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INTRODUCTION 

This Alert is to be used as a guidance tool for Country Offices that currently are, or will be, implementing Central Emergency 
Response Fund (CERF) projects as part of CERF’s Rapid Response (RR) or Underfunded Emergencies (UFE) windows. This 
Alert aims to assist in aligning proposals with CERF guidelines and principles; provide guidance on compliance with CERF 
implementation, including budget modifications and reprogramming, as well as with reporting and visibility.  

 
IOM NY’s Humanitarian, Peace and Security (HPS) team is IOM’s institutional focal point for CERF and provides liaison and 
advocacy with the CERF Secretariat in New York. While HQ provides endorsement of CERF proposals, IOM NY acts as 
secondary reviewer for all CERF proposals; reprogramming or modification requests as well as reports and will check 
compliance with CERF guidelines, criteria and priorities. To this end, IOM NY closely liaises with HQ and RO Regional 
Thematic Specialists during these review processes.  
 
While all CERF narrative proposals are reviewed and endorsed by HQ-DOE (PRD/TRD), budget proposals are reviewed and 
endorsed by RO for non-L3 projects and DRM ESU for L3 projects.  
 
The IOM NY CERF Focal points are Jo De Backer1 and Pierre-Elie Defachel2. 
 
It is very important to notify the IOM NY CERF focal points as soon as CERF Rapid Response allocations, UFE prioritization 
strategies or CERF proposals are discussed, or issues/concerns related to implementation are envisaged. This will allow for 
appropriate guidance and support as well as advice as how to overcome challenges during implementation of CERF grants.   
 
All programming and resource management staff should familiarize themselves with the guidance below. We remain 
available for any further questions you would have and will liaise with CERF Secretariat or support you in your efforts to 
liaise with CERF/ OCHA locally depending on the nature of your queries.   

 
1 MENA, EAST & HORN of AFRICA, SOUTHERN AFRICA, Turkey, BiH, North Macedonia, Afghanistan, Iran, Pakistan 
2 Americas-LAC, PACIFIC, Rest of Central and East ASIA, WEST & CENTRAL AFRICA and EUROPE 

https://cerf.un.org/
https://cerf.un.org/
mailto:DE%20BACKER%20Jo%20%3cjdebacker@IOM.INT%3e
mailto:pedefachel@iom.int


BACKGROUND 

IOM has had direct access to the CERF since its previous incarnation as the Central Emergency Revolving Fund, a loan facility, 
through General Assembly resolution A/RES/48/57 (OP9). In December 2005, the UN General Assembly upgraded the CERF 
by adding a grant element through resolution A/RES/60/124. IOM has an Umbrella Letter of Understanding with OCHA, 
signed in April 2011, containing the terms and conditions of IOM’s direct access to and use of the CERF.   
 
CERF is managed by the Under-Secretary-General for Humanitarian Affairs and Emergency Relief Coordinator (ERC) with the 
support of the CERF Secretariat based in OCHA NY on behalf of the UN Secretary General. In December 2016, the UN General 
Assembly endorsed the SG’s call to expand CERF from 450 USD to 1 billion USD by end of 2018.  

 
➢ Between 2006 and December 2021, IOM has received a total of over 547 million USD from CERF. 

➢ In 2021, IOM ranked 4th in receiving allocations from CERF for an amount of 63,4 million USD for 34 projects 

in 19 countries.  

➢ Out of these 34 projects, 22 fell under the Rapid Response window and 12 under the Under Funded 

Emergencies window (6 countries had both RR and UFE allocations). Key sectors included in projects 

(projects most often were multisectoral): Shelter & NFIs (20 projects), CCCM (11 projects), protection (11 

projects), Health (10 projects), WASH (7 projects); common services (2) and food security (1). 

 

CERF is composed of two components: 

➢ Rapid Response window (RR window): 

Rapid response funds help support life-saving, humanitarian activities in the initial stages of a sudden-onset crisis. They may  
also be used to respond to time-critical requirements or a significant deterioration in an existing emergency. Two-thirds of 
CERF funds go to the RR window. Each emergency has a limit of 30 million USD, unless in exceptional circumstances, and 
humanitarian system-wide scale-up activation/L3 declarations trigger an automatic 10-20 million USD CERF allocation. Rapid 
response funds are disbursed as soon as possible. They can be used as soon as a disaster occurs and must be expended within 
six months. 
Rapid response allocations should fulfill the “life-saving” criteria (see Resources section), as defined by CERF’s mandate, and 
result from a country’s needs assessment. Activities should be chosen from a country’s set of core humanitarian programmes 
and be essential to the overall humanitarian response. 

 

➢ Underfunded Emergencies (UFE Window): 

Twice a year, the ERC allocates to selected countries grants from the underfunded emergencies window. As explained in 
the Underfunded Emergencies Technical Methodology (see Resources section), the ERC selects countries based on a number 
of criteria, including the level of funding, humanitarian needs, risk and vulnerability; UN agencies’ recommendations; 
consultations with UN agencies, NGOs and different parts of OCHA; and a review of documents such as Humanitarian Needs 
Overviews. For the consultations and recommendations from UN agencies, IOM NY works closely with HQ-DOE and DOE RTSs 
to strategize and put forward IOM priority countries in the inter-agency process. All agencies allocate votes to a final list of 
countries which are then put forward to the ERC for his consideration.   
 
Once countries are chosen by the ERC for the UFE window, all relevant Resident Coordinators (RC)/Humanitarian Coordinators 
(HCs) are notified and a 4-6 weeks application process kicks in. One-third of CERF funding is allocated to the UFE window. 
The lifespan of UFE projects has been expanded to 12 months maximum duration.  

 
   CERF - strategic initiatives: 
CERF is testing innovative approaches as part of its own evolution. This includes piloting an anticipatory action approach under 
the RR window and a pilot on multiyear funding under the UFE window. Additionally, the ERC has identified four important 
areas of humanitarian action that suffer from chronic underfunding and has encouraged RC/HC to give these particular 
attention. The four areas are: (a) support for women and girls, including tackling gender-based violence, reproductive health 
and empowerment; (b) programmes targeting disabled people; (c) education in protracted crises; and (d) other aspects of 
protection. 
 
 

 

https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N94/056/15/PDF/N9405615.pdf?OpenElement
https://undocs.org/en/A/RES/60/124
http://www.unocha.org/about-us/headofOCHA


GUIDANCE ON ACCESSING CERF-GRANTS AND PROPOSAL DESIGN 

Requesting a CERF Grant: 
If an emergency arises and the ERC has declared that CERF will lend support to the emergency, you should reach out to your 
local OCHA team to start the process for requesting CERF funds right away. The CERF application process is field-based and 
project proposals need to be coordinated by the RC/HC. There will be a prioritization process initiated locally which will be 
based on CERF’s Life Saving Criteria. If you fail to engage at this time you may lose out on CERF funds.   
 
Immediately after an emergency is declared, it is key to work closely with other agencies in the humanitarian country team 
(HCT) and OCHA to accurately assess needs; analyze funding available from an Inter-Agency Response plan through the 
Financial Tracking System (FTS); going through a strategic prioritization with the clusters you work with and then submitting 
an application to the RC/HC in line with the agreed prioritization at country level.   

   The RC/HC in country then makes the formal request to the ERC for CERF funding and submits the proposal package to the 
CERF Secretariat in New York.  
 
NEW: In March 2022, CERF secretariat finalized a list of CERF standard indicators (EN/FR) to guide project development and 
streamline indicators used in the results matrix. The use of these indicators is encouraged wherever relevant in their project 
proposals. Agencies can continue to use custom indicators where appropriate.  
 
   Internal approval and endorsement process: ALL CERF proposals need to be endorsed by HQ, after they have been 
reviewed by the RO (RTS and SRRMO). HQ Reviewers will seek compliance input from the IOM NY CERF focal point. Please 
always loop in the relevant HQ division, RO RTS and IOM NY as soon as a strategy or proposal is being discussed at the country 
level given the very tight deadlines for CERF submission. The final version of the proposal (after any modifications requested 
by CERF and re-endorsed by HQ) should always be shared with IOM NY so that IOM NY can be sure that the correct final 
version is attached to the approval letter which is contractually binding us (see below under implementation). 
 

While all CERF narrative proposals are reviewed and endorsed by HQ-DOE (PRD/TRD), budget proposals are reviewed and 
endorsed by RO for non-L3 projects and DRM ESU for L3 projects.   

 
   A PRIMA guidance for CERF proposals can be found here.  
 

Use of Data and needs assessments:  
CERF projects require solid data and information because of the explicit ‘response’ mandate and the needs assessment that 
will be initiated at country level. Poor quality data and unclear beneficiary needs can cause delays in the prioritization of 
needs and in ensuring a strategic response as well as getting project approval. All project proposals also need to be in line 
with cluster objectives. Usually your data and needs assessments will be reviewed locally and with the HCT before 
submitting proposals to ensure data is aligned.  
 
Gender with Age Marker (GAM) 
The IASC Gender with Age Marker (GAM) is the key tool used by the humanitarian community to enhance the quality and 
consistency of gender equality programming by deepening gender analysis with the inclusion of age; making the coding 
simpler and more reliable; and adding a monitoring phase so that measures could be assessed at both design and 
implementation. The IASC GAM codes programs and projects on a 0-4 scale, based on responses to multiple-choice 
questions about 12 key gender equality measures. Its application is mandatory for projects in consolidated appeals, 
including Humanitarian Response Plans, Pooled Funds and the CERF.  

 
Please visit the IASC GAM website to fill out the survey which determines the GAM score for your project: here.  

 
Duplications of activities: 
On occasion, CERF reaches out to ensure that projects have been effectively coordinated amongst agencies in country to 
check whether there is no duplication of activities or waste of resources between agencies working in the same location. If 
you are requesting funds for a specific intervention and there may be a chance of overlap or duplication of activities with 
another agency, it is best to clarify roles and responsibilities between agencies in your proposal to avoid delays in approving 

https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF_Standard%20indicators_2022_EN.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF_Standard%20indicators_2022_FR.pdf
https://iomint-my.sharepoint.com/:b:/g/personal/jdebacker_iom_int/Ef5lvCfl0vNFgJaM0VhDhwABU7b4873pB9tglmkKfbpGAg?e=F8PrQY
https://iascgenderwithagemarker.com/wp-content/uploads/2018/05/iasc_gam_2018_gem_summary.pdf
https://iascgenderwithagemarker.com/en/home/


projects. CERF likes to see collaboration between agencies at the field level and will encourage joint activities although they 
still require separate proposals by agency.  
 
Implementing Partners:  
CERF encourages the use of Implementing partners (IPs). It is important to outline clearly the name of IPs and include the 
maximum information available on the sub-grant at the proposal stage in the narrative. Significant delays may arise from 
not having clear information outlined e.g., identification of IPs, cooperation and agreements  already in place, what they will 
be specifically contracted to do, etc.. Changes to these can create blockages and delays. CERF expect that we use IPs when 
IOM does not have the capacity to implement directly, meanwhile IPs are under the entire responsibility of the contracting 
UN Agency. Hence when you use IPs you have to ensure that they operate within the time scale of the project and that the 
use of their funds is overseen by IOM’s internal protocols. IOM cannot be the IP of another UN agency and cannot use 
other UN agencies as IPs.  

 
Templates for agency applications can be found in the Resources section.  

   BUDGET GUIDANCE  

Budgeting for Staff Needs: 
Missions requesting CERF funding should be aware of the recommendation that staffing cost should not exceed 10% of the 
total budget.  CERF recognizes the projectized nature of IOM and is generally more flexible with IOM on their staffing costs 
(particularly for staff-heavy projects such as DTM, health,…) however they are still tied to standardization across the agencies 
and will not go beyond a slightly higher percentage with a maximum of 15% which will need to be duly justified. 
 
Inclusion of Senior Management positions (such as Chief of Missions, Heads of Sub-Offices, and Senior Coordinators) will 
not be funded by CERF unless clearly justified by their direct involvement in the project implementation.    
 
CERF funding as part of a larger response:  
CERF will not fund an entire response so it is important to describe how the CERF funding fits into a larger multi-donor 
response as part of an existing or new Humanitarian Response Plan, inter-agency response plan or refugee and migrant 
response plan. These other resources for the response need to be shown in the narrative only, and while there is no set % 
of how much CERF versus other donors pay towards a response, CERF will not cover 100% of the response.  
 
Consistency in Unit Costs: 
The team in the CERF Secretariat is used to working with IOM for a long time and they will easily spot whenever unit costs 
are wildly different to what they expect in certain countries from specific agencies. They actively do comparisons and look 
up previous projects to base their judgment on.  Reasonable and justifiable changes in unit costs, for staffing or items, are 
not an issue, but always be prepared to justify changes if asked.  
  
Make sure that your unit costs for specific staff grades in your project are consistent. Different unit costs for the same graded 
staff in the same project will result in delays and may lead to questions about credibility.   
 
Lump Sums in Budgets: 
CERF will request breakdowns of lump sums if there is no information provided in the budget lines that explains the make-
up of a lumpsum. Where and if possible, it is best to provide these details during the initial proposal as delays are caused by 
repeated requests for more details on lump sums. 
 
Security Costs: 
Recurrent security costs are not covered. CERF will fund safety and security equipment and/or services on the basis of a 
security risk assessment. Please see attached memo. 
 
Disbursement of funds to other UN agencies (e.g. as IP) is not permitted by CERF.  
 
For detailed guidance and templates for CERF budgeting, please consult the Resources section. 

   CERF IMPLEMENTATION  

CERF Contracting Procedures: 
When your proposal has been approved, an approval letter will be sent from the CERF Secretariat to the IOM NY office and 
will need to be counter-signed and returned within 24 hours. IOM CERF Focal Point in NY will ensure timely signature by the 
IOM NY Director; will inform the Country Office and respective IOM colleagues as soon as the counter-signed approval letter 



has been received and will liaise with LEG Contract Review for obtaining the LEG approval code. The counter-signed 
approval letter is the ‘contract’ under the Umbrella Letter of Understanding with OCHA. Please always ensure that IOM 
CERF Focal Point in NY has the latest versions of the project proposal as agreed with CERF. 
 
IOM NY will send out an email to the relevant IOM office and colleagues in HQ, DRD, PIU and Revenue with instructions on 
the grant implementation period and reporting.  
 
Finalization of implementation: 
For grants under the RR window, the funds must be expended, and activities completed within 6 months from the 
disbursement date of funds. For grants under the UFE, funds must be expended by 31 December of the calendar year for 
grants disbursed in the first round of the UFE and by 30 June of the following year for grants disbursed during the second 
round. 
 
No-Cost Extensions and Reprogramming – to be avoided: 
Project extensions are usually NOT allowed except in exceptional circumstances, if the reasons for the inability to 
implement are clearly documented to be outside of the control of the recipient agency.  Please note that it is in IOM’s 
interest to avoid submitting NCEs for CERF lifesaving, critical emergency funding. Only in very exceptional circumstances 
beyond our control should we consider this option. CERF keeps track of organizations asking for NCEs; any requests impact 
IOM’s credibility and reputation and whether we will continue to be considered for CERF funding.  
 
According to CERF rules and regulations, CERF funds generally cannot be re-programmed given the fact that they are bound 
by specific proposals which have been approved based on analysis of the situation as detailed in the original prioritization 
strategy and proposal package submitted by RC/HC. Only on an exceptional basis, and due to external circumstances, the 
Emergency Relief Coordinator (ERC) may approve changes within existing projects.  
 
If an exceptional circumstance materializes that is beyond IOM’s control and justifies a No Cost Extension and/or 
Reprogramming request, this should be prepared as soon as possible and should be duly justified. HQ, RO (RTS and SRRMO) 
and IOM NY should be notified of this as soon as possible.  
 
Please note getting an NCE approved is difficult. The following recommendations are to be taken into account to support a 
reasonable and properly justified NCE request which must be based on exceptional circumstances and requires prior 
approval from RC/HC: 

o Engagement with OCHA/CERF locally as early as possible will put you in a better position. The HC and OCHA are your 
biggest advocates for an NCE and thus discussion and approval from them prior to any request are key. 

o Since rapid response activities are often implemented by several actors at country level a coordinated request with 
multiple agencies will stand a better chance of success and underscores that the exceptional circumstance is faced 
by all and not just one agency.  

o Engage with other agencies to verify if you have common issues.  
o Short NCEs (1 month) are more likely to be approved, while 3-month NCEs (maximum) are more challenging as these 

affect the reporting dates for the CERF Secretariat. Nevertheless, it remains important to request from the onset a 
no-cost extension that is realistic in duration and provides the appropriate time needed to complete the 
implementation. 

o NCEs should not be last minute requests and at the latest should be done minimum 1 month before the end of the 
project, to allow the RC/HC and donor sufficient time to review and approve it; the more notice you can give the 
better. Retroactive extensions will not be accepted.  

Budget modification/redeployment of funds:  
A formal request for redeployment of funds must be sent by IOM to the ERC through the RC/HC when you make any changes 
to the agreed staffing lines, or when the adjustment pertains to a cumulative shift of more than 15% between the budget 
categories of the direct costs. CERF is flexible and willing to implement modifications to a project so long as the modifications 
are in line with expected project outcomes and original timeframes. Regular monitoring of the project activities, 
consumption rate of the overall budget as well as single budget lines is key to keep track and anticipate any need for a 
modification request.  
 
Approval of the entire budget change must be requested from the ERC prior to implementation of the change. 
 
For all budget modification requests, internal approval processes need to be followed and IOM NY needs to provide a 
compliance check before anything is submitted to RC/HC. All modifications need to be formally approved by CERF, a formal 
letter approving the revision will be send to IOM NY who will forward to relevant colleagues and LEG contract Review for 
an updated LEG code. 



 
For detailed guidance and templates on CERF reprogramming, NCEs and redeployment of funds, please consult the 
Resources section. 

   CERF REPORTING 

Timely reporting is essential to being a credible and effective partner. Narrative reports are coordinated and submitted 
through the RC/HC and are a combined effort of all the agencies who received CERF funding under the response window. 
 
CERF expect 100% project expenditure. CERF does not expect (nor appreciate) funding being returned to them and 
especially material or small sums of money. However, this does not mean that last minute’s transfers at the end of project 
to zero out the project balance without justification can be made. Instead, this requires proper planning at the stage of 
project implementation and before closing. 
 
Narrative reporting (using the templates in the Resources section):  

• At field level - narrative reporting on CERF projects to the RC/HC as input to a consolidated report on the use of 
CERF grants. The consolidated RC/HC CERF Report is due within three months of grant expiration. A message 
launching the report process (including guidance and templates) will be sent by CERF Secretariat to RC/HC and 
agencies involved ahead of time and will be shared with you by IOM NY focal point.  

• At field level – interim updates are required for the projects funded under the RR and UFE windows. This is a light 
in-country process, with the objective of facilitating information sharing and coordination and identifying corrective 
actions. The various inputs from agencies will be consolidated by the RC/HC and shared with the CERF Secretariat.   

• At the HQ level - an annual report regarding the overall strategic impact of CERF funding on IOM’s global emergency 
programmes to the ERC by the deadline set by the ERC in spring each year. 

Internal review process: all project narrative reports (interim and final) for L3 operations are reviewed and approved for 
submission by HQ with input on compliance from IOM NY. Reports for all other contexts are reviewed and approved for 
submission by RO (RTS and/or regional donor reporting team) with technical input from HQ and input on compliance from 
IOM NY. Please ensure adequate time is allowed for the internal review process to take place. Financial reports need to be 
simultaneously prepared as the narrative report (regardless of different submission processes and timing) to ensure 
consistency of information and data and as per IOM’s regular reporting process.  
 
Project financial reporting (using the template in the resources section):  

• Interim financial statements due by 15 February for all underfunded emergencies and rapid response grants 
received the prior year, and for all outstanding balances on grants received in previous years; 

• Final financial statements due by 30 June for all underfunded emergencies and rapid response grants received the 
prior year, and for all outstanding balances on grants received in previous years (an update of the interim 15 
February statement); 

• Interim financial statements due 15 August only for rapid response grants with implementation periods that expire 
between 1 January and 30 June for the same year. 

Internal review process: Financial reports are coordinated by the country office with Regional Accounting Service (RAS), 
with HQ Financial Report Endorsement unit (HQFINREP@iom.int) for L3 projects and and Central Accounting Service (CAS). 
CAS will submit all financial reports for IOM directly to CERF Secretariat in NY. Please make sure that financial reports are 
prepared and finalized on time, and simultaneously with narrative reports, to allow CAS to timely submit.  

   VISIBILITY  

Telling the story of CERF is vital to strengthening the global visibility of CERF and to demonstrate the achievements and 
results of CERF-funded activities. Donor visibility is a key priority for CERF and is central to all advocacy and communication 
efforts. IOM is the 6th largest recipient of funding in 2019 and therefore it is strategic that we assist CERF as they seek 
support to demonstrate achievements and results. See the CERF donor visibility guidance in the Resources section.   

 
➢ Please ensure that the CERF logo is used on information products, reports and signage and wherever possible on 

project sites, external updates, DTM products, etc. Do note that OCHA is not the donor. While CERF is administered 
at the country level by OCHA colleagues, they are not the donor and should not be included in the donor’s section 
of reports/visibility. The CERF logo is not available to download on the CERF website, however it can be found 
attached to this message and below. 

mailto:HQFINREP@iom.int


 
➢ Press Briefing Notes (PBN): a good rule is to complete at least one PBN per CERF grant, whether for national, 

regional or global release. See samples from Uganda, Somalia.  
➢ It is also strongly recommended to include CERF on social media posts through a) Twitter using @UNCERF and b) 

Facebook using @UnitedNationsCERF  
➢ Digital platforms and CERF publications or key milestones: the CERF Secretariat encourages implementing partners 

to share content, including photographs, stories, quotes from CERF-funded activities that can be used on CERF’s 
digital platforms and in flagship publications. Due credit will be given to each individual agency or organization. IOM 
can and should share these photos either at the country level or through IOM NY which will send to the CERF 
Secretariat. CERF often uses these photos for their own reports, updates, milestones and humanitarian response 
plans. Always ask and ensure that CERF gives IOM photo credit on publications.  

➢ Stories from the field: Beneficiary or related human-interest stories are also important for the CERF Secretariat. 
Collect 5-6 good photos and stories and share with CERF/ OCHA colleagues for their use as desired (ensure that the 
beneficiary has agreed to use of their face/story) ensuring that all internal media guidelines are followed. 

➢ Please make sure to follow IOM’s internal media guidelines.   
➢ Examples: of CERF’s lifesaving impact and stories from the field can be found here.  

 
Members of the CERF Secretariat have also indicated that visibility costs can be included in budgets for CERF grants, no 
indicative amount has been clarified, so please investigate at the country level. 
  

RESOURCES 

*all those resources marked with an asterisk will need to be opened by copying the hyperlink directly into the browser via right clicking 

with the mouse and choosing copy hyperlink. They are protected sources by the CERF website and will not be accessible by the shortcut 
ctrl+click.   

1. CERF Handbook 
2. Guidelines for Agency Proposals and budgets 
3. Reporting Requirements Overview * 

a. Application Templates  
4. Reporting Guidelines * 

a. Reporting Template * - please note that a tailored and pre-populated template will be mailed to the RC/HC 
one month prior to grant expiration. Therefore, please only see this template as a guidance.  

b. CERF Report Annex 1 * 
c. CERF Monitoring Guidance * 
d. After Action Review Guidance * 
e. Interim Update Reporting * 
f. Donor Visibility Guidance * 

5. Budget tool 
a. PSC Calculation Guidance 
b. Paper on Direct and Indirect Costs (also useful for guidance on funding IPs) * 

6. CERF guidelines on No Cost Extensions, Reprogramming and Redeployment of Funds. * 
7. Guidance and Templates 

a. Modifications Guidance * 
b. Reprogramming Request Forms 
c. CERF Budget redeployment Template 2019 
d. CERF Life Saving Criteria* 
e. Rapid Response Window: Procedures and Criteria * 
f. Underfunded Emergencies Window: Procedures and Criteria * 
g. CERF standard indicators – EN/FR 

8. Best Practices to Accelerate Implementation of CERF Projects * 
a. Communicating Fraudulent Use of CERF Funds * 

9. CERF Underfunded Emergencies Technical Methodology  
 

 

 

https://www.iom.int/news/un-migration-agency-steps-life-saving-support-uganda-south-sudanese-refugees-hit-1-million
https://www.iom.int/news/un-migration-agency-48000-somalis-benefit-health-services
https://cerf.un.org/stories-events/stories
https://cerf.un.org/partner-resources/cerf-handbook
https://cerf-gms.unocha.org/sites/CERFAgency/CERFApplicationTemplates/AgencyProjectProposalandBudgetGuidelinesEN.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/Overview%20-%20CERF%20reporting%20requirements%20%282017%29.pdf
https://cerf-gms.unocha.org/sites/CerfAgency/SitePages/CERFApplicationTemplates.aspx
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/RCHC%20Reporting%20Guidelines%20%282015%29.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/RCHC%20Report%20Template%20ENGLISH.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/RCHC%20CERF%20Report%20Template%20Annex%201%20ENGLISH.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF%20Monitoring%20Guidance%20%282017%29.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF%20After%20Action%20Guidance.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF%20Interim%20Update%20%282017%29.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/cerf_ag_cerf-donor-visibility_201811609_en.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/cerf_ag_cerf-donor-visibility_201811609_en.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/Revised%20CERF_Budget_Tool_January_2013.xls
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/PSC_calculation_guidance.doc
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/AG%20Paper_direct%20and%20indirect%20costs_final_0.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERFGuidance_No_Cost_Extension_and_Reprogramming_Nov2011.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/partner-resources/guidance-and-templates
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERFGuidance_No_Cost_Extension_and_Reprogramming_Nov2011.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF_Project_Revision_Request_Jul2016.docx
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF_Budget_Redeployment_Template_2019.xls
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF%20Life-Saving%20Criteria%202020.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF_Rapid_Response_Window_September_2011.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/Underfunded%20Emergencies_Technical%20Methodology.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF_Standard%20indicators_2022_EN.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/CERF_Standard%20indicators_2022_FR.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/Best%20Practices%20to%20Accelarate%20Implementatin%20IASC%20Task%20Team_0.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/Communicating%20the%20Fraudulent%20Use%20of%20CERF%20Funds.pdf
https://cerf.un.org/sites/default/files/resources/Underfunded%20Emergencies_Technical%20Methodology.pdf

