Annex 1

CERT CRITERIA 
for Implementing Agreement Requests for Extension
	CRITERIA
	TERM EVALUATION

	
	Current
	Future

	Structural and management criteria

	(a) Strategic direction
	4[5]
	5[5]

	Relevant points for overall assessment:

· Does the work programme of the Implementing Agreement (“IA” hereinafter in the Table) coincide with the strategies of the CERT and the relevant Working Party? Yes, being the development of Fusion energy the long-term aim and ITER providing a near-term focus for fusion research, the work promoted within the CTP-IA is inline with the long term objective of developing cleaner, more efficient energy technologies [CERT Strategic Objective No. 2]. There is effective communication with governments [CERT Strategic Objective No. 3] as indicated by going ahead with ITER. It is proposed to have a liaison officer to improve the communication with CERT and ensure continuous communication aiming at a more fruitful liaison within the IEA family [CERT Strategic Objective No. 4]. The CTP-IA also strives for a more vigorous collaboration with non-IEA countries [CERT Strategic Objective No. 5].
· 
.

	(b) Scope
	4
	5

	Relevant points for overall assessment:

· Is the work programme of the IA sufficiently substantive and comprehensive? Yes, the CTP-IA covers all key research and development Tokamak areas required for the development of Fusion Energy using magnetic plasma confinement, namely Plasma equilibrium and stability; Energy and particle transport; Plasma heating and current drive; Plasma-wall interaction and divertor physics; Pedestal physics including edge localised mode (ELM) control; Energetic particle-driven instabilities, transport and confinement; Integrated scenario development; Plasma fuelling; Plasma diagnostics; in following on the International Tokamak Physics Activity (ITPA) recommendations.  [4,4]
· Is the participation by countries broad enough? With the aim of involving all parties in the ITER agreement, China and Russia have been invited to join the CTP-IA agreement. All other ITER parties are already involved in the CTP-IA, namely, the EU, US, Korea, Japan and India, giving already a very broad basis for the international collaboration framework that will be further expanded in the future. [4,4]
· Does the IA justify the transaction costs of international collaboration?  [5,5] Yes, due to the immense challenges posed by the development of fusion energy, it has been long recognised that the most efficient way to make progress is via a worldwide collaboration. The focus of magnetic confinement fusion research is the international ITER project. The CTP-IA is providing an efficient way to support the further development of the ITER project through an international collaboration framework among the largest fusion research facilities around the world.   
· Does the work programme contribute positively to the quality of the IEA energy technology collaboration programme? Yes. Most of the work under this IA is physics research and fusion related technology. 
· 

	(c) Contractual and management requirements
	4.5
	5


	Relevant points for overall assessment:

· Does the IA meet the management requirements of the IEA? The Executive Committee meets annually to review the progress and develop a plan or personnel exchanges and workshops for the coming year.  The ExCo submits an Annual Report to the IEA.  Activities under the IA are carried out following the International Tokamak Physics Activity (ITPA) recommendations. 
· 
· Are objectives, strategic plan and annual work programmes in place?  Yes. The Strategic Plan is spelled out in the Fusion Facility Coordinating Committee Strategic Plan. 

· Is the Annual Report provided in a timely and complete manner?  Yes 

· Does the IA comply with the contractual obligations of its Agreement and the terms of the IEA Framework for International Energy Technology Co-operation?  Yes 



	Performance-based criteria

	(d) Contribution to technology evolution / progress
	4.5
	4.5

	
Relevant points for overall assessment:

· Is the strategy and work programme industry -relevant? From the fusion power plant development point of view, present research and development, including the ITER project, are at a stage of developing the concepts of future fusion power plants, and are mainly promoted by public organizations and universities. The interaction with industry is mainly through the construction of experimental devices, and the CTP agreement is not focused on industry at this time. The CTP ExCo considers that the following assessments are not applicable at this stage. However, there are some steps being taken to improve the interaction with fusion relevant industries and in the future there will be certainly a direct impact to industry.
. 

· Are there significant examples that technology deployment is accelerated and that relevant markets are facilitated through the work of the IA? Not applicable. 

· Does industry participation help to guide the direction of the IA and accelerate technology deployment?  Not applicable.
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	(e) Contribution to technology deployment / market facilitation
	NA
	NA

	· 

	(f) Policy relevance
	4[did not exist]
	4 [did not exist]

	Relevant points for overall assessment:

· Do IA results feed into policy-making processes in home countries? Yes, ITPA results, affect policymakers, but there is not a direct link. High level meetings make use of the data obtained within the CTP-IA and these are presented at IAEA meetings and in particular it affects the decisions of the ITER Council.  

.
· Are key data available in a format that can be used by policy makers? Yes. Results affect decisions of the ITER Council.  ITPA key results are published by major publishers, such as the ITER Physics Basis. 
· .
· Are findings used in IEA analysis which feeds into policy making processes?  Not directly at this stage apart from the fact that the results affect the decisions of the ITER Council.

· Are findings used in IEA Ministerial, G8 and other high level events? Not directly at this stage, but the discussion of fusion issues have been brought forward; and, they have affected other high level events, such as the signing of the ITER agreement. 

.



	(g) Contribution to environmental protection
	NA
	NA

	Relevant points for overall assessment:

· Does the IA make contributions to cost-efficient reduction of environmental impact?  However, not applicable at this stage, fusion research has the long term aim of reducing the environmental impact of electricity production, in a cost effective way. 

	(h) Contribution to information dissemination
	4.
	4.5

	Relevant points for overall assessment:

· Are results of IA work adequately disseminated to:

4) participating countries? Yes [5,5]

5) IEA Member countries? Yes [4,4]

6) private sector?  Fusion research is mainly promoted via public funding, public organisations and universities.
· Has the IA contributed to IEA Secretariat efforts to promote your activities, for example through the OPEN Bulletin?  Not to Open Bulletin.

· Is the website complete and up-to-date?   There is an up to date public website, including the  available reports.  

	(i) Outreach to IEA non-Member countries
	4.
	5

	Relevant points for overall assessment:

· Are appropriate results of IA work adequately disseminated to IEA non-Member countries? China and Russia are communicated through the ITPA.  Brazil and other groups through journals, workshops and IAEA workshops.  The agreement has reached out to non-member countries in the fusion community.  Formal invitations to join the CTP-IA agreement have been made to China and Russia.

· Do IEA non-Member countries participate in IA workshops, analysis or other activities? Yes

· Does the IA participate in CERT, Working Party/Expert Group or Secretariat outreach efforts? Not relevant.  NEAT initiatives are not implemented.

	Value-based criteria

	(j) Added value
	5
	5

	Relevant points for overall assessment, in terms of: 

· Reduced or avoided research costs? Joint experiments contribute to reducing costs and increase the likelihood of the ITER success, due to increased cross verification and reliability of the results. [5,5]

· Return on investments and improved competitive position? Not applicable [5,5]

· Contribution of R&D results to cost reduction? See earlier comment [4,4]

· Results that could only be achieved through the international collaboration project? Some results can only be achieved by comparing experiments within a diverse set of experimental setups and devices, such as the extrapolation of some parameters like the estimation of ITER’s plasma confinement time. This can only be achieved within the International Framework of multi-device experiments through the CTP-IA following ITPA recommendations. [5,5]

· Interaction with other IAs, the Working Parties/Expert Groups, the CERT and the IEA Secretariat? There is close interaction with other Fusion relevant IEA-IA, such as the  IEA Plasma Wall Interaction in TEXTOR (PWIT) IA and the Stellarator – Heliotron Concept IA    [5,5].

· Active participation of national institutions in the IA work programme? Yes [5,5]

· National R&D capabilities through improved access to personnel exchange, training, information, technology or equipment? Yes [5,5]

	To make the evaluation metrical, scores from 1 to 5 are introduced:

5 (excellent), 4 (good), 3 (average), 2 (insufficient), 1 (very insufficient).

Such scores can be supplemented by short comments.  
Not all criteria in the Table are relevant for all IAs. 
Therefore some criteria will generate “not applicable” (n.a.) as an answer.
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Annex 2

CERT 
REVIEW PROCESS
for Implementing Agreement Requests for Extension

Each new term is requested for a maximum of five years. The review process for a request for extension begins one year before the date of the end of the current term. This allows time for discussion and drafting by the Executive Committee and to present the required documents to both the Working Party and CERT meetings before the date of the end of term.  

The Secretariat guides this process and provides relevant information to the Working Party and the CERT. The main steps involved are outlined below. 

1. The Executive Committee (ExCo) of the Implementing Agreement: 

(a) votes (either by a unanimous or majority vote, as provided in the IA text) to seek an extension for a maximum of five years (or a shorter period if desired).

(b) discusses the accomplishments of the past term and the plans for the future (requested) term. The results of these discussions form the basis for the End-of-Term report (EoR) and the Strategic Plan (SP) which are drafted in line with the CERT Guidelines for Supporting Documents. 

(c) carries out a self-evaluation by filling out the CERT Criteria for Implementing Agreement Extensions (CT).

(d) unanimously endorses the EoR, the SP and the CT. 

(e) two months prior to the Working Party meeting, submits the EoR, the SP and the CT, together with a letter from the ExCo Chair requesting extension, to the Desk Officer.

(f) makes arrangements for the ExCo Chair (or his/her designee) to personally present the Request for Extension at the Working Party meeting (and the CERT meeting, if requested) before the end of term date.

2. The Working Party (WP)
:

(a) discusses and evaluates the request for extension based on the current EoR, SP, and CT and the CT, WP recommendation and CERT decision from the previous request for extension, if any.

(b) decides whether to recommend extension and if so, for what duration (which may be for a shorter period than the ExCo requested).

(c) prepares a written  recommendation for submission to the CERT based on the CERT Criteria for Implementing Agreement Requests for Extension and submits to the Secretariat.  

3. The CERT:

(a) reviews the documents that were submitted by the IA to the WP1.

(b) considers the IA request for extension and the WP written recommendation by Written Procedure (unless the CERT Chair requests the IA to present the request to the CERT meeting). The Written Procedure will request comments within 21 days (or any longer time as may be decided by the CERT Chair, as appropriate), after which time: 

i. if no comments are received from CERT delegates, the WP recommendation will be considered approved and is recorded in the minutes of the subsequent CERT meeting; or

ii. if one or more CERT delegates does not agree with the WP recommendation or asks that the request be considered at the next CERT meeting (for example, if the delegate wants more information from the IA or considers that conditions, other than those suggested by the WP may be required), then the IA request for extension will be considered at the next regular CERT meeting. 

(c) if necessary, considers the request for extension at the next CERT meeting, if the CERT Chair or another CERT delegate so requests, or if a CERT delegate does not agree with the WP recommendation, and decides whether to approve the request for extension either as recommended by the WP, or subject to other conditions (for example, a shorter term).
4. The Secretariat:
Sends a letter of notification of the CERT decision to the ExCo Chair and Working Party Chair. 

Annex 3
CERT GUIDELINES FOR SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS
for Implementing Agreement Requests for Extension
As part of an Implementing Agreement’s request for extension, the Implementing Agreement (IA) is required to submit an End-of-Term report and a Strategic Plan, initially to the relevant Working Party, and subsequently to the CERT. 

· The End-of-Term report (EoT) provides an overview of the activities and achievements of the term that is coming to a close; and

· The Strategic Plan (SP) outlines the plans for the term being requested.

The request for extension process is an opportunity for the ExCo to discuss their accomplishments over the past term and to take a step back and make specific plans for the next term. The EoT and SP are official IEA documents that are posted on the IEA CERT and Working Party delegates’ web pages and on the IMPAG website. However, the information gathered may also be used to disseminate the results of the Agreement's work, raise the profile of the Agreement, and attract interest from potential IEA Member and IEA non-Member countries. 
The EoT and SP also provide Working Parties (and subsequently the CERT Delegates) with important information on the Agreement’s activities and plans. This enables the Working Party members to decide whether to recommend that the term of the Agreement be extended, and further, enables them to advise on the strategic directions of the Agreement and help develop linkages to progress the work programme.

To assist the Working Parties’ and the CERT’s assessment of the Agreement, when drafting EoTs and SPs, the structure of the CERT Criteria for Implementing Agreement Requests for Extension (the “Criteria Table”) shall be followed, as set out below:

(a)
Strategic direction 

(b)
Scope 

(c)
Contractual and management requirements 

(d)
Contribution to technology evolution / progress 

(e)
Contribution to technology deployment / market facilitation 

(f)
Policy relevance 

(g)
Contribution to environmental protection 

(h)
Contribution to information dissemination 

(i)
Outreach to IEA non-Member countries 

(j)
Added value

Note that within each of the sections above, and to assist with organising the information and drafting, this document reproduces the relevant section of the Criteria Table and then sets out additional information, comments or questions under each section for your consideration when preparing the EoT and SP, as well as practical suggestions for presentation. Obviously if one or more questions are not relevant to your Agreement, then it/they need not be answered. Inversely, if there are additional issues that pertain to your Agreement, feel free to include them under the relevant section. 

Both the EoT (achievements of term under review) and the SP (future plans) should be of sufficient length to cover the important issues without including every minor detail. A maximum of 20 pages for each document is satisfactory. 
Guidelines for End-of-Term Reports

(a) Strategic Direction

Extract from the Criteria Table

Does the work programme of the IA coincide with the strategies of the CERT and the relevant Working Party?

For example, the Strategic Objectives of the CERT Strategic Plan 2007-2011 are as follows: 

1. Leadership and dialogue to support the CERT Working Parties, Implementing Agreements and expert/ad hoc groups; 

2. Stronger focus on the role of technology policy in developing cleaner, more efficient energy technologies and in deploying them, and on the role of policy in catalysing the scientific innovation needed to generate new energy technology approaches; constant efforts to distil for policy makers the important policy messages from work of the IEA energy technology network; 

3. Frequent, effective communication to policy makers of messages and perspectives extracted from analysis drawing on work and findings in the IEA’s collaborative RD&D network, notably from the Implementing Agreements, Working Parties, expert and ad-hoc groups, and from associated private-sector players and financial institutions;  

4. More fruitful liaison within the IEA family – including joint activities with the Standing Group on Long-Term Co-operation and “hot-line” communication with the IEA Governing Board – and with the OECD; and 

5. More vigorous collaboration with non-IEA countries.

Complete CERT and Working Party (WP) strategic plans are available for download at www.iea.org/about/stancert.htm.

If there are goals or plans to expand or revise the IA strategy, please specify in the Strategic Plan.

(b) Scope

Extract from the Criteria Table

Is the work programme of the IA sufficiently substantive and comprehensive? 

Is the participation by countries broad enough? 

Does the IA justify the transaction costs of international collaboration?  

Does the work programme contribute positively to the quality of the IEA’s energy technology collaboration programme? 

Activities

Please describe the IA activities during the term under review, either carried out by participants in the Agreement (or Annex) or as a direct result of collaboration. This could include completed or current annexes, workshops, seminars, scientific exchanges, working groups, networks, awards, or publications. 

	Meeting
	Quantity
	Participants

	Seminars
	n
	n

	Workshops 
	n
	n

	Conference
	n
	n

	Networks
	n
	n

	Scientific exchanges
	n
	n

	Other (specify)
	n
	n

	Executive Committee meetings
	n/year
	%


Extensive lists of printed materials may be grouped by research area and type of publication in table format: 

	Topic/task/annex
	Report
	Journal
	Publication
	Awards
	Other

	Benchmarking
	n
	n
	n
	n
	n

	Particular application
	n
	n
	n
	n
	n

	Joint Experiments
	n
	n
	n
	n
	n


Including a link to the IA website for the full list of publications is useful.

Funding

How are the IA and Annexes funded (cost-shared, task-shared, combination)? What are the costs of collaboration (i.e. fees for cost-sharing of administration and jointly-funded activities or in-kind contributions for task-shared work in person-years)? Do participants agree with the current arrangements and/or fees?

Membership

Include the current status of Contracting Parties (CPs) or Sponsors in the past term and the Annexes in which they participate. A table presentation is useful for this information.

	
	Date
	Participates

	Signatory
	Joined
	Withdrew
	Annex/task/topic
	Annex 2
	Annex 3
	Annex 4

	Country A
	year
	year
	
	
	
	

	Country B
	year
	year
	
	
	
	

	Company A
	year
	year
	
	
	
	

	Intl. Org.
	year
	year
	
	
	
	


Please explain any changes in CP or Sponsor participation (new signatures or withdrawals).  

Are there any countries that could contribute to, and benefit from, the work of the Agreement that are not currently participating? What factors in the background constrain their participation (e.g., lack of funds or interest, concerns over intellectual property rights, have not been approached)? How can Working Parties and the CERT assist in removing the obstacles? 

Contribution to technology network

Does the IA have regular consultations with other IAs, WPs or the CERT to ensure there are no gaps or overlaps in the network research portfolio? Has the IA participated in CERT, WP, Expert Group or other IA workshops? What is the most significant outcome of your work in the last term?

If there are goals or plans to expand or revise any of the areas above, please specify in the Strategic Plan. 

(c) Contractual and Management Requirements

Extract from the Criteria Table

Does the IA meet the management requirements of the IEA? 

Are objectives, strategic plan and annual work programmes in place? 

Is the Annual Report provided in a timely and complete manner? 

Does the IA comply with the contractual obligations of its Agreement and the terms of the IEA Framework for International Energy Technology Co-operation? 

Objectives

What are the objectives of the IA? What are the strategies to achieve those objectives? 

How many Executive Committee meetings are held annually and what is the average percentage of members present?

	Meeting
	Quantity
	Participants

	Executive Committee meetings
	n/year
	%

	Annex/task/topic meeting
	
	

	       A
	n/year
	%

	       B
	n/year
	%


Annual reports

An annual report serves several purposes. It promotes the IA activities to its member organisations, those interested in joining the Agreement, the IEA Secretariat, and prospective partners. When was the last year the Annual Report was published? Are there mechanisms (processes, personnel, funds) for producing the annual report? If not, please explain.

IEA Framework

The IEA Framework for International Energy Technology Co-operation (the Framework) is the minimum set of rules and regulations governing IAs. Are all current and new members aware of the provisions of the Framework? 

IA legal text

IA legal texts may set out more specific provisions than the Framework. The legal text is meant to be revised periodically to ensure that it reflects the priorities of the signatories and the participants. When was the last time the text was amended? What amendments were made? Are all members aware of the contents of the current IA legal text? 

If there are goals or plans to expand or revise any of the areas above, please specify in the Strategic Plan.

(d) Contribution to technology evolution / progress

Extract from the Criteria Table

Do results of the work of the IA add significant value to technology evolution (performance improvement; potential for innovation)? 

Have IA results been cited in the literature and/or recognised by awards? 

Have IA results been used by institutions in participating countries? 

Are there significant "success stories" originating from the IA? 

Are there spill-over effects to other energy technology areas?

Please provide a brief description of the ways in which they the results of your IA have added value to technology evolution or have enabled technology transfer to other institutions or research areas on a national or international scale. Also mention if the IA results have been highlighted in literature or promoted through other means such as awards, or if there have been significant success stories of your work.

If the activities do not include technology research, discuss the ways in which your activities have been highlighted in literature, promoted through other means, or if there have been significant success stories as a result of your work. Also please explain if your activities have enabled or fed into success stories of another energy technology (or other) research area.

If there are goals or plans to expand or revise the contribution to technology evolution/progress, please specify in the Strategic Plan.

(e) Contribution to technology deployment / market facilitation

Extract from the Criteria Table

Is the strategy and work programme industry-relevant? 

Are there significant examples that technology deployment is accelerated and that relevant markets are facilitated through the work of the IA?

Does industry participation help to guide the direction of the IA and accelerate technology deployment?

What is the stage of the technology within the research, development, demonstration and deployment chain? Is private sector membership (Sponsors) or participation (in-kind) relevant to the scope of the IA? What efforts have been made to increase private sector participation? Are there Sponsor signatories to the IA? If Sponsors are not currently signatories to your IA, briefly describe why.

Is the private sector involved on an informal basis? If yes, this takes place through: 

· technical meetings or seminars? 

· participation in activities as a partner (e.g. contributes to the choice of activities)? 

· participates as a supplier of equipment or services? 

Please specify if any CPs in your ExCo or Annexes are private entities designated by the government. Are there financial or in-kind contributions from private sector entities that are not Sponsors to the ExCo? In which ways do businesses, relevant industry associations or other market stakeholders take part in IA activities (e.g. workshops held in conjunction with industry symposia, ExCo members take part in industry symposia on behalf of the IA)? 

If there are goals or plans to expand or revise the contribution to technology deployment/ market facilitation or private sector participation, please specify in the Strategic Plan. 

(f) Policy relevance

Extract from the Criteria Table

Do IA results feed into policy-making processes in home countries?

Are key data available in a format that can be used by policy makers?

Are findings used in IEA analysis which feeds into policy making processes?

Are findings used in IEA Ministerial, G8 and other high level events?

Describe the results (e.g. article, brief, newsletter, publication, data or other) as well as the mechanisms or channels that these results are made known to national policymakers. At which high-level international meetings have IA findings been made available? Describe which findings of your IA have fed into analysis of the IEA Secretariat. 

If the IA does not currently have the material or mechanisms in place to make results known to national or international policy-makers, or the IA would like to increase input to IEA Secretariat analysis, please discuss in the Strategic Plan. 

(g) Contribution to environmental protection

Extract from the Criteria Table

Does the IA make contributions to cost-efficient reduction of environmental impact?

Please provide a brief description of the ways in which your IA makes a positive contribution to environmental protection through measures such as directly lowering costs associated with greenhouse gas emissions, energy consumption, industrial processes, recuperating waste heat, energy storage, or water usage. 

If there are no current contributions to environmental protection, please discuss the goals/plans that will be incorporated into your work programme (as relevant) in the Strategic Plan. 

(h) Contribution to information dissemination

Extract from the Criteria Table

Are results of IA work adequately disseminated to:

· participating countries?

· IEA Member countries?

· private sector?

Has the IA contributed to IEA Secretariat efforts to promote your results, for example through the OPEN Bulletin?

Is the website complete and up-to-date?

What are the materials (e.g. brochures, articles, briefs, newsletters, annual reports, publications, data or other) that highlight your IA results and which ways are they disseminated to stakeholders? Which stakeholders are targeted? To which of the IEA Secretariat efforts to promote your work has the IA recently contributed? Are systems in place to ensure the website is complete and up-to-date? 

Please outline goals or plans to expand promotion of your IA results in the Strategic Plan.

(i) Outreach to IEA non-Member countries

Extract from the Criteria Table

Are appropriate results of IA work adequately disseminated to IEA non-Member countries?

Do IEA non-Member countries participate in IA workshops, analysis or other activities?

Does the IA participate in CERT, Working Party/Expert Group or Secretariat outreach efforts?

Please list the IEA non-Member country (NMC) signatories to your Agreement. If NMCs are not currently signatories to your IA, briefly describe why. What efforts have been made to increase individual NMC participation or NMC international organisations in the IA? Is the IA aware that the IEA Secretariat can facilitate participation of NMCs? If the IA has invited NMCs to participate in workshops, analysis or other activities, has it led to particular experience or insights? Please explain. Are individual NMCs or NMC international organisations involved on an informal basis? If yes, please describe how. 

Describe goals/plans to begin (or increase) NMC membership in the Strategic Plan.

(j) Added value 

Extract from the Criteria Table

Reduced or avoided research costs?

Return on investments and improved competitive position?

Contribution of R&D results to cost reduction?

Results that could only be achieved through the international collaboration project?

Interaction with other IAs, the Working Parties/Expert Groups, the CERT and the IEA Secretariat?

Active participation of national institutions in the IA work programme?

National R&D capabilities through improved access to personnel exchange, training, information, technology or equipment?

Please provide examples of ways in which your IA has contributed to reducing the direct or indirect costs of research, either as a result of your work or through collaborative efforts.

If there currently are no examples but that the IA is considering but the IA has plans for the future, please discuss in the Strategic Plan.

Guidelines for the Strategic Plan

The request for extension is an opportunity for Executive Committee members to discuss together the current status of the technology, the priorities of their member countries or organisations, and to formulate this into a plan of action for the next term.

Please refer to the relevant points for overall assessment as well as the additional questions and information provided for the Guidelines for End-of-Term reports above. Naturally the Strategic Plan (SP) will require less detail as it will focus on adjustments to the scope of the Agreement, continuation of existing work or plans for new areas of work, plans to increase membership and outreach efforts.  

(a) Strategic Direction 

Extract from the Criteria Table

Does the work programme of the IA coincide with the strategies of the CERT and the relevant Working Party?

Have there been changes in the IA strategy or objectives compared to the previous term? 

If so, please describe the new plan and the reasons for the adjustments.

(b) Scope 

Extract from the Criteria Table

Is the work programme of the IA sufficiently substantive and comprehensive? 

Is the participation by countries broad enough? 

Does the IA justify the transaction costs of international collaboration?  

Does the work programme contribute positively to the quality of the IEA’s energy technology collaboration programme?

Are there gaps in your technology area or issues that are not currently within the scope of your IA? If so, are there any plans to add any of these to the work programme? If not, please explain. Are there plans to change the current working arrangement and/or the fees (cost-shared, task-shared, combination)? 

(c) Contractual and Management Requirements

Extract from the Criteria Table

Does the IA meet the management requirements of the IEA? 

Are objectives, strategic plan and annual work programmes in place? 

Is the Annual Report provided in a timely and complete manner? 

Does the IA comply with the contractual obligations of its Agreement and the terms of the IEA Framework for International Energy Technology Co-operation? 

As a result of discussion in the ExCo for the request for extension, have the strategies and objectives changed? Are there plans to improve or revise the mechanisms (processes, personnel, funds) for producing the annual report? Are there plans to review and/or revise the text to more closely represent your objectives and scope? 

(d) Contribution to technology evolution / progress

Extract from the Criteria Table

Do results of work of the IA add significant value to technology evolution (performance improvement; potential for innovation)? 

Have IA results been cited in the literature and/or recognised by awards? 

Have IA results been used by institutions in participating countries? 

Are there significant "success stories" originating from the IA? 

Are there spill-over effects to other energy technology areas?

If there are goals or plans to expand or revise the contribution to technology evolution/progress, please specify.

(e) Contribution to technology deployment / market facilitation

Extract from the Criteria Table

Is the strategy and work programme industry-relevant? 

Are there significant examples that technology deployment is accelerated and that relevant markets are facilitated through the work of the IA?

Does industry participation help to guide the direction of the IA and accelerate technology deployment?

Has development/deployment been successfully completed so that the role of the government is no longer needed (‘graduation’ of the programme)?

Provide details of goals or plans to expand or revise the contribution to technology deployment/ market facilitation, to increase (or begin) Sponsor membership, or to increase (or begin) private sector participation in workshops, symposia or networks.

(f) Policy relevance 

Extract from the Criteria Table

Do IA results feed into policy-making processes in home countries?

Are key data available in a format that can be used by policy makers?

Are findings used in IEA analysis which feeds into policy making processes?

Are findings used in IEA Ministerial, G8 and other high level events?

Explain how the IA plans to feed results into national policy-making or to better disseminate results to national or international policy-makers, or to increase input to IEA Secretariat analysis.

(g) Contribution to environmental protection 

Extract from the Criteria Table

Does the IA make contributions to cost-efficient reduction of environmental impact?

Please discuss the goals/plans to contribute to environmental protection such as lowering costs associated with greenhouse gas emissions, energy consumption, industrial processes, recuperating waste heat, energy storage, or water usage, that will be incorporated into your work programme (as relevant).

(h) Contribution to information dissemination 

Extract from the Criteria Table

Are results of IA work adequately disseminated to:

•
participating countries?

•
IEA Member countries?

•
private sector?

Has the IA contributed to IEA Secretariat efforts to promote your results, for example through the OPEN Bulletin?

Is the website complete and up-to-date?

Please outline goals or plans to expand promotion of your IA results to various stakeholder groups and to feed into promotional efforts of the IEA Secretariat. Also mention any plans to expand or improve the IA website (as applicable).

(i) Outreach to IEA non-Member countries 

Extract from the Criteria Table

Are appropriate results of IA work adequately disseminated to IEA non-Member countries?

Do IEA non-Member countries participate in IA workshops, analysis or other activities?

Does the IA participate in CERT, Working Party/Expert Group or Secretariat outreach efforts?

Describe goals to begin (or increase) NMC membership (e.g. countries, regions, quantity) and the expected outcome.

(j) Added Value

Extract from the Criteria Table

Reduced or avoided research costs?

Return on investments and improved competitive position?

Contribution of R&D results to cost reduction?

Results that could only be achieved through the international collaboration project?

Interaction with other IAs, the Working Parties/Expert Groups, the CERT and the IEA Secretariat?

Active participation of national institutions in the IA work programme?

National R&D capabilities through improved access to personnel exchange, training, information, technology or equipment?

Please provide examples of ways in which your IA plans to contribute to reducing the direct or indirect costs of research, either as a result of your work or through collaborative efforts.

� These steps do not apply to the Implementing Agreement for a Climate Technology Initiative (CTI) as the request for extension is only required to be reviewed by the CERT. The CTI will submit the CP, EoT and SP to the Secretariat two months in advance of the CERT meeting before the end-of-term date. 
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