative contributed to UNDP’s global or regional programming, policy dialogue, technical support, or contributed to UNDP’s global knowledge agenda: 
	



Speed:
☐ The allocation of FWs resources was swift to enable UNDP to position itself as an agile and critical actor to address emerging and complex issues. Please explain:
	



☐ Rate the speed of FWs resource allocation compared to other funding sources (1 = much slower, 5 = much faster) 5

Cost efficiency: 
☐ The FWs flexible resources reduce transaction costs compared to earmarked funding (e.g., % of funds spent on operations vs. programming)? Please explain:

Catalytic investment: 
☐  The FWs resources allowed the CO to secure additional co-funding from other funding partners. Please specify the additional amount mobilized and the source of funding: 

	


☐  The FW resources allowed the CO to secure additional cost-sharing and co-financing from the government.  Please specify the additional amount mobilized and the source of funding: 

	


☐  The FWs resources allowed the CO to catalyze innovative solutions, including piloting new approaches, or business models to scale successful initiatives or unlock systemic change. Please explain:
	The consortiums have provided structured pathways for communities and civil society to engage with governance institutions on service delivery and accountability. 



Partnerships: 
☐ The FW resources enabled the CO to form new partnerships (national and sub-national government entities, International Financial institutions (IFIs), private sector, NGOs, feminist organizations, philanthropic partnerships, academia/think tanks, other.) Please specify the number of new partnerships formed due to FW flexibility, which partner and the scope of the collaboration:  

	FW resources enabled UNDP Sri Lanka to establish and strengthen partnerships with sub-national government institutions and civil society actors across three provinces. Specifically, the initiative facilitated partnerships with Divisional Secretariats and local government authorities in the selected districts through the consortiums. 



☐  The FW resources enabled the CO to forge new partnerships or strengthen ongoing partnerships with other UN agencies to accelerate the achievement of the SDGs.  Please explain how FWs resources enabled and strengthened UN coherence, which UN agencies you collaborated with and the scope of the collaboration (e.g. strategic planning and programming; communications and advocacy; funding/resource mobilization, etc.):  

	




	
6. CHALLENGES, ADAPTATION & LEARNING:
a. For targets that were not achieved, please explain: what were the challenges faced in reaching the intended beneficiaries and achieving planned results (e.g. evolving context, emerging risk, etc.)? What steps and/or course corrective actions did the office take to adapt to and/or overcome this challenge (e.g. budget reallocation, target population adjustment, strategy change or activity shift, M&E adjustment, etc.)? (400 words)
	The political and institutional context following the 2024 parliamentary elections posed challenges to project implementation. Additionally, different levels of readiness among local institutions, and uneven civil society capacity across districts was also a challenge. The project adopted a flexible implementation approach to address these challenges. Training targets were adjusted, and greater emphasis was placed on CBO mapping, and capacity assessments to tailor interventions to local needs.

Project implementation during the reporting period was influenced by political transitions and climate-related shocks, which required adaptive management and flexible sequencing of activities. The local government elections held on 6 May resulted in a transitional phase at the subnational level, as the formal establishment of new local councils took additional time. Many newly elected chairpersons and councilors were first-time office holders, with limited familiarity with participatory governance approaches and structured civil society engagement. Consequently, additional time was required to orient new political leadership, build trust, and secure their informed involvement in 3P4D interventions. This transition temporarily slowed engagement with some local authorities, particularly during the early implementation period.

At the same time, Cyclone Ditwah severely affected the Uva, Northern, and Eastern Provinces, where 3P4D activities are implemented. The cyclone disrupted administrative operations and compelled Divisional Secretariats and Local Authorities to prioritize emergency response and early recovery. As a result, several planned trainings, consultations, and community engagements were postponed or rescheduled, affecting the original implementation timeline. 

To address these challenges, the project adopted a flexible and adaptive implementation approach. Activities were re-sequenced to prioritize introductory orientations, stakeholder briefings, and confidence-building engagements with newly elected local government representatives. In disaster-affected areas, timelines were adjusted in close coordination with Divisional Secretariats to ensure that project activities aligned with local recovery priorities. Training targets and delivery modalities were revised where necessary to reflect varying levels of institutional readiness.




b. What key learning or best practice emerged from using FWs resources (vs. other sources of funding)? For multi-country flagship initiatives, what cross-country insights or innovations emerged? (400 words)
	One key learning was the importance of early-stage investment in participation infrastructure rather than short-term interventions. Funding allowed UNDP to prioritize consortium formation, governance structures and training programmes helping to lay the foundation for long term, durable and systemic change. Another best practice was the integration of learning-by-doing approaches, such as community-led needs assessments, which produced data on local needs to be addressed while building capacity of civil society actors.




	
7. EVIDENCE of CHANGE & IMPACTFUL NARRATIVES: Provide a high-level narrative that helps demonstrate or amplify how pooled resources led to transformative change the change reported under previous sections and FWs catalytic impact. Use impact stories, quotes, testimonials, specific examples or key moments, etc. (400 words) 
	
The project has made significant inroads in transforming civic engagement by revitalizing spaces for meaningful citizen participation, particularly for women and youth. Amid ongoing socio-economic crises and a shifting political landscape following the 2024 parliamentary elections, the project has provided cohesive platforms that enable communities to actively engage in governance, moving beyond a traditional service provider / recipient mindset. 

Across the Northern, Eastern, and Uva provinces, fourteen divisional-level civil society consortiums have been formed, bringing together a diverse range of actors. These consortiums have developed localized action plans identifying governance challenges, service delivery gaps, and development priorities requiring immediate attention. Early evidence shows that these platforms have strengthened the capacity of civil society to engage meaningfully with local government, fostering greater dialogue and accountability. A key part of this success has been capacity building whereby 317 community actors have strengthened their skills in policy advocacy, participatory planning, public oversight, and budget tracking. These trainings have enabled communities to conduct needs assessments helping to inform advocacy and service delivery.

The impact of these interventions is highlighted in the changing perspectives of participants. As one civil society representative from Ampara noted, “The project helps us understand how civil society can play a role in governance. We now see that our participation is not just about service delivery but also about influencing policies and decisions.” Another participant reflected on the design of the orientation session, stating: “The orientation session was an eye-opener. It showed us step by step how to organize ourselves, set priorities, and plan actions. This process built our confidence to engage more with local government.” (CBO representative, Uhana Consortium). Across multiple provinces, similar reflections point to a broader cultural shift, where citizens increasingly view themselves as active partners in governance rather than beneficiaries or service providers. 

By establishing durable and inclusive pathways for civic engagement, the 3P4D project is contributing to stronger public trust and improved social cohesion.





	
8. COMMUNICATIONS & VISIBILITY: Include hyperlinks to any additional communications, visibility and advocacy materials produced (e.g. online/ human stories, blogs, articles, photos, videos, social media).
	Blogpost on Strengthening Participation Pathways, published on UNDP Sri Lanka:https://www.undp.org/srilanka/stories/strengthening-participation-pathways 




	
9. RISK MANAGEMENT: Provide a specific example from the reporting year where risk management played a crucial role in the implementation of the project. Describe risks identified, assessed, mitigated and managed, including the nature of the risks, potential impact on the project, and the resulting outcome or lessons learned from risk management. (200 words)	Comment by shazana.s1@gmail.com: Buddhi - any inputs to share.	Comment by Buddhika Udayajith: A key risk identified during the reporting year related to the local government election scheduled for May 2025, which was assessed early in the planning phase as having the potential to disrupt field-level implementation. During election periods, engagement with local authorities and communities is typically constrained, and the establishment of new councils can delay decision-making and approvals. If unmitigated, this risk could have resulted in significant implementation delays and underutilization of project timelines.
To mitigate this risk, the project adopted a proactive and anticipatory risk management approach. Recognizing that field implementation would be limited during April and May 2025, the project strategically advanced procurement and contracting processes during this period. All procurement activities including the preparation of Terms of Reference, evaluation processes, and contracting of service providers were conducted at the UNDP office level, where operations could continue without disruption.
As a result of this early mitigation measure, service providers were successfully mobilized by the end of May 2025, enabling field-level implementation to commence promptly from June 2025 onwards, immediately following the establishment of new local councils. This approach minimized downtime, safeguarded delivery timelines, and ensured continuity of project activities despite the political transition.
A key lesson from this experience is the value of forward-looking planning and flexible sequencing in governance programming. Anticipating political and institutional cycles and aligning procurement and implementation timelines accordingly proved critical in maintaining momentum and reducing operational risk. This experience reinforces the importance of embedding risk analysis and mitigation measures into project planning to enhance resilience and delivery efficiency in dynamic contexts.
	A key risk identified during the reporting year related to the local government election scheduled for May 2025, which was assessed early in the planning phase as having the potential to disrupt field-level implementation. During election periods, engagement with local authorities and communities is typically constrained, and the establishment of new councils can delay decision-making and approvals. If unmitigated, this risk could have resulted in significant implementation delays and underutilization of project timelines. To mitigate this risk, the project adopted a proactive and anticipatory risk management approach. Recognizing that field implementation would be limited during April and May 2025, the project strategically advanced procurement and contracting processes during this period. All procurement activities including the preparation of Terms of Reference, evaluation processes, and contracting of service providers were conducted at the UNDP office level, where operations could continue without disruption.

As a result of this early mitigation measure, service providers were successfully mobilized by the end of May 2025, enabling field-level implementation to commence promptly from June 2025 onwards, immediately following the establishment of new local councils. This approach minimized downtime, safeguarded delivery timelines, and ensured continuity of project activities despite the political transition.

A key lesson from this experience is the value of forward-looking planning and flexible sequencing in governance programming. Anticipating political and institutional cycles and aligning procurement and implementation timelines accordingly proved critical in maintaining momentum and reducing operational risk. This experience reinforces the importance of embedding risk analysis and mitigation measures into project planning to enhance resilience and delivery efficiency in dynamic contexts.





	
10. Emerging Impact & Strategic Outlook: (Optional): If your initiative is in an early stage (e.g., launched in late 2025 or with limited financial execution), please share any emerging insights, strategic directions, or partnerships that signal future impact. You may also include reflections on how the initiative is contributing to broader agendas, influencing policy dialogue, or generating knowledge for future programming.
This section may also be used to report on post-project impact (e.g., policy uptake, resource mobilization, institutionalization) that occurred after financial closure.


	
	






Please provide any additional reports or information to fundingwindows@undp.org. For reference, please see the 2024 Funding Windows Annual Report.
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	☐  Final result

☐ Interim progress 
	Choose an item.




