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Сокращения и акронимы 

ГЭФ Глобальный экологический фонд 

ЗКФ Зеленый климатический фонд 

ИКТ Исполнительный комитет по технологиям 

ИПДК Инициатива по обеспечению транспарентности действий, связанных 

с изменением климата 

КС Конференция Сторон 

МБР многосторонний банк развития 

МоВ меморандум о взаимопонимании 

ННО назначенный национальный орган 

ННУ назначенное национальное учреждение 

ОНУВ определяемый на национальном уровне вклад 

ОТП оценка технологических потребностей 

ПГ парниковый газ 

ПДТ план действий в области технологий 

ПРООН Программа развития Организации Объединенных Наций 

ПСП Познаньская стратегическая программа по передаче технологий 

Сторона, включенная 

в приложение I 

Сторона, включенная в приложение I к Конвенции 

Сторона, не включенная 

в приложение I 

Сторона, не включенная в приложение I к Конвенции 

ЦСТИК Центр и Сеть по технологиям, связанным с изменением климата 

ЦТИК Центр по технологиям, связанным с изменением климата 

ЦУР Цель в области устойчивого развития 

ЮНЕП Программа Организации Объединенных Наций по окружающей среде 

ЮНИДО Организация Объединенных Наций по промышленному развитию 

COVID-2019 коронавирусное заболевание 2019 года 

DTU Технический университет Дании 
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 I. Введение 

 А. Мандат 

1. В целях активизации действий по разработке и передаче климатических 

технологий КС 16 учредила Механизм по технологиям1. Этот механизм состоит из 

двух органов: ИКТ, как его директивного органа, и ЦСТИК, как его исполнительного 

органа.  

2. КС 17 приняла решение по мерам, направленным на обеспечение полного ввода 

в действие Механизма по технологиям в 2012 году, и утвердила круг ведения ЦСТИК2 

и процесс отбора организации, принимающей ЦТИК3. Она также обратилась к 

секретариату с просьбой поручать проведение независимого обзора эффективного 

осуществления ЦСТИК каждые четыре года, причем выводы этого обзора, включая 

любые рекомендации по повышению показателей эффективности работы ЦСТИК, 

должны рассматриваться на КС (в 2021 году для второго обзора)4.  

3. КС 18 постановила выбрать ЮНЕП в качестве организации, возглавляющей 

консорциум учреждений-партнеров, принимающих ЦТИК на первоначальный 

пятилетний период с возможностью продления этого срока в случае принятия 

соответствующего решения КС 235. КС 18 также приняла МоВ между КС и ЮНЕП 

относительно размещения ЦТИК6.  

4. Доклад о первом независимом обзоре эффективного осуществления ЦСТИК7 

был представлен на рассмотрение Сторон на КС 23, которая приняла решение 

продлить МоВ между КС и ЮНЕП в отношении размещения ЦТИК еще на 

четыре года8. 

5. По итогам конкурса, проведенного в соответствии с правилами Организации 

Объединенных Наций, секретариат выбрал «ЭЙ э ассосье» (далее консультант) для 

проведения независимого обзора эффективного осуществления ЦСТИК. 

 В. Возможное решение Конференции Сторон 

6. КС будет предложено рассмотреть выводы и рекомендации, сформулированные 

по итогам второго независимого обзора эффективного осуществления ЦСТИК, а также 

определить любые надлежащие последующие меры в целях повышения показателей 

эффективности работы ЦСТИК, принимая во внимание дальнейшее обсуждение этого 

вопроса Сторонами на КС 26. 

 II. Методология 

 А. Сфера охвата  

7. Консультант организовал обзор по четырем направлениям:  

a) актуальность: соответствуют и отвечают ли стратегия и ресурсы 

ЦСТИК приоритетам, определенным КС, и местным потребностям в поддержке? 

В рамках этого вопроса изучается соответствие первой и второй программ работы 

и годовых оперативных планов с учетом их внешнего контекста и учитываются, 

  

 1 Решение 1/СР.16, п. 117.  

 2 Решение 2/СР.17, п. 133.  

 3 Решение 2/СР.17, п. 136.  

 4 Решения 2/CP.17, приложение VII, п. 20, и 14/CP.23, п. 10. 

 5 Решение 14/СР.18, п. 2.  

 6 Решение 14/СР.18, п. 3.  

 7 FCCC/CP/2017/3.  

 8 Решение 14/СР.23, п. 5.  
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например, решения КС, потребности ННУ, политические руководящие указания ИКТ, 

сотрудничество с оперативными подразделениями Финансового механизма и 

рекомендации прошлых обзоров;  

b) эффективность: были ли достигнуты цели ЦСТИК, касающиеся 

технической помощи, управления знаниями, взаимного обучения, укрепления 

потенциала, создания сетей и вовлечения заинтересованных кругов? В рамках этого 

вопроса производится оценка предоставленных услуг и проведенных мероприятий 

ЦСТИК в сопоставлении с его целями и задачами с учетом фактических условий 

работы; 

c) результативность: были ли достигнуты цели ЦСТИК с должной 

результативностью? Этот вопрос направлен на оценку осуществления ЦСТИК 

(с точки зрения, например, руководства, внешней и внутренней организации, прямых 

и косвенных ресурсов, сроков и процессов) и любых улучшений в продуктивности его 

деятельности и услуг путем выявления возникших трудностей и факторов успеха; 

d) воздействие и устойчивость: достиг ли ЦСТИК ожидаемых результатов 

и обеспечил ли их долгосрочный положительный эффект? Этот вопрос направлен на 

выявление поддающихся наблюдению результатов и сравнение их с ожидаемыми 

результатами, на определение факторов, влияющих на достижение или недостижение 

результатов, и на оценку вероятности ощутимого положительного долгосрочного 

эффекта, а также возможности воспроизведения их воздействия.  

8. Для каждого вопроса консультант разработал подробные вспомогательные 

вопросы, а также показатели и источники данных для использования при ответах на 

эти вопросы (см. приложение I). 

9. Настоящий доклад о втором независимом обзоре дополняет упомянутый в 

пункте 4 выше доклад о первом независимом обзоре, который охватывает операции и 

мероприятия ЦСТИК с 1 января 2017 года по 31 декабря 2020 года. В этом докладе 

оценивается 1) насколько эффективно ЦСТИК отреагировал на рекомендации, 

вытекающие из первого независимого обзора, и 2) воздействие деятельности ЦСТИК 

с момента его создания. Вопросы, касающиеся актуальности и результативности 

ЦСТИК, рассматриваются на фоне текущей обстановки и организации ЦСТИК.  

10. Второй независимый обзор основан на глобальном анализе, при этом в 

соответствующих случаях также анализируются конкретные регионы или страны.  

 В. План работы 

11. В целях проведения независимого обзора консультант разработал следующую 

методологию:  

a) начальный этап;  

b) этап сбора и анализа данных, включая такие мероприятия, как:  

i) обширный обзор литературы, включая обзор стратегии, руководства, 

операций, услуг и результатов деятельности ЦСТИК (см. приложение VI), на 

основе как внешних публикаций, так и документов ЦСТИК (см. приложение II); 

ii) беседы с 19 заинтересованными кругами ЦСТИК, включая директора 

ЦСТИК, сотрудников ЦСТИК из ЮНЕП и ЮНИДО, доноров, членов 

Консультативного совета ЦСТИК и партнеров по консорциуму 

(см. приложение III); 

iii) три электронных опроса9, в которых приняли участие 43 ННУ; 

118 партнеров по консорциуму, партнеров по знаниям и членов Сети; 

и 248 бенефициаров вспомогательных проектов ЦСТИК (см. приложение IV);  

  

 9 Опрос, проведенный в ходе этого второго независимого обзора, именуется «опрос».  
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iv) cравнительный анализ с четырьмя организациями/инициативами с 

аналогичной деятельностью (см. приложение V): Африканский центр 

климатических технологий, организованный Африканским банком развития, 

Азиатско-Тихоокеанская сеть и центр по финансированию технологий, 

связанных с изменением климата, Азиатского банка развития, Центр по 

финансированию и передаче технологий, связанных с изменением климата, 

организованный Европейским банком реконструкции и развития, а также 

проект «Механизмы и сети передачи климатических технологий в Латинской 

Америке и Карибском бассейне», организованный Межамериканским банком 

развития; 

v) презентация и обсуждение предварительных результатов обзора в ходе 

семнадцатого совещания Консультативного совета ЦСТИК, состоявшегося  

26–28 апреля 2021 года; 

c) этап выводов и рекомендаций, включая ответы руководства ЮНЕП на 

рекомендации (см. приложение VIII).  

12. Эта работа была проделана в период с октября 2020 года по июль 2021 года.  

 III. Выводы по итогам обзора 

13. Представленные в этой главе основные выводы обзора сделаны на основе 

материалов заинтересованных кругов и сопоставлены с данными, собранными в ходе 

аналитических обзоров. Эти выводы основаны на подробном обзоре деятельности 

ЦСТИК, содержащемся в приложении VII, и представляют собой мнение 

консультанта, к которому он пришел с учетом ответов на вопросы оценки, 

определенные в ходе начального этапа обзора. 

 А. Актуальность 

14. Согласованность с решениями КС. ЦСТИК отреагировал на указания, 

вытекающие из решений КС, включив указанные ниже аспекты в свою деятельность 

и годовую отчетность: 

a) его вторая программа работы на 2019–2022 годы обеспечивает 

согласование услуг ЦСТИК, предоставляемых по инициативе стран, с действиями и 

мероприятиями, указанными в рамках по вопросам технологий, и соответствует сфере 

деятельности и мандату ЦСТИК. Эта программа структурирует как мероприятия 

ЦСТИК, так и мероприятия, которые осуществляются совместно с ИКТ в соответствии 

с пятью ключевыми темами рамок по вопросам технологий. Услуги ЦСТИК 

распределены по этим темам;  

b) в настоящее время ЦСТИК и ИКТ включают в свои совместные годовые 

доклады информацию о том, как они учли руководящие указания, содержащиеся в 

рамках по вопросам технологий, в своих соответствующих программах и планах 

работы, а также информацию о ходе своей работы и о проблемах и опыте, накопленном 

при внедрении рамок по вопросам технологий;  

c) в соответствии с просьбой, высказанной на КС 2110, были осуществлены 

дополнительные мероприятия, связанные с научно-техническими исследованиями и 

разработками, демонстрационными проектами и внутренними возможностями и 

технологиями. Например, в настоящее время внутренние возможности учитываются в 

процессе принятия решений о предоставлении технической помощи и развиваются 

посредством мероприятий по укреплению потенциала (см. приложение VII, 

глава A.1).  

15. Рекомендации по итогам первого независимого обзора. Во второй 

программе работы рассматриваются рекомендации, сформулированные в ходе 

  

 10 Решение 1/СР.21, п. 66.  
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первого независимого обзора ЦСТИК. Например, ЦСТИК отреагировал на 

рекомендацию повысить свою прозрачность и улучшить отчетность. В этих целях он 

усовершенствовал свою систему контроля и оценки, с тем чтобы повысить ее 

эффективность и фиксировать долгосрочное воздействие, а также разместил в 

интернете информацию о финансовых взносах и соглашениях с донорами, 

соответствующие решения КС, независимые обзоры и рекомендации ЦСТИК, а также 

информацию о системе контроля и оценки, которой он руководствуется в своей 

деятельности (см. приложение VII, глава A.2).  

16. Потребности Сторон. Предоставление услуг ЦСТИК осуществляется на 

основе подхода, ориентированного на спрос и отвечающего потребностям 

развивающихся стран. Заинтересованные стороны в целом воспринимают ситуацию 

положительно, причем большинство из них, особенно ННУ, считают мероприятия и 

меры реагирования ЦСТИК актуальными или крайне актуальными. Реакция ЦСТИК 

на потребности развивающихся стран подтверждается наличием ННУ в большинстве 

развивающихся стран: из 154 Сторон, не включенных в приложение I, только 21 не 

имеет ННУ. С момента вступления в силу Парижского соглашения ЦСТИК более 

тесно сотрудничал со странами по их ОНУВ. Чтобы иметь право на получение 

технической помощи, запросы на такую помощь должны четко демонстрировать 

соответствие национальным планам и ОНУВ, как это оформлено в формуляре запроса 

на техническую помощь (см. приложение VII, глава A.3). 

17. Сотрудничество с ИКТ. С 2017 года сотрудничество между ЦСТИК и ИКТ 

активизировалось посредством дополнительных совместных мероприятий, 

включенных в их соответствующие программы работы (например, «Опрос ННУ 

Механизма по технологиям РКИК ООН» (далее опрос ННУ), адресованный 

различным ННУ в 2020 году для подкрепления контроля и оценки). Через свои 

секретариаты ЦСТИК и ИКТ обеспечили слаженную коммуникационную 

деятельность и расширили обмен информацией в отношении своей работы. Для 

обеспечения осуществления совместных мероприятий в годовом оперативном плане 

ЦСТИК на 2021 год предлагается создать совместную целевую группу в составе 

председателей, заместителей председателей и других членов ИКТ и Консультативного 

совета ЦСТИК11. Однако эти два органа могли бы сотрудничать в большей степени 

посредством изучения на основе взаимности всего объема достигнутых ими 

результатов. Несмотря на то, что некоторые технические документы ИКТ опираются 

на мероприятия ЦСТИК (например, по развитию внутренних возможностей12), 

аналитические записки ИКТ могли бы более систематически опираться на 

тематические исследования и опыт, полученный в ходе операций ЦСТИК на местах. 

Кроме того, только 35 процентов ННУ, ответивших на вопросы в рамках 

вышеупомянутого опроса, сообщили об использовании продуктов ИКТ для 

подготовки запросов на техническую помощь в основном вследствие ограниченной 

осведомленности заинтересованных сторон о деятельности ИКТ (см. приложение VII, 

глава A.4).  

18. Сотрудничество с оперативными подразделениями Финансового 

механизма. КС призвала ЦСТИК и ИКТ развивать сотрудничество с оперативными 

подразделениями Финансового механизма13, с тем чтобы максимально увязать 

возможности ГЭФ и ЗКФ по крупномасштабному финансированию с возможностями 

ЦСТИК по созданию потенциала развивающихся стран для доступа к такому 

финансированию. После проведения первого независимого обзора ЦСТИК 

предпринял шаги по расширению сотрудничества с действующими учреждениями. 

Например, ИКТ и председатели Консультативного совета ЦСТИК приняли участие в 

четвертом ежегодном совещании ЗКФ с представителями официальных органов и 

присутствовали на введении в действие Программы ГЭФ по решению проблем в 

области адаптационных инноваций на КС 25. Если в первую программу работы не 

были включены меры по расширению сотрудничества, то во второй программе работы 

  

 11 Документ ИКТ TEC/2020/21/12, гл. IV, URL: https://unfccc.int/ttclear/tec/meetings.html. 

 12 Документ ИКТ TEC/2021/22/10. 

 13 Решения 13/CP.21, 14/CP.22, 15/CP.22, 15/CP.23 и 14/CP.24.  

https://unfccc.int/ttclear/tec/meetings.html
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определены три такие меры, которые должны быть приняты ЦСТИК 

(см. приложение VII, глава A.5). Связи с Финансовым механизмом продолжают 

расширяться, о чем свидетельствует активизация его участия в Программе ЗКФ по 

поддержке обеспечения готовности и проведения подготовки и в экспериментальной 

программе ГЭФ по инновационному финансированию технологий адаптации к 

изменению климата в некрупных городах, а также новое направление сотрудничества 

с Адаптационным фондом по Катализатору климатических инноваций 

ЦСТИК-ПРООН в размере 10 млн долл. США. Как сообщает ЗКФ14, ЦСТИК в 

настоящее время является крупнейшей организацией, обеспечивающей поддержку 

готовности ЗКФ в области технологий. В 2020 году было превышено целевое 

количество запросов на техническую помощь, удовлетворенных ГЭФ или ЗКФ 

(см. диаграмму 32). Тем не менее исследования и беседы показали сохраняющееся 

отсутствие взаимодействия и сотрудничества между ННУ ЦСТИК и оперативными 

координационными центрами ГЭФ, и в меньшей степени между ННУ ЦСТИК и 

ННО ЗКФ15 (см. приложение VII, глава A.6). Кроме того, не было достигнуто целевое 

количество мероприятий, которые должны быть организованы совместно с ЗКФ, ГЭФ 

и МБР (см. диаграмму 32). 

19. Вклад ЦСТИК. Все респонденты признали вклад ЦСТИК в оказание 

поддержки развивающимся странам в получении доступа к международным фондам и 

в создание благоприятных условий. Стороны, не включенные в приложение I, 

проявляют явный интерес к услугам типа тех, которые предоставляет ЦСТИК, в 

дополнение к другим механизмам и инициативам, при этом ЦСТИК доказал 

эффективность своей модели, обеспечивая поддержку потенциальным проектам на 

раннем этапе16. Основные достоинства ЦСТИК, особенно по сравнению с 

региональными центрами климатических технологий и финансирования, 

поддерживаемыми ГЭФ и размещаемыми в рамках МБР согласно ПСП (далее 

региональные центры ПСП), заключаются в том, что ЦСТИК (см. приложение VII, 

глава A.7): 

a) осуществляет свою деятельность, основываясь на спросе; 

b) способен оказывать помощь странам в подаче заявок на получение 

финансирования от международных программ финансирования и более крупных 

финансовых механизмов; 

c) создан под эгидой РКИК ООН, что делает его легитимным и 

заслуживающим доверия; 

d) располагает широким спектром готовых к использованию ресурсов, 

сетью международных экспертов и поставщиков технологий, а также более сильным 

отраслевым экспертным потенциалом по сравнению с МБР, охватывая при этом 

широкий спектр технологических областей; 

e) более подвижен, более оперативно реагирует и менее 

забюрократизирован, чем другие подразделения системы Организации Объединенных 

Наций; 

f) может обеспечить поддержку на раннем этапе и поддержать проекты, 

которые могут быть слишком малы для МБР и других игроков, сосредоточенных на 

более крупных инициативах. 

20. Стимул. Несмотря на эти признанные достоинства, отзывы заинтересованных 

сторон свидетельствуют о том, что проекты технической помощи могли бы также быть 

реализованы за счет других источников финансирования (см. приложение VII, 

глава A.7), но вмешательство ЦСТИК тем не менее помогло таким проектам в более 

быстром начале осуществления и развертывании.  

  

 14 См. https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-

n.org/files/Agenda%20item%2012.3_CTCN%20AB17_Green%20Climate%20Fund.pdf.  

 15 См. https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/ab201914_4.1_ctcn_to_gef_cop25_report.pdf. 

 16 FCCC/SBI/2019/7, п. 88. 

https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/Agenda%20item%2012.3_CTCN%20AB17_Green%20Climate%20Fund.pdf
https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/Agenda%20item%2012.3_CTCN%20AB17_Green%20Climate%20Fund.pdf
https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/ab201914_4.1_ctcn_to_gef_cop25_report.pdf
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21. Связи с другими соответствующими программами поддержки 

деятельности в области климата. Сравнительный анализ с четырьмя региональными 

центрами ПСП показал, что, несмотря на потенциальное дублирование в их 

географическом охвате и предоставляемых услугах, конкуренция между ЦСТИК и 

такими центрами отсутствует, поскольку спрос на них является достаточным для того, 

чтобы они могли сосуществовать (см. приложение VII, глава A.7). Тем не менее 

сотрудничество между ЦСТИК и региональными центрами ПСП было по-прежнему 

ограничено обменом информацией о проектах и дискуссиями по вопросам совместной 

разработки программ деятельности и создания потенциала17. МБР, которые 

развертывают региональные центры ПСП, выразили готовность обеспечить 

продолжение усилий после завершения реализации ПСП и заинтересованность в 

укреплении связей с ЦСТИК. В ноябре 2020 года состоялся диалог между ГЭФ, 

региональными центрами ПСП и ЦСТИК в целях выявления накопленного опыта и 

возможностей для дальнейшего сотрудничества. Участники согласились с 

необходимостью укрепления связей между ЦСТИК и региональными центрами ПСП, 

регулярного обмена информацией о соответствующих цепочках реализации проектов 

и использования ЦСТИК в качестве ресурса для деятельности региональных центров 

ПСП по созданию потенциала18. Кроме того, региональные центры ПСП обладают 

очевидным опытом в области финансирования развития и инвестирования и нередко 

имеют прямые каналы связи с министерствами финансов или энергетики. Это могло 

бы дополнить обширный опыт ЦСТИК в разработке предложений по проектам, 

пригодным для банковского финансирования, и их реализации через свои каналы, 

которые зачастую находятся в ННУ в структуре министерств по вопросам 

окружающей среды19. 

22. Интеграция ЦУР в программу работы ЦСТИК. Оценка преобразующего 

воздействия ЦСТИК20 показала, что его техническая помощь относится к ряду ЦУР 

(9 из 17). ЦУР 13, касающаяся деятельности, связанной с изменением климата, 

является неотъемлемым элементом мероприятий, осуществляемых при поддержке 

ЦСТИК. 

23. Пандемия COVID-19. Пандемия повлияла на способность ЦСТИК 

предоставлять свои услуги в 2020–2021 годах, хотя и в разной степени в разных 

регионах, в зависимости от цифрового разрыва, что создало проблемы для разработки 

и реализации технической помощи. В связи с этим некоторые мероприятия по 

созданию потенциала пришлось отсрочить. В июне 2020 года состоялось заседание 

целевой группы Консультативного совета ЦСТИК в целях адаптации планов работы и 

сроков мероприятий ЦСТИК к возникающим в связи с пандемией обстоятельствам и 

обеспечения непрерывности деятельности. Партнерам-исполнителям было 

рекомендовано принять меры для обеспечения непрерывности предоставления 

технической помощи, включая взаимодействие с заинтересованными сторонами в 

режиме онлайн и адаптацию рабочих планов и графиков, что в конечном счете 

приводит к реализации всех проектов. Были также предприняты усилия по включению 

новых потребностей стран в связи с пандемией COVID-19 в услуги ЦСТИК, в 

частности, посредством специальных вебинаров (например, по экологически 

обоснованному управлению отходами в связи с COVID-19), или по включению мер 

реагирования на COVID-19 в существующие мероприятия по предоставлению 

технической помощи и созданию потенциала, в частности по обмену знаниями между 

организациями гражданского общества и социально ориентированными 

предпринимателями. При этом, однако, пандемия повлияла на сбор средств, поскольку 

перед многими странами-донорами стоят внутренние проблемы, и проведение 

круглого стола по сбору средств в Дании перенесено с 2020 на 2021 год. 

  

 17 Документ FCCC/SB/2020/4, п. 110.  

 18 Документ FCCC/SB/2020/4, п. 110. 

 19 Документ FCCC/SBI/2015/16, п. 85.  

 20 Olsen KH. 2020. Climate Technology Centre and Network Transformational Impact Assessment. 

Copenhagen: UNEP DTU Partnership.  
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 В. Эффективность 

24. Показатели эффективности работы. За исключением некоторых 

компонентов, описание которых дано ниже, эффективность ЦСТИК, как и 

эффективность региональных центров ПСП, оценивается как удовлетворительная. 

Показатели работы ЦСТИК признаны во всем мире, и ЦСТИК был определен в 

качестве одного из вариантов функционирования Сантьягской сети в целях 

предотвращения, минимизации и решения проблем, связанных с потерями и ущербом 

в результате неблагоприятных последствий изменения климата21. Однако, как 

представляется, оперативные цели ЦСТИК в основном определялись на основе 

прошлых результатов и бюджетных ограничений, а не потенциала для улучшения. 

25. Техническая помощь. Хотя общая удовлетворенность оказываемой ЦСТИК 

технической помощью со стороны ННУ и бенефициаров весьма неоднозначна, другие 

оценочные показатели работы указывают на эффективность деятельности по оказанию 

технической помощи. В большинстве случаев ЦСТИК выполнил или превысил 

целевое количество проектов, программ, стратегий и технических исследований по 

оказанию технической помощи. Например:  

a) с 2017 года количество разрабатываемых планов деятельности по 

оказанию технической помощи колебалось между 30 и 50 в год, что попадает в целевой 

диапазон годового показателя за исключением 2017 года. Тем не менее ежегодное 

плановое количество снизилось с 50–70 в 2017 году до 30–40 в 2019 году 

(см. таблицу 7); 

b) географический охват запросов на техническую помощь соответствует 

мандату ЦСТИК, который предусматривает первоочередное внимание к наименее 

развитым и другим уязвимым странам. По состоянию на 31 декабря 2020 года 

техническую помощь от ЦСТИК получили более 100 Сторон, не включенных в 

приложение I, в том числе все, кроме 32 Сторон, не включенных в приложение I, но 

имеющих ННУ; 

c) аналогично первому независимому обзору, второй обзор показал, что 

запросы ННУ и бенефициаров на оказание технической помощи в основном были в 

достаточной степени удовлетворены и были мобилизованы соответствующие ресурсы 

в плане потенциала и навыков. Реализации способствует эффективная коммуникация 

и координация между заинтересованными сторонами (см. приложение VII, глава B.4).  

26. Успешность технической помощи можно объяснить: 

a) использованием четких и широко внедренных критериев отбора, которые 

имеют решающее значение для управления процессом утверждения заявок и его 

оптимизации; 

b) мощной поддержкой со стороны ННУ22 в составлении запросов на 

техническую помощь, а также предметным взаимодействием между ННУ и ЦСТИК, 

хотя некоторые страны по-прежнему испытывают недостаток потенциала и ресурсов 

для подготовки проектов и определения потребностей, несмотря на реализацию 

программы «инкубаторов» ЦСТИК. Поскольку 100 процентов полученных ЦСТИК 

запросов признаны соответствующими требованиям, можно сделать вывод о весьма 

высоком качестве запросов, что предполагает эффективность поддержки со стороны 

ННУ и ЦСТИК в процессе рассмотрения запросов;  

c) использованием надлежащих экспертов на протяжении всего жизненного 

цикла проекта и результативными консультациями с местными заинтересованными 

  

 21 Учреждена решением 2/CMA.2, п. 43, как составная часть Варшавского международного 

механизма по потерям и ущербу в результате воздействий изменения климата. 

 22 Lee W, Bak I, Kim H-J, et al. 2020. What Leads to the Success of Climate Technology Centre and 

Network Pro Bono Technical Assistance? Journal of Climate Change Research. 11(5-1): pp.353–366. 

URL: https://www.dbpia.co.kr/Journal/articleDetail?nodeId=NODE10490630.  

https://www.dbpia.co.kr/Journal/articleDetail?nodeId=NODE10490630
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сторонами на этапах идентификации и планирования (см. приложение VII, 

глава B.2)23.  

27. Основными трудностями, выявленными в отношении технической помощи, 

стали ограниченные бюджеты по сравнению с реальными условиями на местах и 

ожиданиями стран, а также неэффективное привлечение и контроль партнеров-

исполнителей (например, задержки и отсутствие прозрачности в процессе отбора). 

28. В запросах на техническую помощь наблюдается тенденция к перекосу в 

сторону задач по смягчению последствий изменения климата, аналогично тому, что 

наблюдалось в ходе первого независимого обзора и со стороны региональных центров 

ПСП, которые столкнулись с проблемами в решении вопросов адаптации 

(см. диаграмму 6)24. 

29. Коммуникационная и информационно-пропагандистская деятельность. 

Коммуникационная и информационно-пропагандистская деятельность ЦСТИК 

являются эффективными благодаря структурированному подходу и преданному делу 

персоналу. Использование нескольких средств коммуникации позволило 

предоставлять ясную и полезную информацию заинтересованным сторонам, а также 

более широкой аудитории. Примечательно, что показатели деятельности ЦСТИК в 

социальных сетях превысили поставленные цели. Кроме того, заинтересованные 

стороны отметили значительное улучшение веб-сайта ЦСТИК. Они также отметили, 

что публикуемые ЦСТИК материалы, в частности о его воздействии, выиграли от 

улучшения системы контроля и оценки, а также от системы управления знаниями. 

Тем не менее в отношении услуг ЦСТИК было отмечено отсутствие ясности в 

определении термина «передача технологий» и сферы деятельности ЦСТИК в этой 

области. Поддержка ЦСТИК была сосредоточена на вопросах, связанных с ноу-хау, 

методами и практикой (программное обеспечение), но некоторые заинтересованные 

стороны ожидали, что поддержка будет также охватывать аспекты оборудования 

(аппаратные средства).  

30. Система управления знаниями. Со времени первого независимого обзора эта 

система была адаптирована таким образом, чтобы больше внимания уделять 

вспомогательной инфраструктуре и оптимизации поисковых систем, включая обзор и 

удаление неработающих веб-страниц, содержащих ресурсы, связанные с внешними 

базами данных. В результате содержательная часть веб-сайта ЦСТИК стала более 

стабильной, адаптированной и доступной. Количество онлайн-инструментов и 

информационных материалов было сокращено с 17 100 в 2018 году до 16 650 в 

2019 году в целях повышения ясности и актуальности25. Число партнеров, вносящих 

вклад в систему управления знаниями, оставалось постоянным и находилось в 

пределах целевого диапазона, а ежегодное количество посещений веб-сайта системы 

значительно превышало целевой показатель в период с 2017 по 2019 год, несмотря на 

снижение в 2018 году.  

31. Укрепление потенциала. Деятельность по созданию потенциала и сетевые 

мероприятия были восприняты заинтересованными сторонами весьма позитивно, при 

этом почти все целевые показатели по созданию потенциала и благоприятных условий 

были достигнуты в 2020 году (см. диаграмму 15)26. Расчетные оценки показателей в 

период с 2017 по 2019 год, связанных с взаимным обучением, созданием потенциала, 

информационно-пропагандистской деятельностью, сетевым взаимодействием и 

вовлечением заинтересованных сторон, были неоднозначными, но оставались 

положительными27. ЦСТИК частично выполнил рекомендацию первого независимого 

  

 23 См. сноску 22 выше. 

 24 FCCC/SBI/2019/7, п. 112.  

 25 Документ ЦСТИК AB/2020/15/6, URL: https://www.ctc-n.org/advisory-board/meetings. 

 26 Единственный невыполненный целевой показатель касался количества описаний технологий, 

публикаций, национальных планов и других информационных ресурсов, размещенных на 

платформе знаний ЦСТИК.  

 27 В то время как количество тематических мероприятий, учебных занятий по тематическим 

программам и национальных мероприятий, проводимых или поддерживаемых ЦСТИК, 

значительно увеличилось в период с 2017 по 2019 год, число прикомандированных 

https://www.ctc-n.org/advisory-board/meetings
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обзора о продолжении регулярной подготовки кадров ННО и оказании содействия в 

формулировании запросов через свои региональные форумы и программу 

«инкубаторов» путем:  

a) организации региональных форумов. Количество форумов, 

организованных в 2020 году, увеличилось более чем в два раза по сравнению с 

2019 годом после отсутствия роста в период с 2017 по 2019 год (см. приложение VII, 

глава B.5); 

b) установления контактов с другими координационными центрами и 

членами Сети, хотя взаимодействие и сотрудничество между ННУ ЦСТИК и другими 

координационными центрами все еще не налажено (см. пункт 18 выше). Отношения с 

членами Сети, как правило, оценивались положительно: 60 процентов опрошенных 

членов Сети заявили, что ННУ их страны играет эффективную роль координатора 

между ними и конечными бенефициарами, а 15 процентов не согласились с этим 

утверждением.  

32. Контроль и оценка. В координации с ИКТ и при безвозмездной поддержке 

Агентства Соединенных Штатов по международному развитию ЦСТИК пересмотрел 

свою систему контроля и оценки, с тем чтобы повысить согласованность отчетности и 

более наглядно продемонстрировать эффективность деятельности ЦСТИК и измерить 

ее воздействие28. Результаты 2020 года были обнародованы на 17-м заседании 

Консультативного совета ЦСТИК. Новая система контроля и оценки была внедрена в 

2020 году, поэтому многие показатели и измерения пока еще невозможно сравнивать 

с предыдущими показателями и измерениями. На момент подготовки настоящего 

доклада некоторые результаты показателей воздействия (предполагаемые выбросы 

ПГ, предполагаемое количество бенефициаров и предполагаемое привлеченное 

финансирование) были доступны для 24 запросов на техническую помощь, 

составленных в 2019 и 2020 годах, по которым были получены отчеты о завершении. 

Данные, по которым все еще требовалась дальнейшая проверка качества, не 

рассматривались. Формальный анализ степени достижения целевых показателей 

первой программы работы не проводился из-за отсутствия доклада о завершении 

проекта. Напротив, первый независимый обзор охватывал только часть периода 

первой программы работы, и единственным ежегодным анализом был анализ хода 

достижения целей, проводимый в совместных годовых докладах или годовых 

оперативных планах (см. приложение VII, глава B.6).  

 С. Результативность 

33. Консультативный совет ЦСТИК. За последние несколько лет общая 

результативность заседаний Консультативного совета повысилась благодаря более 

регулярному взаимодействию между его членами в период между заседаниями, 

созданию новых каналов общения (включая подгруппы и целевые группы) и большему 

акценту на технических, а не политических вопросах. Повысился уровень 

прозрачности и подотчетности, который ЦСТИК обеспечивает в подходе к своей 

деятельности и финансовым ресурсам, при этом можно было бы давать членам 

Консультативного совета более полное представление о стоящих перед ЦСТИК 

оперативных и организационных проблемах. Это позволит Консультативному совету 

взаимодействовать с секретариатом ЦТИК в повышении качества предоставляемых 

услуг и поддерживать его мероприятия по привлечению финансирования в качестве 

внутреннего «посла» организации. 

34. Мобилизация ресурсов. В МоВ между КС и ЮНЕП указывается, что ЦТИК в 

сотрудничестве с ЮНЕП и по согласованию с Консультативным советом ЦСТИК 

должен содействовать привлечению средств для покрытия расходов, связанных с 

  

специалистов, новых стран, включенных в программу «инкубаторов», организованных 

региональных форумов, подготовленных ННО и проведенных вебинаров за тот же период 

сократилось или осталось на прежнем уровне.  

 28 Документ ЦСТИК AB/2020/15/2.2.  
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ЦСТИК. КС 24 с удовлетворением отметила усилия ЦСТИК по мобилизации 

дополнительных ресурсов для выполнения своих функций29, в то время как КС 25 

обратилась с просьбой к ЦСТИК активизировать эти усилия и еще больше 

диверсифицировать источники финансирования30. Несмотря на наличие стратегии 

мобилизации ресурсов 2018 года, ЦСТИК не полностью выполнил свои 

первоначальные задачи, и финансирование остается сложной проблемой. В целом цель 

увеличения бюджета не была достигнута. Например, во второй программе работы 

была поставлена цель достижения общего объема финансирования более 14 млн долл. 

США в 2020 году, однако было привлечено всего около 12,5 млн долл. США 

(см. диаграмму 19). Ожидаемая диверсификация источников финансирования ЦСТИК 

не произошла в той степени, в которой ожидалось, и взносы доноров остаются 

недостаточными (см. приложение VII, глава C.4). Похоже, что предусмотренный в 

стратегии мобилизации ресурсов «вариантный подход» не удалось внедрить в полной 

мере. Ниже приводится обзор эволюции финансирования ЦСТИК за последние 

четыре года: 

a) что касается основного оперативного бюджета ЦСТИК (от двусторонних 

доноров и целевого фонда принимающих учреждений с участием многих доноров), то 

за последние три года целевой объем в 10 млн долл. США в год не был достигнут. 

Из ежегодного целевого показателя в 20 доноров, установленного в стратегии 

мобилизации ресурсов (сниженного до 10 в годовом оперативном плане на 2020 год; 

см. диаграмму 32), 7 доноров были привлечены в 2018 году, 5 — в 2019 году и 8 — 

в 2020 году. Значительно увеличились взносы в ЗКФ. Правительства Австрии, 

Соединенного Королевства Великобритании и Северной Ирландии и Японии 

подтвердили свое намерение финансировать деятельность ЦСТИК в 2021 году31, 

а правительство Дании подписало соглашение о финансировании с ЦСТИК в 

2020 году и уже предоставило свой первый финансовый взнос; 

b) увеличилась поддержка в натуральной форме или на безвозмездной 

основе, при этом Стороны выделяли сотрудников в распоряжение Секретариата ЦТИК 

или напрямую оказывали техническую помощь. Целевой показатель в 2 млн долл. 

США в год, определенный в стратегии мобилизации ресурсов 2018 года, не был 

достигнут. Этот целевой показатель был пересмотрен в годовом оперативном плане на 

2020 год (0,5–1 млн долл. США) и впоследствии достигнут. В 2020 году Секретариат 

ЦТИК разработал свой подход к безвозмездным и натуральным взносам и 

сформулировал соответствующий накопленный опыт32;  

c) сотрудничество с МБР улучшилось, но не привело к дополнительному 

финансированию ЦСТИК в 2017–2020 годах. В 2020 году были инициированы 

дискуссии с Европейским банком реконструкции и развития, Исламским банком 

развития и учреждениями Организации Объединенных Наций о возможностях 

совместного финансирования, совместной разработки программ и предоставления 

технической помощи33; 

d) недавно появились новые ключевые источники финансирования с 

согласованными взносами от Адаптационного фонда и Партнерства ОНУВ34. 

35. Прозрачность и подотчетность. Были предприняты усилия по признанию 

вклада доноров — в настоящее время ЦСТИК размещает договоры о финансировании 

и соглашения с донорами в онлайновом режиме35. Тем не менее некоторые доноры 

по-прежнему выражают обеспокоенность по поводу отсутствия ясности и 

прозрачности в отношении использования и воздействия их взносов. Ожидается, что 

  

 29 Решение 13/СР.24, п. 11.  

 30 Решение 14/CP.25, п. 26 a).  

 31 Документ ЦСТИК AB/2021/17/15.1.  

 32 FCCC/SB/2020/4. 

 33 Документ ЦСТИК AB/2021/17/2.2, п. 22.  

 34 Документ ЦСТИК AB/2021/17/15.1.  

 35 https://www.ctc-n.org/about-ctcn/donors.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/about-ctcn/donors
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введение в действие пересмотренной системы контроля и оценки позволит улучшить 

отчетность и оценку воздействия ЦСТИК и еще больше укрепить подотчетность. 

36. Составление бюджета. Финансирование ЦСТИК по-прежнему 

характеризуется отсутствием регулярности и предсказуемости и, как правило, 

предназначено для конкретных видов деятельности или географических областей 

(см. диаграмму 20). Нецелевые средства выделяются на выполнение конкретных задач 

при поступлении запросов от доноров. Эти ограничения и вытекающее из них 

отсутствие гибкости усложняют управление финансированием ЦСТИК и 

препятствуют способности ЦСТИК реагировать на исходящие от стран требования. 

Кроме того, отсутствует специальная структура для выделения ресурсов из 

Финансового механизма для ЦСТИК, при этом ЦТИК не генерирует собственные 

финансовые ресурсы в связи с тем, что предоставляет безвозмездные услуги 

(например, отсутствуют членские взносы в Сеть, плата за проведение мероприятий 

или плата за техническую помощь). ЦСТИК в основном зависит от обещаний 

небольшого числа доноров, которые уязвимы к изменениям в их стратегиях или в 

макроэкономическом контексте (например, пандемия COVID-19 привела к 

уменьшению объявленного объема взносов некоторых доноров). Следовательно, 

финансовая автономия и устойчивость ЦСТИК может быть оценена как весьма 

ограниченная. 

37. Распределение ресурсов. Сравнение бюджета и расходов показывает, что за 

последние четыре года мероприятия ЦСТИК недовыполнялись в среднем на 

25 процентов, при этом улучшение ситуации ожидается в 2020 году. В основном это 

связано с отсутствием надежной системы планирования и контроля реализации, а 

также с тем, что некоторые результаты, запланированные в 2015 году в рамках 

соглашений о сотрудничестве по проектам с партнерами по консорциуму, не были 

выполнены в ожидаемом объеме (как в плане мероприятий, так и в плане 

зарезервированных средств). Однако 2020 год стал первым годом, когда ЦСТИК 

практически в полном объеме выполнил бюджет, предусмотренный его годовым 

оперативным планом (см. таблицу 13)36, что было обусловлено значительным объемом 

технической помощи. Значительная очередь запросов на 2019 год, находящихся в 

процессе обработки, и утверждение финансирования 17 предложений ЗКФ по 

технической помощи перевесили пробелы в других областях услуг вследствие 

неопределенности, вызванной пандемией COVID-19. Такое увеличение расходов в 

2020 году также объясняется другими факторами, такими как более целенаправленное 

планирование и реализация в соответствии с годовым оперативным планом, 

улучшение координации между Консультативным советом ЦСТИК и донорами и 

усиление поддержки со стороны принимающих сторон ЦСТИК в плане финансовой 

координации и закупок37.  

38. Структура управления. ЦСТИК не является юридическим лицом, но, как 

исполнительный орган Механизма по технологиям, отчитывается перед КС через 

вспомогательные органы38. Управление им осуществляют совместно две 

принимающие стороны: ЮНЕП (основная принимающая сторона ЦТИК) и ЮНИДО 

(вторая принимающая сторона ЦТИК). Следовательно, структура управления ЦСТИК 

является достаточно сложной для учреждения такого размера. Координация между 

указанными тремя органами может быть улучшена, что способно снизить уровень 

сопутствующей административной работы. ЮНИДО отметила проблемы в 

последовательном взаимодействии с секретариатом ЦТИК. Тот факт, что ресурсы 

ЦСТИК распределены по счетам как ЮНЕП, так и ЮНИДО, создает 

административные и коммуникационные проблемы. В результате некоторые 

стратегические и оперативные решения ЦСТИК, например связанные со второй 

программой работы, воспринимались как не полностью учитывающие обстоятельства 

  

 36 ЦСТИК достиг 108-процентного показателя выполнения годового оперативного плана на 

2020 год при уровне финансового выполнения 93 процента благодаря отрицательным 

расходам в размере приблизительно 1,47 млн долл. США в 2020 году в результате закрытия 

непогашенных обязательств за предыдущие годы; см. документ ЦСТИК AB/2021/17/15.1.  

 37 FCCC/SB/2020/4, п. 130.  

 38 Решение 1/СР.16, п. 126.  
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принимающих учреждений. При этом, однако, представители принимающих 

учреждений приняли участие и внесли свой вклад в совещание по планированию 

второй программы работы, которое состоялось 16 и 17 августа 2018 года. Считается, 

что пересмотренный вариант проектного документа принимающих сторон 

обеспечивает прочную, четкую основу для структуры управления ЦСТИК 

(распределение функций и обязанностей и подотчетность) и оптимизирует 

административные процедуры. Принимающие учреждения сыграли 

основополагающую роль в поддержке ЦСТИК в части выполнения его мандата, и у 

ЦСТИК есть возможности в полной мере использовать их возможности и сети. 

39. Секретариат ЦТИК. Кадровые ресурсы секретариата ЦТИК ограничены 

(менее 10 сотрудников в эквиваленте полного рабочего дня), однако они заложили 

основу для многих достижений при содействии работающих на долгосрочных и 

специальных трудовых контрактах консультантов. Хотя в период с 2017 по 2019 год 

эти совокупные кадровые ресурсы увеличились, в 2020 году они сократились 

вследствие вызванной пандемией неопределенности с набором персонала. Однако для 

того, чтобы ЦСТИК мог оказывать помощь растущему числу стран в подготовке их 

запросов, а также осуществлять контроль и последующую деятельность, потребуется 

больше времени и технических ресурсов. 

40. Региональная организация. Считается, что новая организационная структура 

ЦСТИК на региональном уровне имеет большое значение для повышения 

результативности деятельности ЦСТИК, улучшения коммуникации и координации с 

ННУ, усиления поддержки в составлении запросов на техническую помощь и 

укрепления отношений с частными и институциональными заинтересованными 

сторонами. Такие усилия по улучшению были предприняты в 2020 году, когда три 

сотрудника начали работать из региональных центров в Кении (принимающей 

стороной является ЮНЕП), Мексике (принимающей стороной является ЮНИДО) и 

Таиланде (принимающей стороной является ЮНЕП)39. 

41. Партнеры консорциума. Они сыграли решающую роль в создании и введении 

в действие ЦСТИК, однако за последние два года их роль снизилась. Это привело к 

разочарованию партнеров консорциума, желающих продолжить свое участие в 

деятельности ЦСТИК, зачастую в большей степени, чем постоянные члены Сети. 

ЮНЕП заявила, что уточнит с партнерами по консорциуму их меняющиеся функции 

в плане условий работы и контрактов и определит пути их дальнейшего привлечения 

и использования их опыта. 

42. Члены Сети. За последние несколько лет размер Сети значительно вырос 

(с 400 членов в 2017 году до 605 по состоянию на декабрь 2020 года в соответствии с 

целевыми показателями)40, при этом увеличилось число членов из развивающихся 

стран. Эту тенденцию можно объяснить гибкими, ограниченными требованиями к 

членству (основные причины участия и неучастия членов Сети приведены в 

приложении VII, глава C.12). Роль членов Сети как организаций — исполнителей мер 

технической помощи укрепляется: выполнение в 2020 году членами Сети 

75 процентов новых запросов на техническую помощь по сравнению с 60 процентами 

в 2017 году41. Это произошло, в частности, благодаря введению в действие 

двухэтапного процесса конкурсных торгов по предложениям технической помощи и 

регулярным комментариям, предоставляемым со стороны ЦСТИК членам Сети по 

этим предложениям. Взаимоотношения между ЦТИК и членами Сети в значительной 

степени можно охарактеризовать как централизованную координацию. ЦСТИК 

работает над тем, чтобы в большей мере использовать преимущества своей обширной 

сети, однако эффект синергии между членами Сети по-прежнему ограничен. Был 

разработан план действий в ответ на результаты проведенного в 2019 году опроса, 

который выявил заинтересованность членов Сети в более активном участии в сетевом 

взаимодействии, обмене знаниями, национальных мероприятиях и мероприятиях по 

  

 39 FCCC/SB/2020/4, п. 118.  

 40 FCCC/SB/2020/4, п. 119.  

 41 FCCC/SB/2020/4, п. 101.  
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поиску и подбору партнеров42. В 2020 году ЦТИК инициировал новые мероприятия, в 

рамках которых его члены могут предложить свой опыт и получить выгоды от 

сотрудничества. К этим мероприятиям относятся вебинары для целевой аудитории, 

технологические клиники, региональные брифинги по технологиям, безвозмездные 

исследования и молодежные лаборатории климатических инноваций.  

43. ННУ. При анализе участия ННУ в работе ЦСТИК проводится различие между 

ННУ из Сторон, включенных в приложение I, и Сторон, не включенных в 

приложение I.  

a) ННУ из Сторон, не включенных в приложение I, (бенефициары услуг 

ЦСТИК): следуя рекомендациям первого независимого обзора, ЦСТИК усилил 

регулярную подготовку кадров ННУ при одновременном содействии 

формулированию запросов на услуги и укреплении партнерства с другими 

национальными координационными центрами. В результате половина ННУ из 

Сторон, не включенных в приложение I, заявили, что получают поддержку от ЦСТИК 

при выполнении своей функции. Хотя половина из них отметила нехватку ресурсов 

(финансовых, материальных и кадровых, в порядке убывания значимости) для 

выполнения своей функции, предоставление ресурсов ННУ выходит за рамки мандата 

ЦСТИК. Основная причина такой нехватки ресурсов заключается в том, что 

обязательства ННУ зависят от готовности их национальных правительств 

инвестировать в деятельность, которая позволит их странам воспользоваться 

преимуществами услуг ЦСТИК (например, подача запросов на техническую помощь 

и составление такого запроса). Кроме того, осведомленность заинтересованных сторон 

о роли ННУ, по-видимому, ограничена контактами с представителями 

институциональных механизмов, связанных с РКИК ООН, если только они не 

участвуют в предоставлении услуг в области технической помощи. В целом 

по-прежнему существует необходимость повышения осведомленности о ННУ в 

правительстве и частном секторе (см. приложение VII, глава C.13); 

b) ННУ из Сторон, включенных в приложение I: в соответствии с 

рекомендацией первого независимого обзора, ЦСТИК повторно разместил на 

веб-сайте одобренные Консультативным советом ЦСТИК на его 3-м заседании 

руководящие указания о функциях и обязанностях ННУ из Сторон, включенных в 

приложение I, а систематический подход к их привлечению был включен в 

обновленную версию внутреннего протокола отчетности перед донорами43. 

В результате их роль и мандат стали для них более понятными, чем четыре года назад, 

но остаются неясными для других заинтересованных сторон ЦСТИК. 

44. Экономическая эффективность. ЦСТИК можно считать рентабельным, 

учитывая, что предоставляемые им услуги основаны на определяемом на уровне стран 

спросе, а не являются стандартизированными и мелкомасштабными. ЦСТИК удалось 

развить свою организационную структуру и навыки без общего увеличения кадровых 

ресурсов (региональному центру Африканского банка развития, напротив, 

потребовалось более широкое разнообразие функций и больше ресурсов, чем 

ожидалось)44. ЦСТИК использует процесс конкурсных торгов, который позволяет 

выбирать наиболее экономически выгодных поставщиков в целях реализации мер 

технической помощи, наряду с усилением конкуренции среди большого числа членов 

Сети. Меньший объем внутренних ресурсов привел бы к ограничению масштабов 

проектов и ожидаемых конечных результатов или отмене некоторых запланированных 

мероприятий, что повлияло бы на количество и качество промежуточных и конечных 

результатов. Возможности для улучшения ситуации заключаются в более 

эффективном привлечении членов Сети (и, в частности, поставщиков технологий), 

ННУ развитых стран, членов Консультативного совета ЦСТИК и принимающих 

агентств. Для дальнейшего повышения экономической эффективности ЦСТИК крайне 

важно продолжать формирование региональной общности интересов, примером чему 

  

 42 Документ FCCC/SB/2020/4, п.100.  

 43 Документ ЦСТИК AB/2014/3/3, URL: https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-

n.org/files/annex_1_national_designated_entities_-_roles_and_responsibilities.pdf.  

 44 FCCC/SBI/2019/7.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/annex_1_national_designated_entities_-_roles_and_responsibilities.pdf
https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/annex_1_national_designated_entities_-_roles_and_responsibilities.pdf
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может служить успешный региональный центр ПСП Межамериканского банка 

развития45, который наладил партнерские отношения с ведущими региональными 

институтами в конкретных областях, мобилизовал частные и государственные 

инвестиции и поддержал синергию между региональными инициативами46. 

 D. Воздействие и устойчивость 

45. Оценка воздействия. Как было установлено в ходе первого независимого 

обзора, количественная оценка воздействия ЦСТИК, вероятно, будет весьма сложной, 

учитывая характер его проектов. Осуществляемые ЦСТИК меры вмешательства 

вызывают системные, но не сразу заметные изменения. Сравнение результатов работы 

ЦСТИК с результатами работы региональных центров ПСП оказалось невозможным, 

поскольку работу последних нельзя было оценить в ходе второго обзора47. 

46. Первоначально в целях проведения оценки ex post в рамках ограничений 

бюджета ЦСТИК были предприняты следующие усилия:  

a) ИКТ и ЦСТИК совместно провели информационно-разъяснительную 

работу с ННУ в целях получения отзывов о долгосрочном воздействии их 

деятельности. Такую инициативу планируется проводить каждые два года;  

b) ЦСТИК собрал данные о воздействии отдельных программ технической 

помощи и создания потенциала, поручив Партнерству ЮНЕП-DTU провести оценку 

преобразующего воздействия на основе методологии ИПДК;  

c) бюджет ЦСТИК на 2021 год предусматривает финансирование 

расширенного анализа отдельных видов технической помощи с использованием 

данных обследования ex post, который был перенесен на 2022 год в связи с пандемией.  

47. Хотя, как предполагается, новая система контроля и оценки48 поможет 

зафиксировать воздействие мер ЦСТИК, тем не менее ключевые показатели 

эффективности, связанные с воздействием, скорее прогнозируются, чем наблюдаются 

или измеряются (например, расчетное привлечение финансирования и расчетное 

сокращение выбросов). В оценке преобразующего воздействия заявлено, что даже 

если представлены расчетные количественные показатели прогнозируемых 

результатов, все равно не существует четкого графика или промежуточных шагов для 

достижения этих результатов. 

48. Инновационная деятельность. В своей второй программе работы, а также в 

последних годовых оперативных планах ЦСТИК усилил акцент на исследованиях, 

разработках и демонстрационных мероприятиях и инициировал новые подходы и 

акции, такие как Молодежные климатические инновационные лаборатории 

(см. приложение VII, глава D.1). Несмотря на то, что в период проведения обзора 

ЦСТИК находился в процессе официального оформления стандартизированного 

подхода к укреплению национальных систем инновационной деятельности в 

развивающихся странах, этот подход не был достаточно проработанным для 

проведения оценки (см. приложение VII, глава D.2). Результаты инновационной 

деятельности в 2020 году показали, что каждый сформулированный целевой 

показатель был превышен (см. диаграмму 23). 

49. Инновации — преобразующие изменения. Проекты технической помощи 

ЦСТИК являются мелкомасштабными и, как правило, представляют собой начальные 

  

 45 Деятельность этого центра по созданию потенциала сосредоточена на роли ННУ, 

методологиях и передовой практике в целях всестороннего учета экологически безопасных 

технологий при планировании мер по борьбе с изменением климата, при этом центр находится 

на пути к достижению или превышению своих целевых показателей.  

 46 FCCC/SBI/2019/7.  

 47 FCCC/SBI/2019/7.  

 48 Были разработаны подробные руководящие принципы для партнеров-исполнителей и ННУ, 

в которых содержатся стандартизированные методики отчетности по количественным и 

качественным основным показателям (см. документ FCCC/SB/2020/4).  
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шаги на пути к более масштабным проектам и скорее подкрепляют принятие решений, 

чем приводят к реальному внедрению технологий. ЦСТИК в основном 

воспринимается как создатель благоприятных условий для проектов по передаче 

технологий, в первую очередь посредством деятельности по созданию потенциала и 

подготовительной работы. В оценке преобразующего воздействия делается вывод, что 

техническая помощь сама по себе не стимулирует и не способствует процессам ее 

раннего освоения или расширения масштабов, но закладывает основу для этих 

процессов, фокусируя необходимые исследования, разработки и внедрение или 

инновационные процессы на конкретной технологии, которая затем может быть 

принята и расширена. ЦСТИК в основном играл роль посредника в получении 

технологий от внешних подрядчиков, испытывая более серьезные ограничения на 

этапе исследований, разработки, демонстрации и финансирования технологий и на 

этапе распространения технологий49. Только 34 процента ННУ, 33 процента 

бенефициаров и 46 процентов партнеров по консорциуму, партнеров по знаниям и 

членов Сети, принявших участие в опросе (см. пункт 11 b) iii) выше), сочли, что 

деятельность ЦСТИК способствует внедрению и распространению инновационных 

технологий и соответствующих знаний и опыта (см. приложение VII, глава D.3). 

50. Осуществление — ОТП и ПДТ. Хотя ЦСТИК включил элементы ОТП и ПДТ 

в разработку своих материалов по технической помощи, созданию потенциала и 

обучению, эти усилия по обеспечению согласованности, похоже, не заходят 

достаточно далеко. Проведенная в 2020 году оценка проекта ЮНЕП-ГЭФ «Оценка 

технологических потребностей» (фаза II)50 позволила сделать вывод о том, что ЦСТИК 

недостаточно вовлечен в данный проект, так как его усилия ограничиваются участием 

в региональных семинарах и их совместной организацией, а также о том, что влияние 

этого участия на национальном уровне недостаточно и была бы весьма полезной более 

активная позиция. Тем не менее целевой показатель 2020 года по количеству стран, 

получающих поддержку от ЦСТИК для осуществления ОТП и ПДТ, был достигнут 

(28 стран; целевой показатель составлял 15–20 стран). Кроме того, в одном из 

справочных документов ИКТ51 консультации со стороны ЦСТИК (подготовка кадров 

и помощь в разработке экспериментальных проектов и написании концептуальных 

записок для предложений по финансированию) были названы ключевым фактором 

успешного достижения результатов ОТП (см. приложение VII, глава D.4). 

51. Осуществление — устойчивое к изменению климата развитие и 

сокращение выбросов ПГ в развивающихся странах. В целом 62 процента ННУ, 

ответивших в рамках опроса ННУ, сочли, что техническая помощь поддерживает или 

влияет на деятельность, которая может привести к сокращению или предотвращению 

выбросов ПГ. При этом, однако, фактическое потенциальное сокращение выбросов не 

было оценено из-за отсутствия надлежащих данных на момент проведения второго 

независимого обзора. В рамках новой системы контроля и оценки показатели52, 

включенные в отчеты о завершении технической помощи, будут иметь важное 

значение для оценки воздействия деятельности ЦСТИК на выбросы ПГ, однако такая 

оценка по-прежнему зависит от ресурсов и запаса времени исполнителей. ННУ весьма 

положительно оценили вероятность того, что услуги в области технической помощи 

ЦСТИК окажут устойчивое воздействие на смягчение последствий изменения климата 

и адаптацию к ним (см. диаграмму 34) в основном посредством их вклада в повышение 

устойчивости средств существования к изменению климата, снижение уязвимости 

  

 49 Lee WJ and Mwebaza R. 2020. The Role of the Climate Technology Centre and Network as a 

Climate Technology and Innovation Matchmaker for Developing Countries. Sustainability. 12(19): 

pp.7956. URL: https://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/12/19/7956. 

 50 UNEP. 2020. Terminal Evaluation of the UNEP/GEF Project “Technology Needs Assessment 

Phase II”. Nairobi: UNEP. 

URL: https://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/32207/4948_2020_te_unep_gef_fsp_sp

cc_technology_needs_assessment_phase_II.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y. 

 51 TEC. 2020. Enhancing implementation of the results of technology needs assessments. Bonn: TEC. 

URL: https://unfccc.int/ttclear/tec/documents.html.  

 52 Например, предполагаемое количество метрических тонн эквивалента двуокиси углерода, 

сократившихся или предотвращенных в результате технической помощи на ежегодной основе 

или в течение жизненного цикла того или иного проекта.  

https://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/12/19/7956
https://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/32207/4948_2020_te_unep_gef_fsp_spcc_technology_needs_assessment_phase_II.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/32207/4948_2020_te_unep_gef_fsp_spcc_technology_needs_assessment_phase_II.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
https://unfccc.int/ttclear/tec/documents.html
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экономики и обеспечение устойчивости экосистем к нарушениям, вызванным 

изменением климата (см. диаграмму 35)53.  

52. Благоприятная среда. В общей сложности 81 процент ННУ, ответивших в 

рамках опроса ННУ, указали, что их страны выполнили рекомендации по технической 

помощи ЦСТИК (например, связанные с подачей заявок на финансирование и 

осуществлением политики). На диаграмме 27 показано, что техническая помощь 

содействует нескольким факторам, которые способствуют созданию благоприятных 

условий, включая информацию и повышение осведомленности, политические и 

нормативные условия для разработки и передачи технологий, а также 

институциональный потенциал для внедрения, распространения или 

масштабирования климатических технологий. Например, техническая помощь 

позволила решить политические проблемы, разработать проекты программных 

документов (например, по агролесоводству и геотермальной энергии), укрепить 

потенциал местных фермеров или местных радиостанций для передачи 

агрометеорологических данных и упростить интеграцию климатических технологий в 

деятельность по освоению ОНУВ. В целом вклад ЦСТИК оказывает большее 

воздействие на благоприятную среду, чем вклад региональных центров ПСП. 

Деятельность регионального центра Африканского банка развития, в частности, 

продвигалась медленнее в плане оказания прямой поддержки в принятии 

политических и нормативных стратегий54.  

53. Создание потенциала и повышение осведомленности. Оценка 

преобразующего воздействия подтверждает, что техническая помощь обычно 

повышает осведомленность государственных структур. Однако в ходе этой оценки 

было также установлено, что в рамках лишь немногих мер вмешательства 

предпринимались прямые попытки стимулировать изменение поведения и 

адаптировать социальные нормы, связанные с устойчивыми преобразующими 

изменениями. Было установлено, что создание потенциала повышает способность 

ключевых субъектов, а именно представителей правительства и лидирующих 

учреждений частного сектора, неправительственных организаций и организаций 

гражданского общества, выступать в качестве движущей силы преобразований.  

54. Сотрудничество и взаимодействие с заинтересованными сторонами. 

Результаты сотрудничества и взаимодействия с заинтересованными сторонами за 

2020 год (см. диаграмму 29) показывают, что все целевые показатели в этой области 

были достигнуты или превышены. Были также отмечены примеры хороших 

показателей работы в этой области55. Последнее было также подтверждено ННУ и 

бенефициарами, ответившими в рамках опроса (см. пункт 11 b) iii) выше). По их 

мнению, ЦСТИК внес значительный вклад во взаимодействие, сотрудничество и 

партнерство с местными организациями (государственными или частными), а также с 

международными организациями, учреждениями и инициативами. Тем не менее они 

также считают, что вклад ЦСТИК в совместную работу и вовлечение 

заинтересованных сторон не столь значителен, как его влияние на благоприятную 

среду, и что вовлечение, как правило, ограничивается правительствами, а не такими 

субъектами, как бенефициары, заинтересованные стороны из частного сектора и 

предприниматели.  

  

 53 Выглядит ограниченным вклад услуг в области технической помощи в повышение 

стрессоустойчивости в плане здоровья и благосостояния людей, продовольственной и водной 

безопасности, а также инфраструктуры и антропогенной среды, устойчивой к ущербу в связи с 

изменением климата. 

 54 Что касается поддержки стран и предоставляемых им консультаций по вопросам 

национальных стратегий и программ, то Африканский банк развития получил низкую оценку 

за принятые к исполнению национальные или региональные стратегии и политику в сфере 

чистой энергетики ввиду того, что достижение поставленных в них целей является 

маловероятным (см. документ FCCC/SBI/2019/7).  

 55 Lee W, Bak I, Kim H-J, et al. 2020. What Leads to the Success of Climate Technology Centre and 

Network Pro Bono Technical Assistance? Journal of Climate Change Research. 11(5-1): pp.353–366. 

URL: https://www.dbpia.co.kr/Journal/articleDetail?nodeId=NODE10490630. 

https://www.dbpia.co.kr/Journal/articleDetail?nodeId=NODE10490630
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55. Вовлечение частного сектора. Как подчеркивается в документе ЦСТИК о 

государственно-частных партнерствах56, вовлечение частного сектора в проекты 

ЦСТИК в настоящее время является низким, несмотря на то, что почти половина 

членов Сети (49,5 процента) представляют частный сектор (в основном малые и 

средние предприятия). Согласно анализу ЦСТИК, только 9 процентов членов Сети из 

частного сектора участвовали в проектах технической помощи, уделяя основное 

внимание последним стадиям технологического цикла. Для активизации участия 

частного сектора ЦСТИК проводит инновационные мероприятия специально для 

«спящих» членов Сети из частного сектора в целях поддержки местных малых и 

средних предприятий (например, технологические клиники, Молодежные 

климатические инновационные лаборатории), а также осуществляет цифровизацию 

своей технической помощи. Цифровые технологии могут повысить прозрачность 

информации, увеличить уровень автоматизации и обеспечить прямое взаимодействие 

между членами Сети из частного сектора. Частные компании заинтересованы в 

поддержке конкретных проектов ЦСТИК, при этом, однако, сохраняются трудности, 

связанные с соответствием масштабов проектов, в которые компании готовы 

инвестировать (довольно крупные проекты), небольшим потребностям в рамках мер 

вмешательства ЦСТИК (менее 250 000 долл. США). Кроме того, процесс комплексной 

юридической проверки при заключении партнерского соглашения о финансировании 

с частным предприятием нередко считается слишком длительным. 

56. Поддержка — техническая поддержка. Около половины респондентов, 

участвовавших в опросе (см. пункт 11 b) iii) выше), считают, что деятельность ЦСТИК 

обеспечивает заинтересованным сторонам доступ к методикам, инструментам и 

средствам для оценки технологий, готовых к передаче; поддерживает разработку 

национальных или отраслевых планов по климатическим технологиям; и повышает 

потенциал заинтересованных сторон для поддержки, планирования и мониторинга 

разработки и передачи климатических технологий (см. диаграмму 30). Кроме того, 

более 80 процентов респондентов — участников опроса ННУ считают, что 

соответствующие национальные заинтересованные стороны выполнили 

рекомендации ЦСТИК по повышению эффективности разработки и передачи 

технологий в их стране (см. диаграмму 31)57. 

57. Поддержка — привлечение финансирования. Несмотря на техническую 

помощь в размере около 800 000 долл. США, которая позволила привлечь более 

200 млн долл. США в 2020 году58, и несмотря на примеры успешного привлечения 

финансирования59, заинтересованные стороны сочли вклад ЦСТИК в оптимизацию 

рыночных условий и привлечение дополнительных средств довольно ограниченным. 

Только половина ННУ, ответивших в рамках опроса ННУ, посчитали, что техническая 

помощь помогает привлечь дополнительное финансирование или инвестиции. 

Аналогичным образом, только 41 процент ННУ, ответивших в рамках опроса 

(см. пункт 11 b) iii) выше), считали, что деятельность ЦСТИК упрощает доступ к 

дополнительным источникам финансирования, таким как внешнее финансирование, 

полученное после вмешательства ЦСТИК (см. диаграмму 33).  

58. Сопутствующие выгоды. Реализация проектов технической помощи приносит 

сопутствующие выгоды, что было отмечено в исследовании ННУ (см. диаграмму 36) 

  

 56 Lee WJ, Juskenaite I и Mwebaza R. 2021. Public–Private Partnerships for Climate Technology 

Transfer and Innovation: Lessons from the Climate Technology Centre and Network. Sustainability. 

13(6): pp.3185. URL: https://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/13/6/3185.  

 57 Указанные в первой программе работы данные, относящиеся к цели содействия реализации 

50–75 национальных и отраслевых технологических планов к концу 2018 года, не были 

доступны для анализа. Аналогичным образом, пока отсутствует ежегодная информация о 

достижении цели второй программы работы по предоставлению 450–500 заинтересованным 

сторонам расширенного потенциала для разработки, передачи и внедрения климатических 

технологий.  

 58 Документ ЦСТИК AB/2021/17/14.1, таблица 8.  

 59 UNEP. 2020. Regional Technology Brief: Asia Pacific. Copenhagen: UNEP. 

URL: https://unepdtu.org/publications/regional-technology-brief-asia-pacific.  

https://www.mdpi.com/2071-1050/13/6/3185
https://unepdtu.org/publications/regional-technology-brief-asia-pacific/
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и в экспериментальном исследовании ИПДК по преобразующим изменениям60. Оба 

эти исследования показывают, что влияние технической помощи, предоставляемой 

ЦСТИК, является положительным или очень положительным с точки зрения:  

a) социального воздействия, выражающегося в значительном 

положительном влиянии на социальное благополучие населения и продвижение 

гендерного равенства и прав человека; 

b) экономического эффекта за счет создания рабочих мест; 

c) воздействия на рынок, например, посредством вклада в энергетическую 

безопасность; 

d) иного воздействия на окружающую среду посредством усиления охраны 

окружающей среды и гарантий. 

59. Гендерное равенство. Проблематика гендерного равенства в настоящее время 

полностью включена в мандат ЦСТИК посредством Гендерной политики и плана 

действий на 2019–2022 годы61. Беседы, проведенные в рамках второго обзора, и опрос 

ННУ подтвердили, что ЦСТИК значительно продвинулся в реализации данного плана 

в своей структуре управления, оперативной деятельности, системе контроля и оценки. 

Осуществление соответствующих мероприятий также идет полным ходом. Оценка 

преобразующего воздействия показала, что мероприятия по предоставлению 

технической помощи в целом учитывают гендерную специфику, поскольку при их 

разработке принимаются в расчет гендерные аспекты и не усугубляется ранее 

существовавшее гендерное неравенство. Тем не менее, поскольку барьеры на пути к 

гендерному равенству не уменьшаются и не устраняются непосредственно во время 

или после осуществления мер вмешательства, эти меры можно усилить в том, что 

касается учета гендерных факторов.  

60. Устойчивость. Опрос (см. пункт 11 b) iii) выше) показал, что заинтересованные 

стороны весьма положительно оценивают устойчивость воздействия ЦСТИК: 

81 процент ННУ, 77 процентов бенефициаров и 71 процент партнеров консорциума, 

партнеров по знаниям и членов Сети считали, что услуги ЦСТИК оказывают 

долгосрочное или устойчивое воздействие. Кроме того, 81 процент ННУ, 

78 процентов бенефициаров и 67 процентов партнеров по консорциуму, партнеров по 

знаниям и членов Сети считали, что виды услуг, предлагаемые ЦСТИК, могут быть 

воспроизведены на других уровнях или в других секторах.  

 IV. Выводы 

61. По мнению консультанта, основные успехи в плане эффективного 

осуществления деятельности ЦСТИК состоят в следующем:  

a) заинтересованные стороны признают дополнительные преимущества 

этого механизма, ориентированного на спрос и имеющего институциональную 

легитимность в рамках РКИКООН, как и его значительные отраслевые экспертные 

возможности, оперативность и быстроту реагирования, а также способность 

восполнять пробелы путем поддержки небольших проектов без какой-либо 

конкуренции со стороны аналогичных центров или инициатив; 

b) его программы работы постоянно совершенствуются, при этом 

большинство рекомендаций из первого независимого обзора и указания КС были 

учтены во второй программе работы; 

  

 60 Tabrizi S. 2019. ICAT Transformational Change Pilot Case Study: Development of a Tonga Energy 

Efficiency Master Plan. ICAT, UNEP DTU Partnership, Verra, World Resource Institute and CTCN. 

URL: https://climateactiontransparency.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/Transformational-Change-

Case-Study-Tonga.pdf.  

 61 CTCN. 2019. CTCN Gender Policy and Action Plan 2019-2022. Copenhagen: UNEP. 

URL: https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/ctcn-gender-policy-and-action-plan-2019-2022. 

https://climateactiontransparency.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/Transformational-Change-Case-Study-Tonga.pdf
https://climateactiontransparency.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/12/Transformational-Change-Case-Study-Tonga.pdf
https://www.ctc-n.org/resources/ctcn-gender-policy-and-action-plan-2019-2022
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c) кризис COVID-19 был успешно преодолен, каждый проект в итоге был 

реализован, непрерывность услуг ЦСТИК обеспечена, а специальные меры по борьбе 

с пандемией интегрированы в проводимые в настоящее время мероприятия по 

оказанию технической помощи, созданию потенциала и обмену знаниями; 

d) отмечается улучшение коммуникационных и информационно-

просветительских услуг, например содержательная часть системы управления 

знаниями считается более стабильной, адаптированной и доступной; 

e) улучшилось стратегическое сотрудничество между ЦСТИК и такими 

организациями, как: 

i) Консультативный совет ЦСТИК путем более регулярного 

взаимодействия членов между заседаниями и создания новых каналов 

коммуникации (включая подгруппы и целевые группы), с более выраженным 

акцентом на технические, а не политические вопросы; 

ii) оперативные структуры Финансового механизма путем организации 

мероприятий и семинаров в целях расширения сотрудничества между ННУ, 

ННО и координаторами ГЭФ; технической помощи, финансируемой 

Программой ЗКФ в области поддержки обеспечения готовности и проведения 

подготовки; а также обучения разработчиков проектов в области подготовки 

заявок на финансирование климатических технологий в ЗКФ; 

iii) ИКТ путем дополнительных совместных мероприятий, включенных в их 

соответствующие программы работы, и путем расширения обмена 

информацией; 

f) новая региональная организация секретариата ЦТИК 

воспринимается заинтересованными сторонами как более эффективная, поскольку она 

улучшает координацию с ННУ, усиливает поддержку запросов на техническую 

помощь и укрепляет отношения с соответствующими национальными и 

региональными субъектами; 

g) ЦСТИК считается экономически эффективным, учитывая тип 

предоставляемых им услуг (мелкомасштабные, специализированные услуги, 

основанные на спросе, определяемом странами); меньший объем внутренних ресурсов 

привел бы к ограничению масштабов проектов и ожидаемых конечных результатов 

или к отмене некоторых запланированных мероприятий, что повлияло бы на 

количество и качество промежуточных и конечных результатов; 

h) вклад в преобразующие изменения, вероятно, будет устойчивым 

благодаря предоставлению информации, повышению осведомленности, 

совершенствованию политики и нормативно-правовой базы, а также вкладу в развитие 

институционального потенциала; 

i) ожидается положительное воздействие в плане адаптации и 

смягчения последствий, несмотря на то, что оценить фактическое воздействие не 

представляется возможным из-за характера услуг и ограниченных ресурсов для 

оценки ex post; 

j) заинтересованные стороны отмечают или ожидают социально-

экономические сопутствующие выгоды, особенно в плане экономического 

благосостояния, гендерного равенства и прав человека. 

62. По мнению консультанта, основные трудности, связанные с эффективным 

осуществлением ЦСТИК, заключаются в следующем:  

a) ЦСТИК располагает ограниченными финансовыми ресурсами, 

учитывая широкую сферу охвата его услуг, санкционированных КС; 

b) серьезной проблемой остается мобилизация ресурсов, как было 

отмечено во время первого независимого обзора, при этом ожидаемая диверсификация 

финансовых ресурсов не полностью достигла первоначальных целей, несмотря на 

недавнее увеличение финансирования из ЗКФ и Адаптационного фонда; 
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c) ресурсы выделяются прагматично, но бюджет ограничен вследствие 

отсутствия предсказуемости и высокой доли обусловленных и целевых средств;  

d) хотя ЦСТИК в значительной степени выигрывает от того, что 

принимающей его организацией является ЮНЕП совместно с ЮНИДО, с точки 

зрения, в частности, взаимодополняющего опыта и сетей его структура управления 

сталкивается с административными и коммуникационными проблемами; 

e) ННУ заявили, что они сталкиваются с нехваткой ресурсов для 

взаимодействия с ЦСТИК, несмотря на оказываемую со стороны ЦСТИК поддержку 

в создании потенциала, хотя напрямую этот вопрос не входит в мандат ЦСТИК; 

f) ограничена совместная работа между ННУ, членами Сети, 

оперативными координаторами ГЭФ и ННО ЗКФ (последние — в меньшей степени 

благодаря увеличению проектов ЦСТИК в сфере обеспечения готовности) вследствие 

различий в стратегических взглядах и ограниченных межличностных знаниях 

(частично из-за текучести кадров) и несмотря на организуемые ЦСТИК сетевые 

мероприятия; 

g) ЦТИК недостаточно работает над тем, чтобы в большей степени 

использовать преимущества своей обширной Сети, и эффект синергии между 

членами Сети ограничен. 

 V. Рекомендации 

63. В целях повышения эффективности работы ЦСТИК Консультант представил 

семь рекомендаций, которые подробно изложены в пунктах 64–70 ниже. 

 А. Финансирование 

 1. Рекомендация 1. Призвать ЦТИК в сотрудничестве с ЮНЕП и по согласованию 

с Консультативным советом ЦСТИК к дальнейшей активизации процесса 

мобилизации ресурсов в целях покрытия расходов, связанных с ЦСТИК  

64. КС постановила, что расходы, связанные с ЦТИК и мобилизацией услуг Сети, 

должны финансироваться из различных источников, включая Финансовый механизм; 

двусторонние, многосторонние и относящиеся к частному сектору каналы; 

благотворительные источники; а также финансовые взносы и взносы натурой от 

принимающих организаций и участников Сети62. За последние четыре года многие 

Стороны предоставили финансовые ресурсы, которые позволили ЦСТИК начать 

работать в полную силу и осуществлять свои функции и мероприятия в соответствии 

с мандатом, установленным КС. Что касается поддержки в рамках Финансового 

механизма, то ЦСТИК недавно получил увеличение финансирования от ЗКФ и 

Адаптационного фонда. В случае предоставления дополнительных ресурсов ЦСТИК 

мог бы увеличить объем технической поддержки, оказываемой Сторонам из числа 

развивающихся стран. ЦТИК в сотрудничестве с ЮНЕП и по согласованию с 

Консультативным советом ЦСТИК рекомендуется и далее диверсифицировать свои 

источники финансирования, например, посредством проведения обзора своей 

стратегии мобилизации ресурсов, с тем чтобы она приобрела более стратегический и 

реалистичный характер, принимая во внимание опыт и уроки, полученные в ходе 

реализации его предыдущей соответствующей стратегии, а также от других 

организаций. Кроме того, ЦТИК может рассмотреть вопрос об укреплении роли и 

ресурсов для специального заместителя директора или о назначении старших 

консультантов, которые будут отвечать за укрепление и структурирование отношений 

с оперативными подразделениями Финансового механизма; расширение 

возможностей для дальнейшего взаимодействия ЦСТИК с координаторами стран — 

реципиентов ГЭФ (через региональных менеджеров ЦСТИК или ННУ) по 

определению, разработке и одобрению проектов ЦСТИК в целях участия в реализации 

  

 62 Решение 2/СР.17, п. 139.  
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проектов; а также за усиление маркетинга услуг ЦСТИК (информирование 

о достижениях, демонстрация воздействия и т. д.).  

 2. Рекомендация 2. Призвать ЦСТИК выделять целевые ресурсы для 

продолжения его усилий по проведению регулярной оценки ex post 

воздействия технической помощи 

65. ЦСТИК выиграет, если более продуманно продемонстрирует долгосрочные 

последствия изменения климата и сопутствующие социально-экономические выгоды 

от своей технической помощи (в том числе в отношении гендерных вопросов). 

Несмотря на предпринимаемые усилия (например, расширенный анализ отдельных 

видов технической помощи, включенный в бюджет на 2021 год, был перенесен на 

2022 год вследствие пандемии COVID-19), оценки фактического воздействия 

(в отличие от ожидаемого воздействия, которое измеряется в настоящее время), 

а также ресурсы для оценки ex post носили ограниченный характер. Эта рекомендация 

может быть выполнена в рамках выборки проектов через три–четыре года после их 

осуществления, как независимыми третьими сторонами (через специальную 

бюджетную статью), так и специально выделенными внутренними сотрудниками.  

 В. Управление и организация 

 1. Рекомендация 3. Призвать ЦСТИК к дальнейшей оптимизации коммуникации 

между принимающими учреждениями и секретариатом ЦТИК 

66. Было установлено, что структура управления ЦСТИК может выиграть от 

усиления информационного потока между совместно принимающими ЦТИК 

организациями (ЮНЕП и ЮНИДО) и секретариатом ЦТИК в Копенгагене. Вследствие 

этого рекомендуется продолжать оптимизацию коммуникации между принимающими 

учреждениями и секретариатом ЦТИК В частности, ЮНЕП как принимающей 

организации ЦСТИК и Целевого фонда ЦСТИК следует искать пути обеспечения того, 

чтобы все ресурсы ЦСТИК направлялись в его Целевой фонд. 

 2. Рекомендация 4. Призвать ЦСТИК к дальнейшему взаимодействию 

и улучшению синергии между членами Сети  

67. ЦСТИК следует продолжать взаимодействие и улучшать синергию между 

членами Сети, с тем чтобы в полной мере использовать ценный отраслевой и 

географический опыт своих членов, что позволит более эффективно предоставлять 

свои услуги. Рекомендуется, чтобы ЦСТИК под руководством его Консультативного 

совета разработал и ввел в действие план взаимодействия с Сетью.  

 3. Рекомендация 5. Призвать ЦСТИК активизировать усилия по стимулированию 

активного сотрудничества между ННУ и усилить свою поддержку ННУ 

по созданию потенциала в целях предоставления более качественной 

технической помощи 

68. ЦСТИК рекомендуется укреплять сотрудничество между ННУ из Сторон, 

включенных в приложение I, и из Сторон, не включенных в приложение I, а также 

усиливать меры по созданию потенциала, предоставляемого для ННУ Сторон, не 

включенных в приложение I, в частности, путем повышения их авторитета среди 

государственных учреждений и в частном секторе, а также мониторинга 

осуществления технической помощи и практического применения рекомендаций по 

технической помощи. Одна из основных трудностей, выявленных ННУ, связана с 

составлением запросов на техническую помощь. В связи с этим ЦСТИК 

рекомендуется проводить дальнейшие мероприятия по созданию потенциала, в том 

числе в рамках программы «инкубаторов».  
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 С. Позиционирование 

 1. Рекомендация 6. Призвать ЦСТИК собирать актуальную информацию в целях 

подготовки своей третьей программы работы, включая оценку потенциальных 

потребностей бенефициаров, которые могут быть удовлетворены за счет 

имеющегося бюджета 

69. ЦСТИК рекомендуется собирать актуальную информацию в целях подготовки 

своей предстоящей третьей программы работы. Следует провести предварительный 

анализ, используя оценку спроса на услуги ЦСТИК, основанную на опыте ЦСТИК и 

опросе ННУ; составить отчет о достижении целей второй программы работы; а также 

финансовый план, определяющий финансовые ресурсы, которые следует 

мобилизовать усилиями ЦСТИК в течение следующего периода (включая гарантии 

доноров). Такой анализ должен позволить ЦСТИК определить долю запросов, которые 

он в потенциале может удовлетворить, учитывая текущую бюджетную смету. 

 2. Рекомендация 7. Призвать ЦСТИК укреплять свою позицию в качестве 

координатора в области климатических технологий 

70. Рекомендуется и далее расширять участие поставщиков технологий в работе 

ЦСТИК и развивать партнерские отношения с существующими центрами, сетями и 

учреждениями. ЦСТИК рекомендуется выделять ресурсы на реализацию инициатив, 

которые улучшают прямое взаимодействие между членами Сети из частного сектора. 
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Annex I* 

[English only] 

Evaluation grids 

1. Relevance 

Question: 

Are the strategy and the resources of the CTCN relevant and appropriate regarding priorities 

given by the COP and the local needs for support?  

Subquestions: 

a) To what extent is the second work plan of the CTCN aligned with COP decisions or has to be 

revised?  

b) To what extent were the interventions undertaken under the CTCN relevant to the country’s 

context and needs for support (at the time of the evaluation and at the time the project was being 

developed), and within the boundaries of the CTCN mandate?  

c) To what extent have the recommendations from the different evaluations conducted over the last 

four years, in particular the first independent CTCN review, been considered? To what extent were 

the CTCN design, organization and services adapted to meet these recommendations? How could 

the current structure be further enhanced?  

d) To what extent are the services offered by the CTCN complementary with policy guidance given 

by the TEC (within second PoW + annual operational plans), with the UNFCCC Financial 

Mechanism (GEF and GCF), and with other related climate support programs (provided by 

bilateral cooperation agencies, development banks, universities and research centers, NGOs or 

private sector technology providers)? Have potential synergies (whether on-going or completed) 

been optimized? How can synergies be improved in the future?  

e) To what extent did the CTCN respond adequately to changes in the macroeconomic, technological 

and political context that occurred over the course of its implementation? How can it be adapted 

in the future to changes which have taken place since the first independent review?  

Indicators and Data sources: 

• Identification of the main changes in the work plan of the CTCN (comparison between the first 

and second PoW, the annual operational plans and CTCN theory of change) and the main decisions 

of the COP regarding the CTCN  

• Listing of recommendations from the different evaluations and identification of answers provided 

by the CTCN (analysis of the adequate section in the joint annual reports of the TEC and the CTCN 

as well as Advisory Board presentations on “CTCN Actions in response to review 

recommendations”) 

• Flow charts mapping procedures and processes (for technical assistance, network…)  

• Mapping of linked international climate change policies and comparative matrix for objectives and 

activities (analysis of other funding documents) 

• Identification of Non-Annex I countries’ needs for support regarding CC mitigation and 

adaptation (through preliminary literature review, incl. fourth synthesis report on technology 

needs, and focus on 5 countries), and comparison with the CTCN services 

• Global analysis of macroeconomic technological and political context changes (through 

preliminary literature review and focus on 5 countries) 

• Perception of partners (Advisory Board, Consortium Partners, etc.) on the program’s relevance in 

addressing these issues (through interviews and survey) 

• Perception of NDEs and beneficiaries on the program’s relevance in addressing their needs 

(through interviews and survey)  

 

 

 

 

  

 * Owing to time constraints, the annexes have not been formally edited. 
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2. Effectiveness 

Question: Have the objectives of the CTCN been achieved in terms of technical 

assistance/knowledge management, peer learning & capacity building/outreach, networking and 

stakeholder engagement? 

Subquestions:  

a) To what extent have the CTCN raised awareness of its services in developing countries (e.g. by 

involving stakeholders from developing countries in technical assistance, capacity-building and 

networking activities of the CTCN)? (cf. Recommendation 9) To what extent have the CTC 

communication (10% increase per year of people reached through social media channels and 30 

mentions of CTCN in media per year)1 and organization (including the incubator programme and 

Regional forums) supported a coordinated identification and submission of relevant requests for 

technical assistance from developing countries? To what extent have the CTC regularly trained 

developing country NDEs and facilitated the elaboration of requests (e.g. by capitalizing on 

successful TA projects to facilitate their replication in other countries, better anticipating the 

planning and organization of events and webinars)? (cf. Recommendation 8) 

b) To what extent have fast technical assistance (small-scale TA, costing less than USD15k) and 

Multi-country technical assistance been prioritized and implemented? To what extent have the 

CTCN responded to a higher number of requests in a timely manner (30 TA requests per year),2 

and reduced the amount of time spent by the CTCN refining requests? To what extent were TA 

linked to developing countries’ priorities identified in their NDCs? 

c) To what extent was the knowledge management system (KMS) supplemented with 

complementary material (e.g. best practices and lessons learnt from countries climate technology 

R&D policies and activities) (200 technology descriptions, publications, national plans… made 

available on the KMS per year (incl. 30-40 new knowledge resources related to RD&D and new 

and innovative technologies and 80-100 deliverables produced during TA) and 10% increase per 

year of KMS site visits) and linked to additional external databases and other resources? To what 

extent did the CTCN direct outreach to academic and innovation centres as well as non-

governmental organizations and municipal governments (4-5 climate technology RD&D-related 

events organized per year, mobilizing 150-200 participants per year)?3 

d) To what extent were regular and relevant webinars (600 participants per year) and training sessions 

(6 per year and 500 participants per year) organized on time and were perceived as useful by the 

participants (>90% satisfaction and >90% participants have reported effects)?4 To what extent 

were enough capacity building workshops and remote technical advice and helpdesk organized by 

the CTCN? To what extent were they relevant, on time, and perceived as useful by the participants? 

e) To what extent were enough and relevant international events or forum, public/private workshops 

and regional networking meetings organized by the CTCN (15 events per year and 2 000 

participants over the 5 years)?5 To what extent were they relevant, on time, and perceived as useful 

by the participants? 

f) To what extent have the CTCN enhanced the reporting and evaluation of its impact (e.g. by 

finalizing and applying a monitoring and evaluation framework, by performing ex-post evaluation 

of technical assistances)? To what extent have reinforced the communication on its impacts 

towards the Advisory Board (e.g. through quarterly dashboards on progress on strategic KPIs) and 

donors (e.g. during an annual donor forum)? (cf. Recommendation 10) 

g) What are the main differences between the first and the second PoW? Are these changes and 

unplanned activities consistent, in keeping with the CTCN mandate (given by the COP)? Is there 

any lack to completely fulfil the CTCN mandate? Were lessons learnt from the implementation of 

the first PoW identified and taken into account? 

h) What are the major factors influencing the achievement/non-achievement of targeted output to 

date (difficulties and success factors)? What can be enhanced to make the organization of events 

and trainings, the provision of technical assistance and the dissemination of information have 

greater impact? 

  

 1 Quantitative targets come from the 2019 CTCN Performance Measurement Framework.  

 2 Ibid.  

 3 Ibid.  

 4 Ibid.  

 5 Ibid.  
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Indicators and Data sources: 

• Analysis of monitoring and evaluation related documents (M&E framework, case study from 

UNEP, annual reports and other reporting documents) 

• Review of output indicators values and reliability 

• Quantitative analysis of services provided by the CTCN: TA requests/answers/projects, trainings, 

events, KMS visits… (via data base analysis) 

• Thorough analysis of available documents related to a sample of sub-projects (e.g. participants & 

calendar of events, content of TA, participants and program of trainings, evaluation forms…) 

• Perception of partners (advisory board, Consortium Partners, etc.) on the program’s deployment 

and achievement in terms of outputs (through interviews and survey) 

• Perception of NDEs and beneficiaries regarding the deployment and the usefulness of different 

services (TA, KMS, training…) (through interviews, surveys and feedbacks) 

• SWOT analysis of the CTCN services (technical assistance, network…) 

 

3. Efficiency  

Question: 

Have the objectives of the CTCN been achieved efficiently by the implementation of the CTCN 

and the deployment of its services?  

Subquestions:  

a) To what extent have the CTCN governance (AB, consortium organization…) ensured its 

responsiveness (application of COP decisions, communication with UNFCCC and TEC…)? and 

been enhanced (revision of the AB mandate in order to clarify its role, change of nomination 

process for AB members in order to ensure the selection of members with enough technical 

capabilities)? (cf. Recommendation 2) 

b) To what extent were enough financial resources mobilized? To what extent have the CTCN 

identified additional financial resources (e.g. regular mapping, new position dedicated to fund-

raising and engaging in dialogue with donors (10% increase in funding mobilized for CTCN 

activities and 20 donors engaged per year)? (cf. Recommendation 4) To what extent have the GEF 

and the GCF facilitated the provision of sustained funding for CTCN activities and enhanced 

operational linkages between the organizations, in line with their respective mandates (e.g. by 

institutionalizing a relationship between NDEs and NDAs) (6 events and trainings co-organized 

per year, 10 to 12 CTCN TA supported  per year, and 3 to 5 technology proposals developed per 

year through CTCN TA supported)? (cf. Recommendation 5) To what extent was the transparency 

of its funding arrangements strengthened (e.g. documented on the website)? (cf. Recommendation 

10) To what extent were in-kind and pro-bono support mobilized (USD 0.5M to 1M per year)? To 

what extent were financial resources allocated appropriately and efficiently across the activities 

(as planned within the budget scenarios)?6 

c) To what extent was the CTC appropriately staffed (adapted to the needs), and could field the right 

expertise?  

d) To what extent was the organization of the CTC (consortium of organizations, different sites, etc.) 

efficient (clear distribution of roles, coordination…)? To what extent have the new geographic 

organization of the CTCN (inc. a single point of contact for NDEs) deepened the engagement of 

the CTCN through more integrated delivery of its core services and better leverage multi-country 

solutions to mutual challenges faced within regions? 

e) To what extent was the network (Consortium and knowledge partners) mobilized and provided 

additional and valuable sources of expertise, knowledge and support (620 Network Members in 

2020)? To what extent have the CTCN reinforced the involvement of Network Members and 

private sector in its activities (e.g. through solicitations for providing technical assistance or 

knowledge, or networking events)? (cf. Recommendation 9) (20% of engaged Network Members 

and knowledge partners and >90% of Network Members satisfied).7 

f) To what extent have CTCN activities reinforced NDEs’ capacities to implement their role? To 

what extent is the role of the NDE clear for country representatives? To what extent was the role 

of developed country NDEs clarified to facilitate the mobilization of expertise, collaboration and 

fund-raising (e.g. by creating working groups including NDEs from developed countries)? (cf. 

Recommendation 3) Is it efficient in terms of projects coordination? To what extent have countries 

  

 6 Ibid.  

 7 Ibid.  
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enhanced awareness of their NDE by relevant stakeholders and supported their NDE through 

national institutions and cooperation with other national UNFCCC focal points (e.g. through the 

organization of annual UNFCCC focal point forums, consultation process to identify, select and 

refine TA requests)? (cf. Recommendation 1) 

g) To what extent were partnerships with peers (GEF, GCF, Development Banks, etc.) and 

organizations with complementary skills, networks and resources developed? To what extent were 

synergies with actions / historical investments been identified? Synergies with? 

h) To what extent have the CTCN management structure, processes and procedures, communication 

and M&E optimized its operation? To what extent has the efficiency of the CTCN’s provision of 

TA been increased (e.g. better control of deadlines, more TA tenders opened to Network Members, 

pools of expertise within the Network, identification of TA best practices and successful TA 

projects, promotion of multiregional TA)? (cf. Recommendation 6) 

i) To what extent has the CTCN been cost-effective in achieving outputs, relative to comparable 

initiatives of UN and/or other stakeholders in the sector? To what extent has the CTCN provided 

value for money (considering the costs and outputs)? Could the results have been achieved with 

fewer resources without reducing the quality and quantity? What could have been done to improve 

cost-effectiveness? 

Indicators and Data sources: 

• Achievement of outputs given by the answers to the questions related to effectiveness 

• Quantitative analysis of direct resources and costs: fund raising, expenses, CTC staffs and 

associated… (through data base analysis)  

• Ratios between benefits achieved (technology transfers, partnership, trainings, knowledge) and 

funds disbursed for different activities 

• Analysis of indirect resources and costs: partners’ contributions, NDEs resources, time 

consumption for request applicant… (through interviews, surveys and the analysis of a sample of 

projects) 

• Simplified benchmarking with comparable initiatives (through interviews with partners and a 

preliminary literature review): assessment of resources vs. performances, review of the 

organization and identification of best practices 

• Perception of partners (advisory board, Consortium Partners, etc.) on the program’s efficiency 

(through interviews and survey) 

• Perception of NDEs and beneficiaries regarding the deployment (TA, KMS, training…) (through 

interviews, surveys and feedbacks) 

 

4. Impacts and sustainability 

Question: 

Did the CTCN reach its expected outcomes and provide long term positive effects? 

Subquestions:    

a) To what extent did CTCN activities increase the capacity of developing country Parties to identify 

socially and environmentally sound technology needs? To what extent did the CTCN support 

countries: 

a. to make stakeholders and the general public aware of climate technology development 

and transfer tools, approaches and methods? 

b. to develop and implement national and sectoral technology plans? 

c. to undertake and update TNAs, as well as enhance the implementation of their results and 

strengthen links to NDCs and NAPs?  

d. to provide stakeholders with access to approaches, tools and means for the assessment of 

technologies that are ready to transfer? 

i. Target of the first PoW: 50 to 75 national and sectoral technology plans by 

the end of 2018 

ii. Target of the second PoW: 450 to 500 stakeholders with enhanced capacities 

to develop, transfer and deploy climate technologies per year 

b) To what extent did CTCN activities enhance the deployment and diffusion of innovative 

technologies and associated knowledge/expertise in developing country Parties? To what extent 

did the CTCN support countries: 
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a. to incentivize innovation, including by strengthening National Systems of Innovation 

(NSI) and technology innovation centres in developing country Parties?  

b. to create synergies and to enable the exchange of best practices, experience and 

knowledge on technology development and transfer? 

c. sharing information on international technology RD&D partnerships and initiatives, good 

practices and lessons learned from countries’ climate technology RD&D policies and 

activities?  

d. for developing, deploying and disseminating existing innovative technologies and 

scaling-up and diffusing emerging climate technologies?  

e. for long-term technological transition pathways towards the widespread uptake of climate 

technologies?  

i. Target of the first PoW: none 

ii. Target of the second PoW: >90% of workshop/trainings participants reporting 

increased knowledge, capacity and/or understanding  

c) To what extent did CTCN activities enhance enabling environments that support the development 

of climate-related projects? To what extent did the CTCN support countries: 

a. to address barriers to the development and transfer of socially and environmentally sound 

technologies? 

b. to enhance enabling environments to promote endogenous and gender- responsive 

technologies for mitigation and adaptation actions? 

c. to develop / implement policies which incentivize the private and public sector to fully 

realize the development and transfer of climate technologies?  

i. Target of the first PoW: none 

ii. Target of the second PoW: 10-12 policies, strategies, plans, laws… proposed, 

adopted or implemented as a result of the TA per year 

d) To what extent did CTCN activities increase the capacity of developing country Parties to prepare 

and implement technology projects to support action on low emission and climate-resilient 

development?  

a. To what extent did the CTCN support countries in a country-driven manner?   

i. Target of the first PoW: implementation of 100 new country-drive technology 

projects by the end of 2018 
ii. Target of the second PoW: 25-30 countries developing, transferring and 

deploying new and existing technologies as a result of CTCN support per year  

b. To what extent did CTCN activities allow the adoption and use of new and existing 

technologies in developing countries for NDC and NAP implementation? 

i. Indicator of the first PoW: none 

ii. Indicator of the second PoW: Anticipated number of technologies identified, 

transferred or deployed as a result of CTCN support 

e) To what extent did CTCN activities support collaboration and engagement of stakeholders? To 

what extent did the CTCN support countries: 

a. at local level: better collaboration and engagement with relevant stakeholders, including 

local communities and authorities, national planners, the private sector and civil society 

organizations in the planning and implementation of Technology Mechanism activities? 

better engagement between NDEs and relevant stakeholders, including by providing 

guidance and information?  

b. at global level: for collaboration and synergy with relevant international organizations, 

institutions and initiatives? including academia and the scientific community, to leverage 

their specific expertise, experience, knowledge and information, particularly on new and 

innovative technologies? Including capacity-building organizations and institutions, 

including those under the Convention?   

i. Target of the first PoW: 18 twinning arrangements by the end of 2018 

ii. Targets of the second PoW:  

1. 2-3 facilitated or enabled South-South collaborations per year  

2. 4-5 facilitated or enabled RD&D collaborations per year 

f) To what extent did CTCN activities support engagement and partnership with the private sector? 

To what extent did the CTCN support countries: 

a. to foster private sector involvement by designing and implementing policies, regulations 

and standards that create enabling environments and favourable market conditions for 

climate technologies? 
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b. for building partnerships between the public and private sector in the development and 

transfer of climate technologies? 

c. better engagement and collaboration with the private sector to leverage expertise, 

experience and knowledge regarding effective enabling environments that support the 

implementation of the Paris Agreement?  

i. Target of the first PoW: 13 public-private partnerships by the end of 2018 

ii. Target of the second PoW: 4-5 private sector collaborations per year 

g) To what extent did CTCN activities facilitate access to additional sources of funding? To what 

extent did the CTCN support: 

a. stimulating climate technology investments deriving from CTCN assistance?   

b. better collaboration of the Technology Mechanism with the Financial Mechanism (GEF 

and GCF funded programs built on CTCN TAs)? 

c. access to financing for innovation, including for RD&D, enabling environments and 

capacity-building, developing and implementing the results of TNAs, and engagement 

and collaboration with stakeholders, including organizational and institutional?   

i. Target of the first PoW: $0.6 billion climate in technology investments 

ii. Target of the second PoW: 10:1 anticipated amount of funding/investment 

leveraged (in USD) as a result of technical assistance  

h) To what extent did CTCN activities support the observation, monitoring and evaluation processes 

that ensure impacts are clearly reported? To what extent did the CTCN support countries: 

a. to improve climate change observation systems and related information management in 

developing country Parties? 

b. to better plan, monitor and achieve technological transformation in accordance with the 

purpose and goals of the Paris Agreement? 

i. Target of the first PoW: none 

ii. Target of the second PoW: none 

i) To what extent did CTCN activities allow climate change resilient development and reduction of 

GHG emissions in developing countries? To what extent did the CTCN support countries: 

a. to reduce or avoid metric tons of CO2 equivalent (tCO2e) emissions as a result of CTCN 

TA? 

b. to increased economic, health, infrastructure, built environment, or ecosystems resilience 

to climate change impacts reported by CTCN participant countries? 

j) What are the major factors influencing the achievement/non-achievement of outcomes to date, the 

replicability of the programme at other levels or in other sectors, and the likelihood of post-

completion effects and lasting positive impacts?  

k) What unintended outcomes (positive and negative) and changes (direct and indirect) have occurred 

as a result of the CTCN? 

l) Is the CTCN necessary (in its current format) to expect sustainable effects? Could any other 

existing program / tool replace the CTCN effectively (and why)? 

 

Indicators and Data sources: 

• Analysis of monitoring and evaluation related documents (case study from UNEP, annual reports 

and other reporting documents) 

• Analysis of network partners mobilization (list of participants, contributions…) and relations  

• Review of outcome indicators values and reliability 

• Benchmark (added-value of the CTCN) 

• Thorough analysis of available documents related to a limited sample of sub-projects (e.g. 

evaluations and other assessments, press review…) 

• Global literature review regarding climate change policies, collaboration and investments 

(impacts, changes…) 

• Global analysis of climate change context changes in terms of mitigation and adaptation (through 

preliminary literature review and focus on 5 countries) 

• Perception of partners (advisory board, Consortium Partners, etc.) on the program’s effects and 

impacts (through interviews and survey) 

• Perception of NDEs and beneficiaries regarding the benefits of the CTCN and the effects of their 

projects and policies (through interviews, surveys and feedbacks) 
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Annex III 

[English only] 

List of interviewees 
Type of actor Organization Position 

CTCN UNEP Director and secretary Advisory Board  

UNIDO Deputy Director 

UNEP Regional Manager Africa 

UNIDO Knowledge and Communications Manager 

UNEP Associate Program officer 

CTCN Hosts UNEP  Chief, Energy Branch 

UNIDO Director, Department of Energy 

Industrial Development Officer 

Consortium partners AIT Professor, Department of Water Engineering and 
Management 

CATIE Head of Unit, Economy, Environmental and 
Sustainable Agribusiness Research Unit, Division 
for Green and Inclusive Development 

ENDA Programme Coordinator, Enda Energy 

Advisory Board 
members 

CTCN-AB Chair of the AB of the CTCN 

Vice-Chair of the AB of the CTCN 

Chair of the TEC 

Non-Annex I country representative 

Annex I country representative 

Research and Independent Non-Governmental 
Organisations (RINGOs) 

Donors EU Senior Policy Officer, DG DEVCO 

Japan AB Member (in contact with Japan Ministries) 

Interviews conducted as part of the benchmarking process 

 

Regional climate 
technology and finance 
centers supported by the 
GEF under the Poznan 
strategic programme 

GEF Focal point 

AfDB Focal point 

EBRD Focal point 

ADB Focal point 

IDB Focal point 
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Annex IV 

Detailed methodology for the survey 
[English only] 

1. E-survey questionnaires elaboration: 

 The survey aims at collecting data from multiple and similar interlocutors. The data 

is collected to get inputs on the deployment and achievements of the CTCN and reviews on 

the relevance and efficiency of the CTCN’s action. The survey is also used to understand the 

needs of beneficiaries, countries and partners; and to gather proposals for improvement. It 

targets Knowledge partners, Consortium Partners, Network Members, NDEs, and 

beneficiaries (technical assistance request applicant, participants to events, etc.). 

 The format of the survey is adapted to the different respondents and the text available 

in English, French and Spanish. The survey is short and requires less than ten minutes to 

complete. It includes a majority of closed questions (multiple choice) and few open questions 

(text). 

2. E-survey administration: 

 The survey was elaborated by the end of November 2020.  

 The e-survey tool used allows to edit questions on a user-friendly web-interface, to 

send automatic reminder until the end of the survey, to perform automatic statistics and 

calculation on the results and to download all data under Excel. As a result, the output of the 

survey consists both of graphs and statistical analyses and of anonymous verbatim. 

 The survey was sent to the email addresses of the different stakeholders given by the 

CTC and retrieved from the CTCN website. The first sending took place mid-January and 

the survey remained open for one month with three reminders sent to the targets. The survey 

closed mid-February 2021. 

3. E-survey response rates:  

 The table below presents the response rates of the different target stakeholders.  

Survey targets 

No. of  
e-mails 

sent 

No. of replies 
(answered 
question 1) Rate 

No. of survey 
completed (answered 

the last question Rate 

NDEs 191 68 36% 43 23% 

Network members, Consortium & 

Knowledge Partner 

641 198 31% 118 18% 

Beneficiaries 1737 422 24% 248 14% 

Beneficiaries – TA proponent 72 25 35% 22 31% 

Beneficiaries – Training participants 398 74 19% 41 10% 

Beneficiaries – Webinar attendees 1267 323 25% 185 15% 
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Annex V 

General mapping of comparable organisations / initiatives 

[English only] 

Name 

Geographical perimeter 

(targeted regions/ 

countries) Year of inception Type of services/activities 

AfDB’s ACTC Sub-Saharan African 
countries 

2014 Technical assistance / research grants for:  

- Knowledge creation and networking 
- Support for Policy and institutional Reform 
- Program and Project Support 

ADB’s CTFC Asia-Pacific Region 2012 - Implementation of national and regional 
centers, networks, organizations, and 
initiatives (UNEP-led) 

- Building national and regional technology 
transfer centers and centers of excellence 
(UNEP-led) 

- Development and implementation of 
country driven transfer policies, programs, 
demonstration projects, and scale-up 
strategies (UNEP-led) 

- Integrating climate technology financing 
needs into national development strategies, 
plans, and investment priorities (ADB-led)   

- Catalysing investments in EST deployment 
(ADB-led) 

- Establishing a ‘marketplace’ of 
owners/users of low-carbon technologies to 
facilitate their transfer (ADB-led) 

EBRD’s FINTECC South-eastern Europe 

Central Europe and 
Baltic States 

Eastern Europe and 
the Caucasus 

Central Asia 

2015 - Incentive grants for introducing eligible 
technologies, which are available as a 
complement to EBRD financing (5–25 per 
cent of the projects) 

- Regional technology transfer networks to 
foster knowledge-sharing on policies and 
practices 

- Institutional capacity-building to assist 
climate technology transfer (improvement 
of policy environments and legislative 
frameworks) 

IDB's Climate 
Technology Transfer 
Mechanisms and 
Networks in Latin 
America and the 
Caribbean project 

Latin America and 
the Caribbean 

2012 - Institutional-capacity building and 
analytical tools to address climate 
technologies-related issues in national and 
sectoral policies and plans;  

- Climate technology transfers through 
technology networks and centres 

- Promotion of public and private investment 
in order to ensure sustainability 
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Annex VI 

Background of the CTCN 
[English only] 

A. Mandate of the CTCN 

 In 2010, the COP established the Technology Mechanism with the objective of 

enhancing action on climate technology development and transfer.  The mechanism consists 

of two bodies: The Technology Executive Committee and the Climate Technology Centre 

and Network. In 2011, the COP adopted the CTCN’s terms of reference.  In 2012, the COP 

selected UNEP, as the leader of the consortium of partner institutions, as the host of the 

Climate Technology Centre for an initial term of five years, with possible renewal if so 

decided by the COP in 2017. In 2013, the COP adopted the modalities and procedures of the 

CTCN, effectively allowing the CTCN to start its work and making it operational.  

 In accordance with its TOR, the CTCN has the following functions:1  

a) At the request of a developing country Party: 

i) Providing advice and support related to the identification of technology needs 

and the implementation of environmentally sound technologies, practices and 

processes; 

ii) Facilitating the provision of information, training and support for programmes 

to build or strengthen capacity of developing countries to identify technology options, 

make technology choices and operate, maintain and adapt technology; 

iii) Facilitating prompt action on the deployment of existing technology in 

developing country Parties based on identified needs; 

b) Stimulating and encouraging, through collaboration with the private sector, 

public institutions, academia and research institutions, the development and transfer of 

existing and emerging environmentally sound technologies, as well as opportunities for 

North–South, South–South and triangular technology cooperation; 

c) Facilitating a network of national, regional, sectoral and international 

technology centres, networks, organization and initiatives with a view to: 

i) Enhancing cooperation with national, regional and international technology 

centres and relevant national institutions; 

ii) Facilitating international partnerships among public and private stakeholders 

to accelerate the innovation and diffusion of environmentally sound technologies to 

developing country Parties; 

iii) Providing, at the request of a developing country Party, in-country technical 

assistance and training to support identified technology actions in developing country 

Parties 

iv) Stimulating the establishment of twinning centre arrangements to promote 

North–South, South–South and triangular partnerships, with a view to encouraging 

cooperative research and development; 

v) Identifying, disseminating and assisting with developing analytical tools, 

policies and best practices for country-driven planning to support the dissemination 

of environmentally sound technologies; 

d) Performing other such activities as may be necessary to carry out its functions 

  

 1 Decision 1/CP.16, para. 123. 
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 In accordance with its TOR, the roles and responsibilities of the Climate Technology 

Centre and its network are as follows:2  

a) The CTC shall manage the process of receiving and responding to requests 

from developing country Parties and shall work with the Network to respond to such requests. 

The Climate Technology Centre will receive these requests from developing country Parties 

through the national entity designated for this purpose under decision 4/CP.13. 

b) The CTC would respond to requests by developing country Parties either by 

itself or by identifying the appropriate organizations in the Network in consultation with the 

requesting developing country Party. The Centre will:  

i) Receive and assess requests and refine and prioritize those requests in 

conjunction with the nationally designated entity with the aim of establishing its 

technical feasibility;  

ii) Respond to requests, through either the Centre or the Network, based on the 

use of the most appropriate capacity and expertise in accordance with its approved 

modalities and procedures.  

c) The members of the Network will undertake the substantive work to address 

requests made to the Climate Technology Centre by developing country Parties.  

 The Technology Mechanism established under the Convention also serves the Paris 

Agreement. As part of the Paris Agreement, a technology framework was established to 

provide overarching guidance to the work of the Technology Mechanism in promoting and 

facilitating enhanced action on technology development and transfer in order to support the 

implementation of the Paris Agreement. CMA.1 adopted the technology framework and 

decided that the TEC and the CTCN, consistently with their respective functions, mandates 

and modalities of work, shall implement the technology framework in close collaboration 

under the guidance of the CMA.3  

B. Services of the CTCN 

 The CTCN has three core services: (i) providing technical assistance at the request of 

developing countries to accelerate the transfer of climate technologies; (ii) creating access to 

information and knowledge on climate technologies and (iii) fostering collaboration among 

climate technology stakeholders via the Centre’s network of regional and sectoral experts 

from academia, the private sector, and public and research institutions. 

1. Technical Assistance  

 The CTCN provides technical targeted assistance in response to requests submitted 

by developing countries via their National Designated Entities (NDEs). The CTCN does not 

provide funding directly to countries, but instead supports the provision of technical 

assistance provided by experts on specific climate technology sectors. The CTCN also 

provides Fast Technical Assistance which consists of a short time response (up to 2 months) 

with a limited value of 15,000 USD, and referring to technology prioritisation, endogenous 

technologies assessment, policies and measures that are immediate priorities for the 

requesting country. 

2. Knowledge Management 

 The CTCN hosts a web-based knowledge management system that aims to provide 

access to climate adaptation and mitigation technology information, tools, services, reports 

and training across numerous sectors such as agriculture, energy, industry, water, etc.4  It 

constitutes the largest database for climate technology resources where countries and 

institutions can propose learnings (17,000+ resources), facilitating the sharing of web-based 

  

 2 Decision 2/CP.17, annex VII, para. 4-6. 

 3 Decision 15/CMA.1.  

 4 Available at: https://www.ctc-n.org.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/
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peer-to-peer learning and training. It also enables the CTCN to process NDEs request quickly 

while tracking and managing its workflow.   

3. Capacity-building  

 The CTCN facilitates the provision of information, training and support to build 

and/or strengthen the capacity of developing countries to identify technology options, make 

technology choices and operate, maintain and adapt technology.  

4. Networking /events  

 The CTCN organises a series of events and Regional Forums to create synergies and 

to enable the exchange of best practices, experience and knowledge on technology 

development and transfer amongst NDEs, Network Members and climate technology 

stakeholders. 

C. Organizational structure of the CTCN 

1. Advisory Board 

 Strategic guidance originating from the COP and the CMA is delivered to the CTC by 

the Advisory Board which:5  

 Provides guidance on: 

a) The report of the CTCN;  

b) Prioritization criteria. 

 Approves:  

a) The report of the CTCN;  

b) Prioritization criteria for responding to requests from developing country 

Parties;  

c) Criteria regarding the structure of the Network and the designation of 

organizations as members of the Network;  

d) The programme of work.  

 Endorses:  

a) The appointment of the director; 

b) The budget;  

c) The financial statement;  

d) Ensure the application of fiduciary standards, and legal and ethical integrity;  

e) Monitor, assess and evaluate the timeliness and appropriateness of the 

responses of the CTCN to requests. 

 The Constitution of the Advisory Board was agreed upon at COP 18.6 The Advisory 

Board meets twice a year, and at the time of the inception report 16 meetings had already 

been held. 

2. Climate Technology Centre 

 The CTCN includes a Centre, managed by UNEP, in collaboration with UNIDO, and 

supported by the Consortium composed of 11 partner organizations:   

a) Asian Institute of Technology (Thailand); 

b) Bariloche Foundation (Argentina); 

  

 5 Decision 2/CP.17, annex VII.  

 6 Decision 14/CP.18, annex II.  
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c) Council for Scientific and Industrial Research (South Africa); 

d) The Energy and Resources Institute (India); 

e) Environment and Development Action in the Third World (Senegal); 

f) Tropical Agricultural Research and Higher Education Center (Costa Rica); 

g) World Agroforestry Centre (Kenya); 

h) Deutsche Gesellschaft für Internationale Zusammenarbeit (Germany); 

i) The Netherlands Organisation for Applied Scientific Research (The 

Netherlands); 

j) National Renewable Energy Laboratory (United States of America); 

k) UNEP-DTU & UNEP-DHI Partnerships (Denmark). 

 The terms of the collaboration between UNEP and UNIDO, as hosts of the Climate 

Technology Centre, and the Consortium members are governed in separate MoUs. UNEP 

hosts the CTC as a dedicated entity within UNEP, to the extent consistent with UNEP 

regulations, rules, and procedures, UNEP Governing Council decisions, and the provisions 

of the host agreement. UNEP provides its inputs through its Energy, Climate and Technology 

Branch that coordinates contribution from other UNEP Branches and Divisions. On 

UNIDO’s side, the Programme is anchored in the Energy Branch.  

3. Network 

 CTCN is a global network of more than 600 members and provides services to all 

developing countries in Africa, Asia and the Pacific, and Latin America and the Caribbean, 

and least developed countries in particular.  

 The Network aims to integrate a variety of stakeholders ranging from regional climate 

technology centers and networks to intergovernmental, international, regional and sectoral 

institutions, organizations, partnerships and initiatives that could contribute to technology 

deployment and transfer as well as research, academic, financial, non-governmental, private-

sector and public-sector organizations and partnerships. To be part of the network, the 

organizations need to go through a formal application process, and to demonstrate that they 

meet the criteria for Network Membership, approved by the Advisory Board. 

 Knowledge partners support CTCN’s mandate to foster collaboration and access to 

information and knowledge in order to accelerate climate technology transfer. Through its 

knowledge partner network, the CTCN generates, manages and shares knowledge, 

experience and good practices at the national, regional and global level, taking into account 

traditional knowledge and practices. Knowledge partners include Consortium Partners, 

Network Members, UN agencies, academic institutions, non-governmental organizations, 

private sector and other reliable sources of climate technology information. 

 The CTCN aims to strengthen developing countries’ industrial SMEs in order to move 

from conventional technologies to climate technologies. The Private Sector Hub consists of 

the following elements: 1) introducing climate technologies and international suppliers to the 

local SMEs, 2) creating linkages to finance, 3) building the capacity and awareness of the 

local industrial SMEs. 

4. National Designated Entities 

 CTCN is acting upon local and national ownership and country driven needs that are 

expressed to it by a NDE. The establishment of an NDE by a Party to the UNFCCC is a 

necessary step for participation in the CTCN process. NDE act as intermediaries between 

relevant national stakeholders and CTCN in order to ensure a coordination of requests from 

relevant ministries, focal points for other UNFCCC mechanisms, private sector, civil society 

and academia. 161 NDEs of developed and developing countries serve as focal points on 
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CTCN activities in the country.7 NDE support in-country activities with the CTCN by 

managing national submissions (for developing countries only), facilitating engagement in 

the network and coordinating regional and global peer learning and collaboration, reporting 

and feedback. 

 Requests for technical assistance from developing countries through their NDEs that 

act as CTCN focal point in the countries are received by the CTC and responded to with 

support along all stages of the technology cycle, from identification of technology needs, 

through assessment, selection and piloting of technological solutions, to their customization 

and widespread deployment.  

 To help deliver the transformational change envisioned by the Paris Agreement, the 

CTCN reorganized its operations along a geographic model in 2018. From an operational 

standpoint, country focal points for climate technology (NDEs) now have a single point of 

contact within the CTCN rather than multiple focal points based on the type of service 

requested (e.g. technical assistance, capacity building, network outreach). This approach 

enables the CTCN to deepen its engagement through more integrated delivery of its core 

services and to better leverage multi-country solutions to mutual challenges faced within 

regions. 

 Figure 1 presents the overall organizational structure of the CTCN.   

Figure 1 

Overall organizational structure of the CTCN (Source: EY) 

 

D. Expected resources, outputs and outcomes of the CTCN 

 The first PoW for the CTCN covers the period 2013-2018. It provides targets related 

to the key services that form the core mandate of the CTCN, and the organisation activities 

  

 7 CTCN. 2019. Programme of Work 2019-2022 Climate Technology Centre and Network. Available at 

<ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/ctcn_programme_of_work_2019-2022.pdf>.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/ctcn_programme_of_work_2019-2022.pdf
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of the CTCN to deliver these services. It also describes how the CTCN will deliver on these 

targets over the next five years.  

 The second PoW for the CTCN covers the period 2019-2022. Its term aligns with the 

renewal of the hosting agreement between the COP and UNEP regarding the hosting of the 

CTC as decided by COP 23 in December 2017. 

 To further accelerate the development and transfer of climate technologies, the 

technology framework establishes principles and puts forward actions and activities across 

five key themes: (a) innovation; (b) implementation; (c) enabling environment and capacity-

building; (d) collaboration and stakeholder engagement; and (e) support. The CTCN second 

PoW organizes the activities of the CTCN, and those undertaken collaboratively with the 

TEC, according to this structure and ensures coherence with corresponding guidance from 

Parties to the UNFCCC and its Advisory Board.  

 The annual operating plans include indicators and targets linked to the specific 

activities of the CTCN in line with the Theory of Change, Logical Framework and 

Performance Measurement Frameworks that are part of the CTCN M&E Framework. To 

allow flexibility, annual operating plans set targets on an annual basis in line with resources 

available to support its operations, and provide detail on the activities of the CTCN that fall 

within its mandate as the implementation arm of the Technology Mechanism – such as its 

work to support the needs of developing countries, in particular Least Developed Countries 

and Small Island Developing States.  

 Figure 2 presents a visual model of the CTCN at a strategic level. It presents logical 

pathways that capture actions and results likely to lead to transformational change, and how 

the expected activities, outputs, and outcomes are interwoven in order to respond to the 

technology framework themes and actions. It aims to provide clarity about what the CTCN 

wants to achieve and how and enables evidence-based reflection on how services could be 

better designed. 
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Figure 2 

Visual model of the CTCN at a strategic level (Source: CTCN. 2020. Climate Technology Centre & Network Monitoring and Evaluation 

System)  
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 To effectively implement its PoW, the CTCN requires financial resources for its 

operations with the potential to scale up in accordance with needs.  

 In accordance with the guidance contained in UNFCCC decision 2/CP.17, para. 139, 

the CTCN developed a strategy to finance its Second PoW in early 2018. The Strategy 

establishes the rationale and approach to be adopted by the organization across primary target 

groups.  In its first five years of operations the CTCN was funded primarily through voluntary 

contributions from developed country parties and regional organizations. It has also received 

targeted project support from the GEF and the GCF, from three national governments on a 

pro bono basis, and from its co-hosts UNEP and UNIDO. Total funds secured for the 

activities of the CTCN through the end of 2018 totalled approximately USD 60 million. 

 Table 1-5 present intended outcomes and actions and activities implemented by 

CTCN according to those five themes as detailed in the Second PoW of the CTCN. 

Table 1 

Innovation 

Actions and activities by the CTCN 
Intended outcomes (aligns with technology framework 
activity) 

Technical Assistance is delivered to 
improve policy environments, strategies, 
legal and regulatory frameworks. Capacity 
building to strengthen institutional 
arrangements. 

Countries are supported to incentivize 
innovation, including National Systems of 
Innovation (NSI). 

The CTCN’s knowledge-sharing activities 
and online knowledge platform will be 
supplemented with best practice and lessons 
learned from countries’ climate technology 
RD&D policies and activities, including 
through links to additional external 
databases and other resources. 

Providing information and facilitating the 
sharing of information on international 
technology RD&D partnerships and 
initiatives, good practices and lessons 
learned from countries’ climate technology 
RD&D policies and activities. 

Technical Assistance is focused on priority 
technologies with the potential for 
transformative impact. Knowledge related 
to innovative technologies and best-practice 
examples are sourced and promoted through 
CTCN knowledge platform and media 
channels. 

Countries are supported for the 
development, deployment and 
dissemination of existing innovative 
technologies and the scale-up and diffusion 
of emerging climate technologies. 

Technical Assistance is delivered in support 
of Technology Needs Assessments, 
Technology Action Plans, NDCs, and 
NAPs. 

Countries are receiving support for long-
term technological transition pathways 
towards the widespread uptake of climate 
technologies. 

CTCN promotes the engagement of 
countries in RD&D activities through 
South-South, North-South and triangular 
collaboration and within selected 
international initiatives. 

Countries are receiving support for initiating 
joint climate technology RD&D activities. 

Technical Assistance is increasingly 
implemented by Network Members 
Capacity building is delivered to small and 
medium sized enterprise Knowledge 
Sharing initiatives focused on private sector 
partners are enhanced and an online 
platform for private sector engagement is 
created. 

Partnerships are built between the public 
and private sector in the development and 
transfer of climate technologies. 
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Table 2 

Implementation 

Actions and activities by the CTCN 
Intended outcomes (aligns with technology framework 
activity) 

Technical Assistance is provided to 
countries to develop TNAs and TAPs, 
delivered in close collaboration with the 
GEF and GCF Capacity Building is 
delivered to countries to make effective use 
of TNA findings and Technology Action 
Plans and roadmaps Learning from 
experiences in developing and 
implementing TNAs is facilitated through 
the sharing of information on the CTCN 
knowledge platform which will be 
supplemented with best practice and lessons 
learned on TNAs, at regional forums, and at 
UNFCCC meetings. 

Countries are supported to undertake and 
update TNAs, as well as enhance the 
implementation of their results and 
strengthen links to NDCs and NAPs. 

Capacity is built through on-the-job and 
curriculum-based training on technology 
identification and assessment methods 
CTCN knowledge portal provides access to 
updated and relevant tools and resources for 
technology identification. 

Recommendations have been identified and 
developed to provide stakeholders with 
access to approaches, tools and means for 
the assessment of technologies that are 
ready to transfer. 

Technical Assistance is delivered to develop 
and strengthen policies, plans and legal and 
regulatory frameworks, and to identify 
barriers to the development and transfer of 
socially and environmentally sound 
technologies. 

Countries are able to enhance enabling 
environments and address barriers to the 
development and transfer of socially and 
environmentally sound technologies. 

Technical Assistance is provided to 
countries to develop TNAs and TAPs, 
delivered in close collaboration with the 
GEF and GCF Capacity Building is 
delivered to countries to make effective use 
of TNA findings and Technology Action 
Plans and roadmaps Learning from 
experiences in developing and 
implementing TNAs is facilitated through 
the sharing of information on the CTCN 
knowledge platform which will be 
supplemented with best practice and lessons 
learned on TNAs, at regional forums, and at 
UNFCCC meetings. 

Countries are supported to undertake and 
update TNAs, as well as enhance the 
implementation of their results and 
strengthen links to NDCs and NAPs. 

Capacity is built through on-the-job and 
curriculum-based training on technology 
identification and assessment methods 
CTCN knowledge portal provides access to 
updated and relevant tools and resources for 
technology identification. 

Recommendations have been identified and 
developed to provide stakeholders with 
access to approaches, tools and means for 
the assessment of technologies that are 
ready to transfer. 

Table 3 

Enabling environment and capacity-building 

Actions and activities by the CTCN 
Intended outcomes (aligns with technology framework 
activity) 

Knowledge-gathering through leveraging 
the expertise of Network Members 
including expanding the network and 
enhancing its connectedness, and 
Knowledge partners, and gathering lessons 

Stakeholders and the general public are 
increasingly aware of climate technology 
development and transfer tools, approaches 
and methods. 
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Actions and activities by the CTCN 
Intended outcomes (aligns with technology framework 
activity) 

learned from technical assistance 
Knowledge-sharing through continuously 
updated and relevant resources in the CTCN 
knowledge platform, webinars and targeted 
communications. 

Technical Assistance is delivered to identify 
and develop efficient financing options for 
climate technologies, and to strengthen 
policies, plans and legal regulatory 
frameworks Capacity Building to support 
the development of national strategies and 
action plans, supportive policy 
environments, and legal. 

Countries build investment friendly 
environments, including national strategies 
and action plans, policy environments, legal 
and regulatory frameworks and other 
institutional arrangements. 

Technical Assistance implementation fully 
incorporates the CTCN gender guidelines 
and support is provided to requesting 
countries to develop their own gender-
responsive initiatives, frameworks, policies 
and programs. Capacity building is 
delivered to public, non-governmental, and 
private sector and fully incorporates the 
CTCN gender guidelines. Capacity building 
to develop gender-responsive and 
endogenous technologies in developing 
countries is delivered. 

Countries enhance enabling environments to 
promote endogenous and gender Technical 
Assistance implementation fully 
incorporates the CTCN gender guidelines 
and support is provided Number of Network 
Members with gender expertise increased 8 
responsive technologies for mitigation and 
adaptation actions. 

Engagement initiatives focused on private 
sector partners are convened Capacity 
building is delivered to small- and medium-
sized enterprises and public sector 
institutions to enhance their understanding 
of efficient tools, policy instruments and 
incentives to support technology transfer. 

Countries have developed/implemented 
policies and enhanced enabling 
environments which incentivize the private 
and public sector to fully realize the 
development and transfer of climate 
technologies. 

Capacity is built within the private sector to 
carry out market assessments of climate 
technologies Capacity is built in the public 
sector to understand the needs and 
appropriate incentives to spur adoption of 
climate technologies by the private sector. 

Governments are fostering private sector 
involvement by designing and 
implementing policies, regulations and 
standards that create enabling environments 
and favourable market conditions for 
climate technologies. 

Learning is facilitated based on good 
practices and lessons learned from 
countries’ climate technology policies and 
activities and shared online. 

Information is shared and networking 
enhanced to create synergies and to enable 
the exchange of best practices, experience 
and knowledge on technology development 
and transfer. 

Engagement is enhanced through 
workshops and meetings with capacity-
building institutions through UNFCCC 
Climate Weeks, inputs to GCF regional 
Dialogue. 

Collaboration is enhanced with existing 
capacity-building organizations and 
institutions, including those under the 
Convention. 

Learning is provided to NDEs including 
through regional forum, thematic training 
workshops, online knowledge platform and 
support for national events. 

Capacity of NDEs of all Parties, especially 
those in developing countries, is increased. 

Technical Assistance is delivered to support 
the identification of efficient technologies 
and assessment methods Capacity is built 
through training of relevant government 
officials to plan, monitor and achieve 
technological transformation. 

Capacities of Parties to plan, monitor and 
achieve technological transformation in 
accordance with the purpose and goals of 
the Paris Agreement is increased. 
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Table 4 

Collaboration and stakeholder engagement 

Actions and activities by the CTCN 
Intended outcomes (aligns with technology framework 
activity) 

CTCN to foster partnerships and host events 
with key stakeholders. These partnerships 
will feature NDEs as pivotal actors to link 
them to stakeholders, including the private 
sector, as well as to support enhanced 
engagement among Network Members. 

Enhanced collaboration and engagement 
with relevant stakeholders, including local 
communities and authorities, national 
planners, the private sector and civil society 
organizations in the planning and 
implementation of Technology Mechanism 
activities. 

CTCN to partner with Regional 
Development Banks, local financial 
institutions and private sector associations. 
Technical Assistance will focus on 
strengthening private sector access to 
finance through scale-up of pre-feasibility 
studies to define market barriers and enable 
investors to access those markets. Capacity 
Building will also be provided to assist 
stakeholders with technology identification, 
and regional forums will provide 
opportunities for matchmaking with 
relevant partners. 

Enhanced engagement and collaboration 
with the private sector to leverage expertise, 
experience and knowledge regarding 
effective enabling environments that 
support the implementation of the Paris 
Agreement. 

Events, including specific thematic 
workshops at sub-regional level will be 
organized with NDEs to empower them in 
their role as technology focal points of the 
UNFCCC. 

Enhanced engagement between NDEs and 
relevant stakeholders, including by 
providing guidance and information. 

The expertise of academia, research 
institutions and relevant international 
organizations will be leveraged through 
knowledge partnerships and at CTCN 
events and regional forums to assist 
beneficiaries on new and innovative 
technologies. Those actions will prepare the 
ground for scale-up purposes. These 
activities include also new and innovative 
technologies that require an initial 
assessment to verify their potential for 
growth and deployment. 

Enhanced collaboration and synergy with 
relevant international organizations, 
institutions and initiatives, including 
academia and the scientific community, to 
leverage their specific expertise, experience, 
knowledge and information, particularly on 
new and innovative technologies. 

CTCN to foster partnerships and host events 
with key stakeholders. These partnerships 
will feature NDEs as pivotal actors to link 
them to stakeholders, including the private 
sector, as well as to support enhanced 
engagement among Network Members. 

Enhanced collaboration and engagement 
with relevant stakeholders, including local 
communities and authorities, national 
planners, the private sector and civil society 
organizations in the planning and 
implementation of Technology Mechanism 
activities. 

Table 5 

Support 

Actions and activities by the CTCN 
Intended outcomes (aligns with technology framework 
activity) 

Events and Workshops will be convened 
that connect NDE with UNFCCC climate 
focal points with focal points for the GCF 
and GEF. Technical Assistance will be 
undertaken that is funded by the GCF 
Readiness and Preparatory Support 
Programme. Capacity Building, including 

Collaboration of the Technology 
Mechanism with the Financial Mechanism 
is enhanced and support for technology 
development and transfer is strengthened. 
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Actions and activities by the CTCN 
Intended outcomes (aligns with technology framework 
activity) 

the Vision to Concept approach developed 
by the CTCN, will train project developers 
to prepare climate technology-related 
submissions to the GCF 

Technical Assistance will be provided to 
developing countries upon their request. 
Capacity Building designed to raise 
awareness of funding opportunities for 
climate technologies will be undertaken. 
Events and workshops will be convened to 
bring together developing country focal 
points, including NDE, with Network 
Members possessing project development 
finance expertise as well as with 
representatives from international financial 
institutions. 

Enhanced technical support is provided to 
developing country Parties in a country-
driven manner.  

Access to financing for innovation, 
including for RD&D, enabling 
environments and capacity-building, 
developing and implementing the results of 
TNAs, and engagement and collaboration 
with stakeholders, including organizational 
and institutional support are facilitated. 

Donor engagement strategy of the CTCN to 
be implemented Modalities and 
opportunities for pro bono and in-kind 
support to be communicated to countries 
and institutions with available resources and 
expertise, including through their NDEs. 
Partnerships with organizations with 
complementary skills, networks, and 
resources will be developed. 

Mobilization of various types of support, 
including pro bono and in-kind, from 
various sources for the implementation of 
actions and activities in each key theme of 
the technology framework is enhanced. 
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Annex VII 

Supporting data on the performance of the CTCN 
[English only] 

 This annex presents supporting data on the performance of the CTCN described in 

Chapter III of this report. The underlined text corresponds to the evaluation questions covered 

in the respective section. 

A. Relevance 

 Are the strategy and the resources of the CTCN relevant and appropriate regarding 

priorities given by the COP and the local needs for support? 

1. Alignment with COP decisions 

 The surveys and interviews conducted for the purpose of this review indicate that the 

CTCN was set up in accordance with COP decisions. The CTCN secretariat was reactive to 

include successive COP decisions to its agenda and operations and submit required 

amendments to the deliberations of the Advisory Board.  

 The first PoW, approved by the CTCN Advisory Board in 2013, provided a roadmap 

for the start-up phase of the CTCN through the establishment of its three core service areas 

formulated in its terms of reference:1 responding to country requests for technical assistance; 

building local capacity and networks; and increasing information flows and knowledge-

sharing.  

 At COP21, the TEC and the CTCN were requested to undertake further work on 

technology RD&D and on the development of endogenous capacities and technologies.  

 Regarding RD&D, the second PoW, as well as Annual Operating Plan, contain actions 

covering RD&D through:  

a) knowledge-sharing activities and online knowledge platform climate 

technology RD&D; 

b) promotion of the engagement of countries in RD&D activities through South-

South, North-South and triangular collaboration and within selected international initiatives; 

c) assistance to countries in developing national institutional, legal and regulatory 

frameworks to encourage climate technology RD&D and uptake.  

 Endogenous capacities seem to have earned better consideration in the last four years. 

They are now incorporated in decision making process for TA. The topic has also been 

included in CTCN strategy of intervention on capacity building. Following a TEC survey on 

endogenous capacities and technologies identifying needs, gaps, challenges and enabling 

environments, endogenous capacities have also been identified in the 2021 Annual Operating 

Plan as an area of collaboration with the TEC. 

2. Consideration of past evaluations 

 The second PoW also considers the recommendations that have been formulated dur-

ing the first independent review of the CTCN. The extent to which each recommendation has 

been considered by the CTCN is presented in Table 6.  

  

 1 Decision 2/CP.17, §139 and Annex VII.  
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Table 6 

CTCN response to first independent review recommendations (Source: CTCN) 

Review Recommendation CTCN Response 

Recommendation 1: Encourages countries to 
clearly identify NDEs and support them 
through national institutions and other 
UNFCCC focal points. 

• CTCN continued to support the 
information sharing among focal points 
of various climate initiatives, and to 
establish the linkages between focal 
points under the Convention, by inviting 
both NDEs and NDAs to various 
Regional Fora. 

• CTCN further supported NDEs in 
organizing national events to improve 
the preparation of country activities on 
technology transfer. 

Recommendation 2: Encourages the COP to 
ensure that the governance of the CTCN 
continues to respond to its current and 
projected needs in terms of strategic and 
technical guidance. 

• CTCN AB12 considered and provided 
guidance on CTCN Second PoW (2019-
2022). 

Recommendation 3: Encourages the CTCN to 
clarify the roles of NDEs from developed 
countries. 

• CTC developed a guide describing 
possible roles and responsibilities of 
Annex I NDEs that was endorsed at the 
4th meeting of the Advisory Board.2  

• CTCN has been working with donor 
partners, particularly Japan and the 
Republic of Korea, to implement 
modalities for channelling pro-bono 
support to CTCN activities and aims to 
continue these efforts with a focus on 
technical assistance provided through 
developed country NDEs. 

• Systematic approach to developed 
country NDE engagement is a 
component of the updated internal donor 
reporting protocols. 

Recommendation 4: Encourages UNEP and 
UNIDO as hosts of the CTCN, to identify 
potential sources of additional financial 
resources.   

• CTCN engaged a deputy director in 
February 2019 to lead resource 
mobilization efforts.  

• The CTCN collaborated with regional 
banks and financiers via regional focal 
points. 

• UNEP and UNIDO have engaged their 
leadership to raise the profile of the 
CTCN among public and private 
stakeholders. 

Recommendation 5: Encourages the CTCN to 
continue exploring with the GEF and the GCF 
how to further facilitate provision of sustained 
funding for CTCN activities, in line with their 
assigned mandates. 

• CTCN experienced gradually smoothing 
collaborative modalities with GCF. The 
CTCN (via its host organizations) and 
the GCF are partnering under the GCF 
Readiness and Preparatory Support 
Programme, through which the CTCN 
provides services and expertise in 
response to developing countries’ 
requests, utilizing GCF country 
resources. 

• The results of CTCN survey on NDE- 
GEF OFPs collaboration were included 

Recommendation 6: Encourages the CTCN, 
the GEF and the GCF to enhance operational 
linkages. 

  

 2 Available here.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/ab20143_final_annex_i_national_designated_entities.pdf
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Review Recommendation CTCN Response 

to the report of GEF to the 24th Session 
of the COP to the UNFCCC. 

• At COP 24, the Parties invited the 
CTCN, GEF, and the GCF to continue 
enhancing their collaboration and noted 
the need for the engagement in 
supporting developing country Parties. 
The Parties also invited the developing 
countries to seek support from the 
CTCN to develop and submit the 
technology-related projects to the 
operating entities of the Financial 
Mechanism for implementation. 

• The CTCN discusses on a continuous 
basis with the GCF and GEF Secretariat 
the possible ways to further enhance the 
engagement with the entities of the 
Financial Mechanism, while the 
Regional approach and forums allow for 
strengthening linkages among 
technology and financial focal points. 

Recommendation 7: Encourages the CTCN, 
its Advisory Board and other relevant actors 
to undertake actions to increase the efficiency 
of the CTCN provision of technical 
assistance. 

• The CTCN developed a streamlined fast 
technical assistance process (launched in 
2018). 

• The Centre’s alignment of services with 
a more regional focus has enabled the 
CTCN to identify regional trends more 
effectively in terms of technology 
demand; and NDEs have gained a 
dedicated team for discussing their 
needs and accessing CTCN services.  

• The CTCN introduced a two-tier bidding 
process to facilitate the participation of 
more Network members in technical 
assistance projects, which has led to an 
increase in the number of Network 
members applying to provide technical 
assistance. 

Recommendation 8: Encourages the CTCN to 
continue training NDEs regularly and 
facilitating the elaboration of requests through 
regional fora and its Incubator Programme.  

• The CTCN continued to conduct each 
year the Regional Fora for NDEs (online 
for the 2020 edition) with the objective 
to train them on how best to tap the 
services of CTCN and link with other 
mechanisms under the Convention and 
stakeholders outside of it.  

• The CTCN continued to implement the 
‘Vision to Concept’ capacity building 
module to help countries develop a 
pipeline of concept notes for submission 
to the GCF based on the project ideas 
identified as priorities in the countries’ 
climate change process.  

• The CTCN continued implementing its 
Incubator Programme for LDCs. The 
CTCN Incubator Programme provides 
tailored support to NDEs from Least 
Developed Countries (LDCs) to achieve 
the mitigation and adaptation targets 
included in their Nationally Determined 
Contributions (NDCs) through the 
development of technology roadmaps. 
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Review Recommendation CTCN Response 

• Through the regional re-organization, 
NDEs have gained a single point of 
contact for discussing their needs and 
accessing CTCN services. 

Recommendation 9: Encourages the CTCN to 
continue raising awareness of its services 
among developing countries. 

• The CTCN transitioned to a regional 
approach to service delivery, which 
enables CTCN regional managers to 
interact more consistently with NDEs 
and other stakeholders in their regions.  

• The CTCN continued to raise awareness 
about its services. In 2018, the CTCN 
conducted specific training programmes, 
bringing together various stakeholders 
including Network members, NDEs and 
Consortium partners, and organized 9 
technology events at COP24 engaging 
750 attendees. In 2019, the CTCN 
continued to deliver strengthened 
communication through implementing 
regionally tailored strategies, sharing 
information on climate technologies and 
further generating awareness of its 
services.  

• The CTCN prepared communication 
material highlighting the benefits and 
value-added of its Network and 
incorporated them in its Progress 
reports. 

• The CTCN maintains an active mailing 
list of twelve thousand subscribers in 
order to circulate invitations to regional 
NDE forums, stakeholder forums and 
technology events, share information 
about upcoming webinars hosted by the 
CTCN and its partners, and notify 
Network members of opportunities to 
bid on technical assistance. 

Recommendation 10: Encourages the CTCN 
to reinforce the involvement of Network 
Members as they constitute an additional pool 
of relevant expertise and resources. 

• The CTCN continued building and 
strengthening its Network with a wide 
range of sectoral expertise. As of 2020, 
75% of TA are being provided by its 
Network. 

• As a result of a survey of its Network 
members in 2019, the CTCN developed 
in 2020 a Network engagement plan that 
responds to Network members’ interest 
to engage more in networking, 
knowledge sharing, national events, and 
matchmaking events. 

• The CTCN increased its provision of 
feedback to Network members on 
technical assistance bidding proposals. 

• Each member was granted login access 
to share information resources on the 
CTCN website. 

• Efforts were made to increase online 
engagement by improving the user-
friendliness of the CTCN web portal, 
simplifying the search, filter and menu 
structures, and increasing the 
transparency of funding and M&E 
information; 
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Review Recommendation CTCN Response 

• Additional knowledge sharing, and 
capacity building engagement 
opportunities were initiated, such as 
targeted webinars, technology clinics, 
and co-creation of regional technology 
briefs, where members can offer their 
expertise and benefit from collaborative 
activities. Additional efforts focused on 
outreach, particularly to academia and 
research institutions, and raising 
awareness of the climate technology 
resources available via the CTCN web 
portal. The CTCN has engaged its 
Advisory Board in this process and will 
report on progress at COP 26. 

Recommendation 11: Encourages the CTCN 
to strengthen transparency and reporting. 

• The CTCN revised and updated its 
M&E system in coordination with the 
TEC in order to enhance reporting and 
evaluation of its impact.  

• The CTCN has developed an internal 
M&E dashboard on its website for 
storing, aggregating and disseminating 
data on the impact of technical 
assistance. Next steps include 
operationalizing the M&E dashboard 
and making more impact data available 
online. 

• The CTCN now displays funding and 
donor agreements online,3 as well as 
documents such as relevant COP 
decisions, independent CTCN reviews 
and recommendations, and the 
monitoring and evaluation framework 
that guides CTCN operations.4   

Recommendation 12: Encourages the CTCN 
to strengthen its processes and capacities in 
terms of reporting and evaluation of its 
impacts. 

Recommendation 13: Encourages the 
Advisory Board, through the COP, to take on 
and operationalize the recommendations of 
this review. 

NA 

 The CTCN also developed its 2018 Annual Report in response to recommendations 

from the DANIDA evaluation report.   

3. Developing countries needs 

 As CTCN services are provided according to a demand-driven approach, most 

stakeholder agree that it responds to developing countries’ needs. This is also reflected in 

surveys’ answers:  

a) Only 4% of NDEs who responded to the survey have never benefited from 

services provided by the CTCN in the past four years; 

b) To the question “Concerning the implementation phase of the technical 

assistance project(s) you participated to, would you say that the technical assistance 

corresponded to an important need of the country in terms of technology transfer?” almost 

90% of the Consortium Partners, knowledge partners and Network Members who responded 

to the survey indicated that they agree or strongly agree. This corresponds to the results 

obtained during the first independent review, where they were slightly more than 90% with 

similar answers. No respondent indicated that they disagreed with this statement; 

  

 3 Available here.  

 4 Available here.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/about-ctcn/donors
https://www.ctc-n.org/about-ctcn/monitoring-evaluation
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c) To the question “How relevant the activities/interventions of the CTCN 

were/are to your country’s context and needs for support” 63% of beneficiaries indicated 

“very relevant” or “rather relevant” and only 6% “irrelevant”. Responding NDEs were more 

positive, but also more contrasted as 85% answered “very relevant” or “rather relevant” and 

13% “irrelevant”.  

 The gap between NDEs’ and beneficiaries’ perception could be explained by the fact 

that NDEs have a more global understanding of a country’s needs. Moreover, although 

CTCN services are demand driven, NDEs could be required to adapt to some level country’s 

demands to CTCN framework.  

 Following the entry into force of the Paris Agreement, the CTCN also started to work 

more closely in relation to country NDCs in order to further support the implementation of 

the Paris Agreement. The CTCN continues to design and implement technical assistance at 

the request of developing countries in line with their NDCs as its principal implementation 

activity: to be eligible, requests need to explicitly demonstrate alignment with national plans 

and NDCs, as formalized in the technical assistance request form.  

 Nevertheless, only 52% of responding NDEs, 36% of responding Consortium 

Partners, knowledge partners and Network Members and 36% of responding beneficiaries 

consider that the CTCN contributed to the implementation of country’s NDCs.  

4. Collaboration and complementarity with the TEC 

 In several decisions, the COP requested the CTCN to enhance its collaboration with 

the TEC.5   

 From collected information, the reviewer can conclude that over the years, 

collaboration between CTCN and the TEC improved, both at strategical and operational 

level.  

 At operational and technical level, CTCN and TEC work together to adapt their 

programs to integrate a set of common/joint activities as requested by the COP. In 2020, the 

two bodies also implemented the monitoring and evaluation system and conducted outreach 

to NDEs to contribute to the process of monitoring and evaluating the impact of the TEC and 

CTCN activities through a joint survey.  

 Also, the CTCN and the TEC have increased sharing of information through their 

secretariats on their work, notably on identification of needs, gaps, challenges and enabling 

environments related to endogenous capacity, analysis of enablers for and barriers to 

technology development and transfer, and incorporation of gender considerations.  

 The TEC and the CTCN ensured coherent communication through virtual means, their 

representatives participating in each other’s meetings and events, and organizing, or 

participating in, joint events, including the TEC and CTCN deep-dive sessions at G-STIC 

2020 or The Technology Mechanism virtual event at the UNFCCC Climate Dialogues 2020 

for example. Also, TEC and CTCN jointly organized in August 2020 four virtual regional 

Technical Experts Meetings on Mitigation on climate-smart cooling solutions for sustainable 

buildings for stakeholders in Africa, Asia-Pacific, Eastern Europe and West Asia, and Latin 

America and the Caribbean.   

 At strategical level, continuity of collaborative practices observed in the first review, 

such as the participation of the TEC Chair and Vice-Chair to Advisory Board meetings of the 

CTCN, are still in place. To support the implementation of joint activities, the 2021 Annual 

Operating Plan suggests establishing a joint taskforce composed of the Chairs and Vice 

Chairs of the TEC and CTCN Advisory Boards and opened to other members of the TEC and 

CTCN.6 The joint taskforce will lead on the execution of all agreed joint activities and is 

responsible for further elaborating on the scope of each joint activity, including the timeline. 

Also, the task force may establish an internal arrangement to effectively carry out the work. 

  

 5 Decisions 25/CP.19, 1/CP.21, 12/CP.21, 15/CP.22, 13/CP.23, 15/CP.23, 13/CP.24, 14/CP.25. 

 6 Section IV, Proposed CTCN Annual Operating Plan and Budget – 2021.  
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Finally, the UNFCCC and CTCN secretariats will facilitate the work of the joint taskforce 

by organizing the work and preparing the documentation. 

 Questioned stakeholders observed increased sharing of information and exchange of 

technical data across different areas of work between the two secretariats. However, several 

interviewees have also reported that room for improvement remains. For instance, TEC 

policy briefs could have been used by countries to help identify priorities and develop request 

for technical assistance from the CTCN to a greater extent: as of 2020, 65% of NDEs who 

answered the UNFCCC Technology Mechanism NDE Survey did not use TEC products to 

prepare technical assistance requests for the CTCN. This is mainly explained by the lack of 

NDEs awareness about TEC activities in that matter. It corroborates testimonies of different 

interviewed stakeholders who regret the lack of clarity and outreach of TEC’s Terms of 

Reference and mandate.  

5. Cooperation with the Financial Mechanism 

 While no cooperation activity was integrated into the first PoW, the second PoW 

identifies three actions to be taken by the CTCN with such intended outcome:  

a) “Events and Workshops will be convened that connect NDE with UNFCCC 

climate focal points with focal points for the GCF and GEF.” For instance, GCF and CTCN 

have organized parallel regional meetings for national designated representatives of both 

GCF and CTCN to exchange updates and identify areas to work together (e.g. meetings were 

organized in Tonga, Indonesia and Georgia). However, CTCN’ NDEs cooperation with GEF’ 

OFPs, and to a lesser extent (thanks to the increased number of CTCN readiness projects) 

remains at a low level due to different strategic views and limited interpersonal knowledge 

(partly due to administrative turnover).    

b) “Technical Assistance will be undertaken and funded by the GCF Readiness 

and Preparatory Support Programme.” Six CTCN Technical Assistance projects funded 

through GCF Readiness and Preparatory Support are now completed or near completion 

(Ghana, Tonga, Myanmar, Bahamas, Mauritius, Palestine). Other Readiness proposals were 

approved in 2019-2020 (13 in Africa, 4 in Asia) and 12 additional ones from Africa and Latin 

America are in the pipeline for 2020-2021. As reported by the GCF,7 the CTCN is also now 

the largest provider of GCF readiness support for technology. The CTCN also engaged with 

the GEF through the integration to GEF-5 MSP of TAs within the UNIDO project for 

Promoting Accelerated Transfer and Scaled up Deployment of Mitigation Technologies 

through the CTCN.8 

c) “Capacity Building, including the Vision to Concept approach developed by 

the CTCN, will train project developers to prepare climate technology-related submissions 

to the GCF.” Indeed, among the reasons why the CTCN was preferred is the capacity building 

of local institutions through CTCN’s mandatory engagement of local institutions by Network 

implementers, as well as dedicated GCF comments-addressal system in the CTCN through 

dedicated experts.9  

  

 7 GCF. 2021. GCF Support to Climate Technologies - 17th Meeting of the Advisory Board to the 

CTCN. Available here.  

 8 Technical Assistances within the CTCN GEF Pilot include:  

 - Chile – To support the replacement of F-refrigerants used in refrigeration system in food processing 

production and exports (fruits and vegetables) 

 - Dominican Republic – Development of Advanced energy-efficient lighting technologies 

 - ECOWAS – Mainstreaming gender for a climate resilient energy system in West Africa 

 - Gambia - Recycling of organic waste for energy and smallholder livelihood  

 - Paraguay – Environmental flows and river basin management for the Tebicuary river  

 - Viet Nam – Bio-waste minimization and valorization for low-carbon production in rice sector 

 - Zimbabwe – Piloting rapid uptake of industrial energy efficiency and efficient water utilization in the 

industrial sector 

 - Uganda – Formulating geothermal energy policy, legal and regulatory framework 

  UNIDO project for Promoting Accelerated Transfer and Scaled up Deployment of Mitigation 

Technologies through the CTCN. Available here.  

 9 See Introduction to the Linkages with Financial Mechanism (ctc-n.org).  

https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/Agenda%20item%2012.3_CTCN%20AB17_Green%20Climate%20Fund.pdf
https://www.thegef.org/project/promoting-accelerated-transfer-and-scaled-deployment-mitigation-technologies-through-climate
https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/d8uat.ctc-n.org/files/%28Session%203%29%20GCF%20-GEF-AF.pdf
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 Additional steps have been taken by the CTCN towards collaboration of the 

Technology Mechanism with the Financial Mechanism following the two related 

recommendations:  

a) Encourages the CTCN to continue exploring with the GEF and the GCF how 

to further facilitate provision of sustained funding for CTCN activities, in line with their 

assigned mandates; 

b) Encourages the CTCN, the GEF and the GCF to enhance operational linkages. 

 In response to those recommendations, the CTCN implemented the regional approach, 

which brought a closer alignment with GCF structure and enhanced coordination with other 

important focal points (GEF/GCF/etc.). Forums took also placed, strengthening linkages 

among technology and financial focal points. Finally, the CTCN experiences gradually 

smoothing collaborative modalities with GCF in general.  

 While the 2018 and 2019 Annual Operating Plans confirmed the engagement of the 

CTCN towards general collaboration, only one concrete action is identified in the 2018 

Annual Operating Plans: Replicate the workshop on ‘Mainstreaming Technology in Climate 

Action Plans’ in other sub-regions in order to bring together the national focal points of 

climate initiatives such as the CTCN, GCF, and GEF as well as officials responsible for 

country TNAs, NAMAs, and NAPs to discuss country priorities and strengthen synergies to 

accelerate technology transfer.   

 The 2020 and 2021 Annual Operating Plans, reiterate CTCN intentions formulated in 

the PoW to organise “Events with NDEs, UNFCCC, GCF, GEF, and Adaptation Funds’ focal 

points, as well as Network Members to enhance collaborations as well as” “Secure financial 

resources from bodies under financial mechanism”. Also, “Technical support to developing 

countries for facilitating access to financing” and “capacity building to increase capacity of 

countries to access financing in support of climate technology priorities” could include 

activities aiming at with the operating entities of the Financial Mechanism.  

 The CTCN has also supported seven countries through the NDC Partnership Climate 

Action Enhancement Package. Some funds have been provided to the CTCN for technical 

assistance implementation, and the CTCN will co-finance, and in some cases fully cover, the 

remaining individual technical assistance costs. 

6. Financial and operational linkages between the Technology and Financial Mechanism 

 Financial linkages with the GEF and the GCF can be synthesised as follows:  

a) The contribution of the GEF have been limited to the one received in 2015 

(USD 1 971 000) as part of GEF-5 In 2020, the CTCN successfully bid to deliver on GEF 

Adaptation Program and was selected as a grant recipient of USD 677 000; 

b) In total, USD 6 657 975 were received from the GCF during the period 2017 – 

2020, with an important increase in contribution in 2020.  

 Operational linkages with the Financial Mechanism continue to grow, as evidenced 

by the ramping-up of the partnership with GCF Readiness and Preparatory Support 

Programme, with the GEF pilot programme on innovative financing for adaptation 

technologies in medium-sized cities, as well as the new collaboration with the Adaptation 

Fund for the USD 10 million joint CTCN–UNDP Adaptation Fund Climate Innovation 

Accelerator (UNEP-CTCN and UNDP administrate USD 5 million each).10   

 No specific target related to collaborating with the Adaptation Fund was set at the 

time the Resource Mobilization Strategy was elaborated, in the extent that the CTCN was 

having weak linkages with the Adaptation Fund back then. In 2020, the CTCN also 

collaborated with the Adaptation Fund and the Paris Committee on Capacity-building to 

launch an adaptation and capacity-building newsletter at COP 25. The quarterly e-newsletter 

compiles information from bodies and organizations on adaptation related training, 

  

 10 CTCN. 2020. Joint annual report of the TEC and the CTCN for 2020. Available here.  

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/sb2020_04_adv.pdf
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publications, workshops and webinars for those engaged in strengthening resilience to 

climate change. 

 Considering operational relations with the GCF, increased collaboration and better 

communication between their secretariats have been noticed at the upstream level. It is 

mainly epitomized by the ramping-up of the partnership with GCF Readiness and Preparatory 

Support Programme through which the CTCN provides services and expertise in response to 

developing countries’ requests utilising GCF country resources. Indeed, one can observe the 

following: 

a) Since 2017, the GCF and the CTCN have partnered under the GCF Readiness 

and Preparatory Support Programme: the CTCN provides services and expertise in response 

to developing countries’ requests using GCF country resources. The CTCN accessed USD 

5.9 million for implementing 17 GCF readiness projects between 2019 and 2020, 7 of which 

are complete or near completion. The CTCN contributed to the development of 12 GCF 

readiness proposals by countries in 2020 and will access USD 4.6 million for their 

implementation, pending approval of all submissions. 

b) Regular communication also take place to create synergies on capacity-

building and knowledge management (many resources from other UNFCCC agencies are 

available on the CTCN website), as well as to make sure there are no replication of projects 

(in the case of countries making requests to different UN entities). 

c) The new liaison office in South Korea is deemed to be a good opportunity to 

enhance collaboration between the GCF and the CTCN,11 but room for stronger coordination 

remain between national focal points of the CTCN (NDEs) and the ones of the GCF (NDAs).  

d) Nonetheless, it has also been stressed that contributions from GCF Readiness 

Programme contributions might not a viable solution for the CTCN on the long term for two 

main reasons: 

i) GCF contributions do not sustain the operational budget of the CTCN, which 

is where the inherent funding difficulty is. 

ii) It also brings the risk of the CTCN becoming a “contractor” of the GCF. Their 

relationship is thus improving but must remain balanced: the CTCN should keep its 

freedom (specifically on the groundwork) while the GCF could utilize the outcomes 

of CTCN interventions to allow governments to subsequently implement bigger 

projects.  

 Regarding operational relations with the GEF, as pointed by most of the interviewees, 

tangible collaborations (beyond formal communications) between GEF’s OFPs and CTCN 

NDEs are deemed to be problematic. This can be further evidenced by the results of the 

survey conducted by the CTCN mid-2018, where 64% of the 69 responding NDEs stated that 

they do not have information regarding the GEF portfolio in their respective countries, while 

60% recognized that they did not participate in the GEF portfolio formulation exercise in 

their country.12 In July 2019, the CTCN admitted that they were “not aware of any activities 

that might have been undertaken by the GEF to support in-country collaboration to 

implement relevant guidance from the COP.”13 The main operational impediments for GEF 

and CTCN to collaborate are the following: 

a) The GEF do not advocate for specific constituencies: it has no power in 

deciding how the countries program their money, as it is not the GEF money but the 

recipient’s money; 

b) The CTCN is not a recipient country nor a donor country, so it cannot engage 

the same way countries do with the GEF, it cannot speak up on the needs of countries. The 

  

 11 Report from the CTCN Advisory Board Taskforce Meeting (held 30-31 March 2020).  

 12 CTCN. 2018. CTCN Input on the collaboration between GEF focal points and the national designated 

entities for technology development and transfer – Decision 10/CP.23, para. 13 (a). Available here.  

 13 Radka. 2019. Collaboration between GEF focal points and national designated entities - Letter to the 

GEF. Available here.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/6c_submission_to_gef_report_to_unfccc_cop24_nde_survey.pdf
https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/ab201914_4.1_ctcn_to_gef_cop25_report.pdf
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CTCN must engage with the countries first and then request the GEF for funding having the 

endorsement of the countries (beneficiaries do not need to be the GEF focal points); 

c) GEF replenishment process is completely apart from the UNFCCC process; 

d) People speaking at the GEF council and the one negotiating under UNFCCC 

are not the same. There is a need for more consistency/collaboration within each country 

under these two frameworks; 

e) Double-charging issue: when CTCN is financed through the GEF, the 

procedure entails a duplication of fees because they are considered by the GEF as an 

Executing Agency. The GEF has 18 Implementing Agencies and the CTCN is not one of 

them, so countries get charged if implementing the project with the CTCN. 

7. Links with other related climate support programs and added value of the CTCN 

 To the question “Why did you request technical assistance from the CTCN?” of the 

electronic survey, 58% of the responding beneficiaries indicated that the CTCN’s focus on 

climate change technologies was well aligned with their own objectives, and about 30% of 

them had been looking for such technical assistance for a long time without finding an 

adequate programme. Those figures are almost identical to the one observed during the first 

review.  

 As presented in Figure 3, stakeholders’ feedback suggests that technical assistance 

projects might have been implemented through other funding sources (deadweight effect). 

However, they also seem to reckon that projects started and were deployed faster thanks to 

CTCN intervention.  

Figure 3 

Value-added of CTCN according to NDEs, beneficiaries and Consortium Partners, 

knowledge partners and Network Members (Source: EY) 

 

 When asking NDEs and beneficiaries if they could identify other organizations that 

provide similar services, most of them either answered that they could not identify any 

organization like the CTCN, or listed organizations related to the CTCN, such as UN bodies 

(e.g. UNEP, UNIDO, UNDP, FAO, GCF, GEF). Some also listed multilateral and bilateral 

development banks (ADB, AfDB, IDB, World Bank, and JICA), international organizations 

(IEA, IRENA, Global Green Growth Institute, NDC Partnerships / World Resources 

Institute), development organizations (e.g. UK Department for International Development, 

AFD, GIZ, USAid) and EU development programs (Euroclima+).  

 Like the CTCN, PSP regional centres have been operating as climate technology 

project accelerators and their activities often include TA for scaling up the investment in and 

technology assessment of climate technologies for climate change-related projects. However, 
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no competition between the CTCN and regional centres has been observed on the ground as 

demand has proved largely enough for them to co-exist. 

 There has been sporadic collaboration between the CTCN and the PSP regional 

centres on different fronts, notably on:  

a) Exchange of information on implemented activities by the different parties;  

b) Project origination (e.g. The ACTFCN pipelines have been shared, and TA 

requests in areas that are not covered by the ACTFCN will be transferred to the CTCN. The 

IADB supports CTCN identifying relevant opportunities. Also, the FINTECC reviews all 

requests received by the CTCN from EBRD countries of operation and provides input where 

possible.); 

c) Events (e.g. hosts MDBs have participated to some CTCN Regional Forums); 

d) Network (e.g. The association of IADB with CTCN Consortium Partners - the 

Bariloche Foundation and the Tropical Agricultural Research and Higher Education Center 

- contributes to its objective of supporting the operations of the CTCN and facilitates 

coordination of their efforts and activities.). 

 The possibility of providing joint support to some countries is also being assessed 

(e.g. joint advisory project in the Balkans with FINTECC).14  

 However, despite those collaborative activities, interviewees mentioned a rather 

limited overall cooperation. The Updated evaluation of the Poznan strategic programme on 

technology transfer explain that there have been very few specific opportunities for the 

CTCN to provide TA services in the context of the pilot regional centres and that no specific 

efforts to collaborate capacity building programmes have been made. It argues that “beyond 

attending meetings and exchanging ideas on project proposals, and a few cases of the CTCN 

providing TA for a bank project, synergies were not explored more systematically.” 

Coordination and collaboration between the CTCN and the regional banks on the PSP 

regional centres has generally been ad hoc and limited to information-sharing. There have 

been very few specific opportunities for the CTCN to provide TA services in the context of 

the pilot regional centres, and no specific efforts to collaborate capacity building programmes 

have been made.  

 Even if some institutions, such as the IDB, have partnered with a range of developed 

country institutions at the regional level in an effort to ensure the continuity of programming 

after the PSP funding in GEF-5 ends, most regional centres will stop their activities when 

GEF funding comes to an end. MDBs seem however willing to guarantee the continuance of 

the regional centre efforts beyond the implementation of the PSP. They also expressed the 

interest in strengthening the links with the CTCN. MDBs redefinition of their approach on 

climate technology investments represents a good window of opportunity for them and the 

CTCN to reimagine their collaborative efforts. In November 2020 a dialogue was held 

between the GEF, the regional centres and the CTCN to identify lessons learned and 

opportunities for further collaboration. Stakeholders agreed on “the need to strengthen 

linkages between the CTCN and the regional centres; regularly exchange information on 

respective project pipelines; and draw on the CTCN as a resource for the regional centres’ 

capacity-building activities”.  

 It also observed “the need for and benefits of long-term engagement with national 

focal points, including NDEs, institutions and stakeholders overall, and the importance of 

capacity development support, identified in relation to three of the pilot regional centres”. 

This advocates for continued engagement and a role for the CTCN through its support of 

  

 14 The Updated evaluation of the Poznan strategic programme on technology transfer (TEC, 2019) also 

explains that despite the fact that there has been some collaboration between the CTCN and the 

regional banks (e.g. the CTCN providing TA to EBRD for preparing a financial proposal for fuel-

switching in Bosnia and Herzegovina, organizing capacity-building workshops with AfDB, and 

supporting project preparation for IADB (the latter by CTCN Consortium Partners), these are most 

likely isolated cases and not necessary linked to PSP programming.   



FCCC/CP/2021/3 

 

62 GE.21-11478 

NDEs. Furthermore, it is unclear whether PSP TA services have been readily available to 

NDEs. 

B. Effectiveness 

 Have the objectives of the CTCN been achieved in terms of technical assistance / 

knowledge management, peer learning & capacity building / outreach, networking and 

stakeholder engagement? 

1. TA requests 

 Between 2014 and 2016, the number of requests with response plans under design 

kept increasing (Figure 4). After 2016 however, the trend varies and between 2017 and 2019 

the number of requests with response plans under design fluctuates between 30 and 50 per 

year. Since 2019, however they increase again.  

 No information is yet available on the achievement of the objective of 30 requests 

received per year formulated in the 2019 CTCN Performance Measurement Framework.  

Figure 4 

Requests by stage (full history) (Source: CTCN, 2021) 

 

 It is noted that yearly target outputs decreased between 2017 and 2019: it went from 

50 – 70 to 30 – 40 for TA response plans under design, and from 40 – 60 to 25 –35 regarding 

TA under implementation and concluded (Table 7).  

Table 7 

Technical assistance in response to country requests (Source: CTCN / EY analysis) 

 2017 2018 2019 

 
Target 

Outputs Realised 
Target 

Outputs Realised 
Target 

Outputs Realised 

TA requests with response 
plans under design 50 -70 31 50 -70 51 30 - 40 40 

TA requests under 
implementation and concluded 40 - 60 75 30 - 50 78 25 - 35 41 

 Section A on relevance showed that TAs were relevant to developing countries’ needs. 

This corroborates the fact that the CTCN implemented different operating modes to select 

the right projects, notably selection criteria and NDEs engagement.  

 Selection criteria which are critical in guiding and optimizing the request approval 

process, are clear and well implemented. This is confirmed by the fact that 80% of the 
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beneficiaries and 90% of the NDEs who responded to the surveys indicated that the selection 

criteria were available and clear.  

 Interviewed NDEs and beneficiaries have reported that the submission of a request 

was almost systematically preceded by several iterations with the CTCN to better frame the 

request and ensure that it was the most appropriate with regards to country needs and CTCN 

capacities.  

 Material obtained through interviews and surveys suggest that efficient support is 

provided by NDEs for TA requests elaboration and that interaction and iteration with the 

CTCN are useful. For instance, 94% of the NDEs respondents agreed that enough support 

was provided by the CTCN team during the process and 80% of beneficiaries assert that they 

received enough support from their NDE representative during the process. 

 Nevertheless, and despite the use of the Incubator program, several interviewees also 

underlined the fact that some countries lack of capacities and resources to submit qualitative 

TA requests. Those require bigger resources on project preparation and better definition of 

needs. Defining and refining the requests submitted by NDEs to the CTCN require deeper 

analysis needed to find bottlenecks and the TA more effective, which cannot be done by most 

of the NDEs.  

 The mandate given to the CTCN established that its services should be provided at 

the request of a developing country Parties. The process and procedures subsequently 

organize the technical assistance request process starting from the initiative of developing 

countries. Since CTCN set-up, the CTCN consistently ensured a balanced geographical 

coverage of beneficiaries, with a focus on LDCs that was reinforced by the Incubator 

Programme.15   

 The geographical coverage of technical assistance requests submitted to date matches 

the mandate given to the CTCN of prioritizing technical assistance towards least developed 

countries and other vulnerable countries. Moreover, like during the first review, requests are 

well distributed with regards to the global distribution of Non-Annex I countries and LDCs:16  

a) 48% (against 44% during the first review) of requests originate from Africa, 

which represents 35% of Non-Annex I countries;  

b) 27% (against 29% during the first review) from Asia, which represents 29% of 

Non-Annex I countries;  

c) 19% (against 22% during the first review) from Latin America and the 

Caribbean, which represent 21% of Non-Annex I countries;   

d) 4% (against 3% during the first review) from Oceania, which represents 9% of 

Non-Annex I countries;  

e) 2% (2% during the first review) from Eastern Europe, which represents 5% of 

Non-Annex I countries. 

 Figure 5 also shows that geographical coverage of technical assistance focuses no 

lower-middle-income and low-income economies.  

  

 15 The CTCN particularly supported NDEs of the least developed countries (LDCs) through its 

Incubator Programme providing specific and intensive training. The Programme was presented at the 

4th AB meeting.  

 16 See Request visualizations | Climate Technology Centre & Network (ctc-n.org).  
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Figure 5 

Distribution of requests per level of income (Source: CTCN, 2021) 

 

 Similarly, to what was observed during the first review, the thematic distribution of 

requests is rather skewed towards mitigation objectives. Figure 6 shows that more than half 

of the TA requests aim at mitigation and a bit less than a quarter for adaptation and mitigation.  

Figure 6 

Distribution of requests by objective (Source: CTCN, 2021) 

 

 Interviewees have underlined the relevant expertise of the implementing partners. 

Network Members distribution by type of scheme shows indeed that presence in mitigation 

(the most represented scheme) is well aligned with distribution of requests (Figure 7).  

 However, compared to a relatively high number of TA requests, there is a lower 

Network presence in: 

a) Agriculture and Forestry, transport, carbon fixation and abatement (sectors); 

b) Economics and financial decision-making (cross-sectional enablers); 

c) Gender, Endogenous technologies (approach).17  

  

 17 CTCN, Director’s update AB/2020/15.  
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Figure 7 

Distribution of network partners according to scheme (Source: CTCN, 2021) 

 
 With new areas of intervention, such as circular economy and “build back better”,18 

the CTCN covered themes became numerous and diverse. While recognising that it is thereby 

fulfilling its mandate, some stakeholders get the impression that CTCN has “lost focus”.  

 The main factor of success for TA requests is stakeholders’ interactions particularly 

the good coordination and communication between NDEs and the CTCN, as well as between 

NDEs and beneficiaries. The clarity of the CTCN Proposal form and request process has also 

been mentioned by stakeholders.  

 The main difficulties identified for NDEs are funding sourcing for technical proposal, 

as well as the lack of support and responsiveness in identifying the implementer. For 

beneficiaries it is delays in the process as well as the lack of transparency in the selection of 

the implementer.  

2. TA success factors  

 Lee, Wona et al. in the Journal of Climate Change Research retrieved the success 

factors of TA from the literature and defined under each life cycle of the CTCN TA i.e. the 

project identification, the planning phase, the implementation phase and the closing phase 

(Figure 8).19 

 The results of the comparison of the critical success factors from two CTCN TA’s life 

cycle provided by the Korean NDE show that relevant experts were considered the most 

important critical success factors in each stage. Moreover, the two critical success factors 

recognized as the most important, “effective consultation” and “project sustainability”, 

overlap throughout the life cycle; effective consultation being the most important during the 

project identification/planning phase, and project sustainability being the most important 

during the implementing/closing phase.”  

  

 18 “Build Back Better” refers to efforts made to build back better climate resilient systems post COVID-

19 pandemic.  

 19 Lee et al..2020. “What Leads to the Success of Climate Technology Centre and Network Pro Bono 

Technical Assistance?” Journal of Climate Change Research 2020, Vol. 11, No. 5-1, pp. 353~366. 

Available here.  
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FCCC/CP/2021/3 

 

66 GE.21-11478 

Figure 8 

Success factors retrieved from the literature under each life cycle of the CTCN TA. 

(Source: Lee, Wona et al., 2020) 

 

3. Communication and outreach 

 The CTCN formulated a communication strategy to address external and internal 

communication issues in a comprehensive manner. Structured approach and dedicated 

personnel allowed the CTCN to reach good effectiveness in communication and outreach.    

 Stakeholders agree that CTCN communication approach and outreach is standing at a 

high level (compared to other UN projects), and that in the last couple of years there were 

significant improvements in CTCN story-telling, notably around its impacts thanks to the 

improvements in the M&E and Knowledge Management systems. 

 Several means of communication have been developed, among which brochures, joint 

annual reports, social media, newsletters and most notably the Knowledge Management 

System and the website. Figure 9 shows that the website is an efficient tool regardless of the 

category of actors. It also shows that NDEs have a higher outreach on partners than 

beneficiaries. Partners’ awareness about the CTCN is mainly achieved through events 

organised by the CTCN. Other means include notably word of mouth.  
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Figure 9 

Answers of beneficiaries and Consortium Partners, knowledge partners and Network 

Members (here called ‘partners’ to the question: “How did you first learn about the 

CTCN and its services?”  (Source: EY).  

 

 CTCN communication strategy has proven effective: it allowed a clear and useful 

information communication to stakeholders, as well as a broader audience.   

 Figure 10 shows that a majority of beneficiaries (78%) who answered the survey 

consider having a clear understanding of what the CTCN is and what services it provides.   

Figure 10 

Beneficiaries’ understanding of what the CTCN is and what services it provides 

(Source: EY) 

 
 Nevertheless, according to the Terminal Evaluation of the UNEP-ADB-GEF Project 

“Pilot Asia-Pacific Climate Technology Network and Finance Center”20 the majority of 

informants demonstrated difficulty to distinguish between the Asia pilot project and the 

CTCN, both of which were launched in the same era and managed by UNEP.  

 The information and support given by the CTCN (core team and consortium 

members) were satisfactory and helped the beneficiaries submitting their requests; 85% of 

  

 20 Evaluation Office - United Nations Environment Programme. May 2020.  

36%

42%

18%

4%

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90%

100%

Do you have a clear understanding of what the

CTCN is and what services it provides ?

Yes completely Rather yes Rather not Not at all



FCCC/CP/2021/3 

 

68 GE.21-11478 

beneficiaries and 94% of NDEs indicated that enough information was available on the 

submission process. Those results, similar to those obtained during the first review, are very 

positive.  

 Considering specifically the efforts put in social media, CTCN performance on social 

media seems very good relatively to defined objectives. Between January and December 

2020, CTCN activities were covered 752 times in global and national media and earned 38 

million impressions on social media.  Every year between 2017 and 2019, the number of 

social media followers steadily increases and is every year well above defined target 

(Table 8).  

Table 8 

KPIs on social media outreach (Source: CTCN) 

 2017 2018 2019 

Social Media 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Number of social media 
followers 

 

2 400 

 

4 000 

 

2 400 

 

4 700 

 

2 500 

 

5 796 

 The 2019 CTCN Performance Measurement Framework formulates the objective of 

10% increase per year of people reached through social media channels and 30 mentions of 

CTCN in media per year. These targets were also achieved as shown in the Table 9.  

Table 9 

KPIs on social media outreach (Source: CTCN) 

 Target 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 

Facebook 
likes 
(comparison 
with N-1) 

+10% per 
year 

1 631 2 072 
(+27%) 

2 453 
(+18%) 

2 876 

(+17 %) 
2 937 

(+2%) 

Facebook 
followers 
(comparison 
with N-1) 

+10% per 
year 

Not 
available 

Not 
available 

Not 
available 

Not 
available 

3 176 

Twitter 
followers 
(comparison 
with N-1) 

+10% per 
year 

967 1 539 
(+59%) 

2 270 
(+47%) 

2 920  
(+29 %) 

3 579 
(+23%) 

Articles 
contained 
references 
to the 
CTCN 

30 80 68 57 86 752 

 Stakeholders consider that the CTCN website has considerably improved, in terms of 

clarity and articulation, and appreciate the fact that now information is available in most 

official UN languages. The fact that 26% of beneficiaries first learned about CTCN and its 

services directly from the CTCN website, when they were only 9% during the first review, 

shows the good visibility it reached and good SEO performance.21   

 External communication performed through the CTCN website has proven to be 

efficient to expand the audience as well. Figure 11 shows that the number of CTCN website’s 

users has increased by +195% between 2016 and 2020 and that the number of sessions 

increased by 226% between 2017 and 2020. Also, 27% (against 20% during the first review) 

of the Consortium Partners, knowledge partners and Network Members who answered the 

survey first learned about CTCN and its services directly this way.  

  

 21 Search engine optimisation.  
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Figure 11 

CTCN website: number of users and of sessions between 2016 and 2020 (Source: 

CTCN)  

 

 The website is reaching the LDCs and other highly vulnerable countries, which are 

meant to be prioritized to receive CTCN services. Among the top 30 countries who spent the 

most time on CTCN website:22   

a) 1/3 are LDCs; 

b) Nearly 1/3 are SIDS; 

c) Africa represents half of the top users; 

d) Followed by Latin America and the Caribbean and the Asia-Pacific. 

 In general, the perception of the website differs across stakeholder category but 

remains very positive (figure 12).  

Figure 12 

Perception of stakeholders of CTCN website by category (Source: EY) 

 

 The survey hence put light on overall very positive feedbacks on the CTCN website, 

with similar results as the one obtained during the first review for NDEs and beneficiaries.  

 However, the level of satisfaction of Consortium Partners, knowledge partners and 

Network Members decreased since the first review. As 89% of them consider information 

easy to find, 93% consider information relevant to their need and 83% consider information 

sufficiently detailed.  

  

 22 AB16 directors update.  
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 Also, some specific remarks were made notably to have spaces dedicated to specific 

publics:  

a) Dedicated space for NDEs that could be a platform for communication vital 

information on the CTCN activities and dissemination of information including funding 

cycles and application processes; 

b) Dedicated ‘open-to-bidding TA’ and potential projects pipeline page.  

 However, those already exist and are accessible at https://www.ctc-n.org/network. It 

hence seems that the visibility and access to this page should be revised.  

4. Technical assistance implementation 

 Overall, only 55% of the NDEs and beneficiaries who responded to the survey 

expressed a good level of satisfaction with the TA service (including 17% very satisfied) 

(figure 13). This is rather low given the fact that they were 79% (including 28% very 

satisfied) during the first review.  

 This middling result can be nuanced by the fact that the rest of respondents are rather 

without opinion (36%) than dissatisfied (9%) and that the other indicators, considering 

specific aspects of TAs, are rather much more positive.  

Figure 13 

NDEs’ and beneficiaries’ level of satisfaction with CTCN TA activities (Source: EY) 

 

 The vast majority of responding NDEs (89%) who already benefited from the 

implementation of a TA project, agreed that the TA fully responded to their initial request 

(54% agreed and 35% strongly agreed). These results are rather aligned with those obtained 

during the first review (53% agreed and 41% strongly agreed). Similarly, 73% of the 

beneficiaries who responded agreed or strongly agreed that the TA received responded to 

their initial request (against 71% in the first review). This corroborates with the fact that 77% 

of the Consortium Partners, knowledge partners and Network Members having participated 

in a TA implementation agreed that the Response Plan and ToR tendered by the CTCN 

corresponded to the expectations of the final beneficiaries (against 100% during the first 

review).  

 69% of NDEs and 69% of beneficiaries consider that the TA received mobilised the 

appropriate resources (in terms of capacity and skills of TA providers). Those results are 

similar to the ones observed during the first review. Some beneficiaries however consider 

that dedicated budgets do not always consider the reality on the ground and are not 

necessarily adapted to countries expectations. The main difficulties mentioned by NDEs is 

the budget and support that they receive.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/network
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 National or local ownership is identified as a factor of success, but at the same time 

lack of systematic direct engagement of local consultants is also mentioned as a main 

difficulty by beneficiaries.  

 75% of the beneficiaries and NDEs that responded to the electronic survey indicated 

that the TA that they received had been smoothly implemented, with a good communication 

and cooperation with and among providers. Nevertheless, even if those results are very 

positive, they are below the ones observed during the first review (where 90% of the 

beneficiaries and NDEs that responded to the electronic survey indicated that the TA they 

received had been smoothly implemented, with a good communication and cooperation with 

and among providers).  

 Also, while part of beneficiaries and NDEs identify the agility of the CTCN in 

providing guidance and effectively responding to queries as a factor of success, others 

brought up as main difficulties a lack of CTCN implication in the follow up of the companies 

providing TA and monitoring results.  

 Considering partners, they see the CTCN as playing a supporting and quality 

assurance role while giving the TA providers the opportunity to do their job accordingly with 

technical criteria: even if more than 10% disagree with this statement, a vast majority (81%) 

of Consortium Partners, knowledge partners and Network Members who responded to the 

survey asserts that the CTCN provided the information needed.  

 Results are rather positive when looking at partners perception on NDE’s coordination 

role: 60% of Consortium Partners, knowledge partners and Network Members who 

responded to the survey asserts that the country’s NDE played an effective role as a 

coordinator between them and the final beneficiaries (figure 14).   

Figure 14 

Partners’ perception on the implementation phase of the technical assistance 

project(s) (Source: EY) 

 

5. Provision of capacity building, networking events and KMS 

 KPIs provided by the CTCN on peer learning and capacity building show mixed 

results (Table 10):  

a) The number of regional forums has been stable between 2017 and 2019, 

although it has always been under the target or in the low part of the target range; 

b) 7 virtual forums occurred in 2020 (more than doubled compared to 2019); 

c) In 2019 the number of thematic programme trainings increased and went above 

target for the first time; 

d) National events supported increased in 2019 but did not reach the new target;  

e) The number of trained NDEs respects the objectives in 2018 and 2019; 

f) The number of webinars has been decreasing between 2017 and 2019 and 

remained under the target in the last two years (to date, over 6,000 participants have benefited 
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from the 141 CTCN webinars and events delivered.). In 2020 the CTCN hosted 11 webinars 

(non-TA related), which is above 2019 results and 2019 objectives. 

g) The number of new countries enrolled in the Incubator programme decreased 

to 0 in 2019; 

h) The number of secondees has been stable between 2017 and 2019 and has been 

reaching the annual target; 

i) Between January and December 2020, the CTCN hosted 26 events throughout 

the year aimed at enhancing knowledge and awareness of climate technology actions and 

attracted over 2,000 participants. Due to the COVID-19 pandemic, most events were held 

virtually, facilitating outreach to a broader range of stakeholders. 

Table 10 

KPIs on peer learning and capacity building (Source: CTCN) 

 2017 2018 2019 

Peer learning and capacity 

building 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Regional Forums organized 6 - 8 5 6 - 9 3 3 - 5 3 

Thematic programme 
trainings 5 - 10 4 5 - 10 4 10 - 12 10 

National events supported 5 - 10 6 5 - 10 4 20 - 25 16 

Number of trained CTCN 
NDEs 100 75 100 118 80 - 100 83 

Webinars organized 10 - 15 17 10 - 15 9 10 - 12 5 

Number of new countries 
enrolled in the Incubator 
Programme 4 - 6 5 4 - 6 5 10 0 

Number of Secondees 4 - 6 4 2 4 4 4 

 While 13 regional forums were conducted in 2015-2017, Table 10 shows that regional 

forums organization did not improve particularly.  

 Considering KPIs on outreach, networking and stakeholder engagement, one can 

observe (Table 11): 

a) A drastic increase in the number of thematic events hosted in 2019 compared 

to 2017 and 2018. With 30 events that year, the CTCN was well above the target; 

b) A number of private sector engagement events which is higher in 2019 than in 

2017 but is under the new target. 

Table 11 

KPIs on outreach, networking and stakeholder engagement (Source: CTCN) 

 2017 2018 2019 

Outreach, networking and 

stakeholder engagement 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Number of thematic events 
hosted 4 - 6 5 4 - 6 NC 4 - 6 30 

Number of Private Sector 
Engagement Events 3 - 4 4 3 - 4 NC 10 - 12 6 

 During the first independent review, the CTCN was encouraged to continue raising 

awareness of its services among developing countries. The solutions implemented by the 

CTCN were aiming in three main directions:   

a) Participation in regional events (including other than regional forums such as 

climate weeks): the number of NDEs participating to such regional events is not available.  

b) Exposing CTCN to broader audiences: the exposition of CTCN to broader 

audiences has already been illustrated with the increase of website and social media outreach 
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developed previously. No data allow to conclude on the role of capacity building activities 

and networking events to reach this goal.  

c) Providing opportunities to Network and NDEs to raise profile/interact: the 

provision of opportunities to Network to raise profile/interact seems to have been effective 

as:  

i) more than 60% responding Consortium Partners, knowledge partners and 

Network Members identified “networking with other actors involved in climate 

change mitigation and adaptation” as one of the main reasons to join CTCN; 

ii) more than 60% responding Consortium Partners, knowledge partners and 

Network Members consider that they “created contacts with new organisations” as a 

direct result of CTCN services.  

 Considering the provision of opportunities to NDEs to raise profile/interact 

stakeholders, interviews have shown that NDEs’ interactions are still considered as 

insufficient. Also 35% of NDE respondents to the survey:  

a) consider not being enough supported by other national institutions in 

performing their NDE role (only 34% consider the opposite and 31% have no opinion); 

b) consider their action as not being enough supported by the private sector in 

their country (only 34% consider the opposite and 32% have no opinion). 

 Also, stakeholder’s awareness about NDEs role is limited to representatives of 

UNFCCC-related institutional arrangements e.g. only 44% of responding beneficiaries 

consider that NDEs function, contact and role are clear, while this figure increases above 

75% if one considers answers of beneficiaries who realised TA request at least once.  

 A structural change occurred in the CTCN KMS since the first independent review. 

Due to need for content management migration in 2019, it focused more on supportive 

infrastructure and SEO activities, including review and removal of broken pages with 

resources linked to external knowledge databases. As a result, the content is now more stable, 

curated and accessible. As shown in the table below, the number of online tools and 

information material decreased drastically for the sake of clarity and relevance.  

 The number of knowledge partners contributing to the KMS remained stable and 

within the target range. Moreover, annual numbers of KMS site visits between 2017 and 2019 

have been well above target despite a decrease in 2018 (Table 12).  

Table 12 

KPIs on Knowledge Management (Source: CTCN) 

 2017 2018 2019 

Knowledge Management 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Target 
Outputs Realised 

Online tool and information 
material, including 
coverage of lessons and best 
practices captured 11 500 16 800 11 500 17 100 3 000 16 65023 

Number of knowledge 
partners contributing to 
KMS 20 - 30 30 20 - 30 25 25 - 30 29 

Annual number of KMS site 
visits 80 000 122 957 100 000 112 000 100 000 251 516 

 2020 Enabling Environment and Capacity Building results are presented in Figure 15. 

When available, data shows that every target but one (Number of technology descriptions, 

publications, national plans, and other information resources made available on the CTCN 

knowledge platform) has been met.  

  

 23 CTCN. 2019. 2019 Annual Report. Available here.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/d8uat.ctc-n.org/files/AB.2020.15.4.1%202019%20Annual%20Report%20FINAL%20%281%29.pdf
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Figure 15 

Enabling Environment and Capacity Building 2020 results (CTCN, 2021)  

Enabling Environment and Capacity Building 

2020 AOP Indicators Target 2020 Results 

Outcome 4: Stakeholders have the necessary capacity and enhanced institutional and legal 

frameworks to develop, deploy and diffuse climate technologies 

4.A. Number of stakeholders with 

enhanced technical capacities to 

develop, deploy and diffuse climate 

technologies 

450-500   2,858  

4.B Anticipated number of policies, 

strategies, plans, laws, agreements 

or regulations proposed, adopted, or 

implemented as a result of the TA 

(disaggregated by mitigation, 

adaptation, type) 

10-12 

11 policies, strategies, plans, laws, agreements 

or regulations proposed, adopted, or 

implemented as a result of TAs in 2020 

Output 4.1: Facilitation of widespread public awareness on climate technology  

4.1.a. Number of technology 

descriptions, publications, national 

plans, and other information 

resources made available on the 

CTCN knowledge platform  

200 140 

4.1.b. Number of participants in 

CTCN webinars 
600 1,097 Participants  

4.1.c. Total number of CTCN events 15 24  

4.1.d. number of participants 

attending CTCN events  
2000 1,023  

4.1.e. Number of site visits to CTCN 

knowledge portal 
130,000 402,609 

4.1.f. number of people reached 

through CTCN social media 

channels 

250,000 38 M 

4.1.g. Number of mentions of CTCN 

in media 
30 752 

Output 4.2: Enabling environments created for the development and transfer of socially and 

environmentally sound technologies  

4.2.a. Number of policies, strategies, 

plans, laws, agreements or 

regulations supported by CTCN for 

tech transfer (disaggregated by 

country, type, adaptation, and 

mitigation) 

* Data not collected at this time24 

  

 24 The source of verification for this indicator is the TA closure reports. In this first year of 

implementation of the M&E system, this level of data was not accurately captured.   
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4.2.b. Number of CTCN training 

sessions and capacity-strengthening 

activities 

6 per 

year 
34 trainings  

4.2.c. Number of people trained   500 2,858 

4.2.d. Number of institutions trained   * Data not collected at this time25 

4.2.e. Percentage of technical 

assistance supported with a gender 

analysis 

 80%  86%  

 The second PoW also formulates the target of more than 90% of workshop/trainings 

participants reporting increased knowledge, capacity and/or understanding. Due to the 

restrictions imposed by the Coronavirus pandemic and the virtual nature of the trainings and 

events organised throughout 2020, this level of data was not accurately captured.  

 No data was found on the achievement or not of the target formulated in the first PoW: 

50 to 75 national and sectoral technology plans by the end of 2018. Neither of the second 

PoW target of 450 to 500 stakeholders with enhanced capacities to develop, transfer and 

deploy climate technologies per year.  

 As shown in figure 16 and 17, capacity building activities and networking events are 

perceived very positively by stakeholders.  

Figure 16 

Level of satisfaction of NDEs and beneficiaries regarding outreach, networking and 

stakeholder engagement (Source: EY)  

 

  

 25 Due to the virtual nature of the trainings organised, this level of data was not accurately captured.  
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Figure 17 

Level of satisfaction of NDEs and beneficiaries regarding Knowledge management, 

peer learning and capacity building (Source: EY)  

 
 Like in the first review, NDEs, Consortium Partners, knowledge partners and Network 

Members, as well as beneficiaries together, largely consider that enough and relevant events 

or webinars were proposed, issues tackled were relevant, information received was of high 

quality and events were well organised (figure 18).  

Figure 18 

Evolution of stakeholders’ perception of CTCN events / trainings (NDEs, partners, 

beneficiaries together) (Source: EY) 

 
 Areas of improvement identified by stakeholders are the following:  

a) Workshops are not sufficiently long to get enough time for reflection and 

learning, as well as interactions; 

b) There is a lack of translation of content; 

c) There is a lack of inter-institutional or sectoral articulation (public sector, 

private sector and non-profit organisations). 

6. Elaboration of the M&E system 

 Challenges of building the M&E system include the following:  

a) The biggest challenge consists in passing from M&E to M&E&L to reflect the 

learnings.  

b) second biggest challenge was to get every component of CTCN activities into 

the 5 themes of the second PoW (innovation, implementation, enabling environment and 
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capacity building, collaboration and stakeholder engagement, support), and dividing the 

transverse indicators on every level by outputs/outcomes/impacts. 

c) Other challenge was to fully integrate the transformational change of the Paris 

Agreement. 

d) At the beginning of its operationalisation, on-the-ground implementers were a 

bit challenged to provide this data, but as it was always part of the implementation process 

(to give feedback on how the money has been spent) and as they received guidance from 

CTCN to fill in and review the data (through trainings and webinars), there was no reluctance 

from implementers to provide such information. The number of indicators was eventually 

reduced, and guidance were clarified. 

 Elements of improvement regarding the M&E system are the following: 

a) Many lessons learned in this area: before, the M&E system was very much 

focused on outputs, but it was very challenging to capture the outcomes. There was a lack of 

tools (such as the M&E guidance to implementers) to adapt CTCN’s responses, 

b) The question on how to have more comprehensive information is being 

addressed in the good direction (along with the 5-years periodic assessment of the 

Technology Mechanism of the effectiveness and adequacy of support regarding the work of 

the CTCN). 

C. Efficiency 

 Have the objectives of the CTCN been achieved efficiently by the implementation of 

the CTCN and the deployment of its services? 

1. State of Host agreement between UNEP and UNIDO  

 UNEP and UNIDO are legally not co-equal entities (UNEP is the main Host agency 

while UNIDO is subordinate), but both institutions are accountable to Parties in their ability 

to host the CTCN. The CTCN is thus working between both agencies (Staff and budgets are 

split on both sides).  

 Several interviewees (AB members, Donors) reported that the distinct role and actions 

of each Host Agency are not fully clear. It has been pointed out that the renewed version of 

the Project Document (as part of the joint agreement between UNEP and UNIDO to host the 

CTCN) could make the management relationship between both agencies more even while 

simplifying communication channels and procedures (perceived as too complex and lengthy). 

 Beyond the work related to the CTCN, strategic and operational collaboration 

between UNEP and UNIDO is functioning well. Host agencies, and notably the UNIDO, 

have expressed increasing difficulties in engaging with the CTC Secretariat on a consistent 

basis. The revised version of the Project Document is deemed to provide a stronger and 

clearer framework on CTCN’s management structure (distribution of roles, responsibilities 

and accountability) and streamline administrative procedures. It is deemed crucial that UNEP 

and UNIDO maintain the highest standard of a working relationship between them as well as 

with the CTC Secretariat. 

2. Advisory Board 

 In the past years a stronger emphasis on technical issues rather than political ones can 

be observed with the AB. In 2020, AB members committed in supporting the CTCN on 

funding-related matters,26 provided guidance on resource mobilization efforts and set up a 

general taskforce to explore innovative ways of mobilizing and diversifying CTCN 

resources.27  

  

 26 Fifteenth meeting of the Advisory Board - Summary of the Meeting.  

 27 CTCN. 2020. Joint annual report of the TEC and the CTCN for 2020. Available here.  

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/sb2020_04_adv.pdf
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 According to interviewees, the AB is rightly sized and its composition well-balanced 

with regard to several criteria such as developed/developing country balance, representation 

of the NGO community and representatives of UNFCCC Constituted Bodies. Involving 

technical experts is also very important to give concrete substance to the meetings. 

 It is stressed that a balance between members who are climate negotiators and those 

who are not should remain, to the extent that political considerations may impede the quality 

of the strategic advices given by the AB for the CTCN to deliver on its mandate.  

3. CTCN budgeting and spending 

 The comparison between budgeting and expenditure shows that CTCN activities have 

been underperforming by 25% on average in the past 4 years, with a recent improvement in 

2020 (Table 13). 

Table 13 

CTCN budget, expenditures and funding – 2017-2020) (Source CTCN / EY analysis) 

Year 2017 2018 2019 2020 Total 

Budget $ 13,700 000,00 $ 9 110 000,00 $ 9 210 000,00 $ 10 000 000,00 $ 42 020 000,00 

Expenditure $   9 614 150,00 $ 5 972 138,00 $ 6 548 917,00 $   9 309 652,00 $ 31 444 857,00 

Funding $   6 864 153,48 $ 8 292 654,93 $ 3 823 964,87 $ 12 427 700,25 $ 31 408 473,53 

Gap - Budget 

VS. Exp. -30% -34% -29% -7% -25% 

Gap - Funding 

VS. Exp. -29% 39% -42% 33% -0,1% 

 Before 2020, CTCN was systematically underspending. As shown in table15, in 2020, 

expenditures were concentrated on TA activities leading to a strong surplus in comparison 

with dedicated budget (54%). This is outweighed by the fact that other services’ expenditures 

are much lower than their own dedicated budgets resulting in an overall equilibrium.  

Table 14 

Quantitative information on resource allocation by service areas (first Programme of 

Work) (Sources: CTCN / EY analysis) 

 

Table 15 

Quantitative information on resource allocation by service areas (second Programme 

of Work) (Sources: CTCN / EY analysis) 
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4. Resource Mobilization Strategy  

 As shown in table 16, the target for the core operational budget of the CTCN (from 

bilateral donors / host agencies) and the expected diversification have not been reached 

accordingly during the last 3 years.  

Table 16  

State of the Resource Mobilization Strategy as of 2020 (Sources: CTCN / EY analysis) 

 2018 2019 2020 

 Target Actual Gap (%) Target Actual Gap (%) Target Actual Gap (%) 

Bilateral donors / 

host agencies - 7 254 606 - 10 000 000 3 623 447 -64% 10 000 000 6 400 069 -36% 

In-kind/pro bono, 

Financial 
Mechanism, MDBs 5 000 000 2 715 534 46% - 620 446 - - 5 889 069 - 

Bilateral pro-bono/in-
kind support - 1 000 000 - 2 000 000 419 948 -79% 2 000 000 719 190 -64% 

GCF 1 000 000 915 384 -8% 4 000 000 200 518 -95% 4 000 000 5 041 923 -26% 

GEF - - -100% - - -100% 1 800 000 - -100% 

AF - - - - - - - 650 000 - 

NDC Partnership - - - - - - - 321 680 - 

Other MDBs - - - - - - - - - 

Private sector / 

philanthropic / 
innovative sources - - - 5 000 000 - -100% 5 000 000 - -100% 

 Figure 19 illustrates the estimated funding for the CTCN to deliver on the Second 

PoW. Overall, the objectives in terms of budgetary increase have not been met. For instance, 

the Second PoW was targeting a total funding higher than USD 14 million in 2020, while 

approximately USD 12.5 million was raised. The expected diversification of CTCN funding 

sources did not occur as far as initially expected while donors’ contributions remained 

insufficient. 

Figure 19 

Estimated CTCN funding to deliver the Second Programme of Work over 2019-2022 

(Sources: CTCN) 

 

5. CTCN funding 

 The funding of the CTCN is still characterized by a strong proportion which is 

earmarked on specific activities or geographical areas (figure 20).  
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Figure 20 

Breakdown of CTCN funding since its inception (Sources: CTCN / EY analysis) 

 

6. Reasons of the non-achievement of the “menu approach” (Resource Mobilization 

Strategy) 

 Interviewees indicated that few foundations can give to the CTCN, as it cannot 

precisely define the projects in which they could contribute (but rather request money for 

general technology transfer projects).  

Private sector companies would be interested in supporting specific CTCN projects, but hur-

dles remain in matching the scale of projects that companies are willing to fund (rather large 

projects) and the small needs of CTCN interventions (up to USD 250,000). Additionally, the 

due diligence process to establish a funding partnership agreement with a private entity is 

deemed to be too lengthy to do matchmaking on specific projects. Operationalizing the rec-

ommendations from the recent paper released by the CTCN28 will be highly relevant for en-

hancing short and long-term public-private partnerships.  

7. Deputy Director position 

 The term of the Deputy Director position (in charge of resource mobilization, M&E, 

donor engagement, and partnerships) lasted for two years and ended in December 2020. The 

initial expectations could not fully be met, but the relevance of a similar position within 

CTCN Staff have not been questioned by interviewed stakeholders. Clear framework 

conditions and dedicated resources appear as being crucial for a potential re-appointment of 

a similar position, which is key for the CTCN to continue improving its capacity to leverage 

funding from diversified sources and engage with its Network. 

8. Role of UNEP and UNIDO in supporting the CTCN in mobilizing funding 

 It was recommended in the first Independent Review that UNEP and UNIDO be 

engaged in identifying potential sources of additional funding. Improvements and substantial 

work have been conducted, but the lack of clarity in the institutional logic also limited the 

commitment of the Host agencies, and thus the collaborative work needed with the CTC 

Secretariat regarding resource mobilization. More collaborative work based on clearer 

definition of roles and responsibilities is needed to fully sustain CTCN’s financial resources. 

 UNEP has been working with the Government of the Republic of Korea to strengthen 

the link between the CTCN and the GCF. It also facilitated the work with MDBs, but work 

remains to be done at the institutional level. 

  

 28 Lee et al. 2021. Public–Private Partnerships for Climate Technology Transfer and Innovation: 

Lessons from the Climate Technology Centre and Network. Sustainability.  
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 UNEP has been able to collect non-earmarked money through the multi-donor trust 

fund, but still not enough compared to the amount needed for CTCN to operate in full 

alignment with its mandate. The CTCN would highly welcome more funds to be passed 

through the UNEP Trust Fund, which also requires administrative procedures to be 

facilitated.29  

 Both UNEP and UNIDO helped in fostering the dialogue with governments according 

to the specificities of their institutional relationships (UNIDO worked with Switzerland, 

Sweden and Japan, while UNEP discussed with the UK, Norway, Denmark, Canada and the 

USA). 

9. Communication and engagement of Donors 

 Despite communications during AB meetings, donors state that they do not have 

enough means to check on numbers and follow-up on progress made at project-level (e.g. 

web stream-basis monitoring), and are sometimes subject to hardships in justifying their 

contributions in front of their national institutions (parliament and ministries). Looking 

ahead, Donors put large expectations in the operationalization of the revised M&E system, 

as it will allow enhanced reporting and evaluation of CTCN impacts and further improve 

accountability and transparency.  

 Donors also suggest that they wish to contribute to the CTCN, not only in providing 

funds, but also in a more tangible manner (in-kind/pro-bono support). Some lack of 

willingness/reluctance to collaborate with Donors’ delegations have been reported. Donors 

wish the CTCN to better indicate what kind of support would be helpful for their activities 

in order to engage in a consistent and useful collaboration.  

10. Operationalisation of the regional organisation 

 With the second PoW, a new geographic organization of the CTCN has been 

implemented. Such organisation, with a single point of contact for NDEs presents several 

advantages, including stronger communication with NDEs and enhanced support for TA 

requests. 73% of interrogated NDEs consider that the new geographic organisation deepened 

the engagement of the CTCN though more integrated delivery of its core services.  

 Prior to adopting a geographic model, stakeholder engagement was predominantly 

achieved through interaction with NDEs. As part of the geographic model, CTCN teams are 

deemed to develop and maintain direct relationships with local actors, including with regional 

banks, co-host offices, regionally active donors and the private sector. Other expected 

advantages from this organization include:  

a) Closer to the ground operations and experts, which allows better alignment 

with regional initiatives and priorities as well as a more cost-effective and time-efficient 

follow-up of projects;  

b) Closer alignment with GCF structure and enhanced coordination with other 

important focal points (GEF/GCF/etc.); 

c) Better balanced workload; 

d) Easier implementation of cross-sectional operations. 

 While no major difficulties have been identified in the operationalisation of this new 

organisation, it has been mentioned that directly sending new regional managers across the 

globe, notably with the time zone differences, could jeopardize internal communication 

which is crucial during their integration period.  

11. Renewed involvement of Consortium Partners 

 If the CTCN is to sustain the relationship with its Consortium Partners and utilize 

them to their full remaining potential, it will need to set up improved channels of 

  

 29 Report from the CTCN Advisory Board Taskforce Meeting (held 30-31 March 2020).  
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communication with its Secretariat, as well as between them (to share best practices and 

ensure no overlaps between their work). 

 The CTCN should ask Consortium Partners themselves how they want to be involved 

in the delivery of its services. Innovative ways to engage them could be explored, including:  

a) NDCs renewal projects could be a good opportunity to engage them. 

b) Consortium Partners have a coordinating / diplomatic / conciliating / mediating 

role in the geographies in which they operate, and the CTCN could continue to rely on them 

for their local knowledge.  

c) CTCN's financial resources are certainly limited, but above all the technical 

management of requests appear as not sufficient. The Consortium Partners could be more 

mobilized to assist in that regard.  

d) Utilizing the research / educational institutes among the Consortium Partners, 

who are generally less business-oriented than most of the private sector Network Members, 

would allow the CTCN to be more productive. 

e) Consortium Partners and Network Members could get more affiliated to build 

regional hubs along with local NDEs. 

f) Options to renew their engagement along the value chain of CTCN services: 

i) The CTCN do not want the Consortium Partners to respond to the requests 

when they previously elaborated the countries Response Plans. This appear as a 

missed opportunity to gain efficiency and productivity in delivering CTCN’s services; 

ii) Consortium Partners could remain engaged on the ground and keep updating 

their data (which would be of interest for continuous update on local knowledge); 

iii) CTCN could work with Consortium Partners at the beginning of the project to 

frame the needs according to local specificities (fed by updated data and information 

which are necessary for framing purposes); 

iv) During project implementation, Consortium Partners should be given some 

space as they have a good knowledge about the countries (technical & political 

aspects); 

v) Consortium Partners could be involved in the ex-post impact assessment with 

a role of coordinator / evaluator based on their knowledge from the field. 

12. Network engagement  

 Overall, Network Members indicated in the survey that they are satisfied with the 

CTCN in terms of commercial opportunities (58%), connection (60%), visibility (44%) and 

knowledge (55%). Additionally, the small-scale surveys conducted in September 2018 and 

March 2019 within the BINGO network listed the following reasons for members to be part 

of the CTCN Network:30 global networking; local/regional networking; developing 

technology.  

 However, the survey conducted for this independent review also illustrates the lack of 

engagement from the members of CTCN’s network. Table 16 shows that only 17% of the 

117 respondents consider having been very involved in one of the three core services of the 

CTCN, while 43% were somewhat involved and 39% were not involved.  

  

 30 CTCN Perceptions: Results of a small-scale survey conducted in September 2018 and March 2019 

(referred as the “BINGO network small-scale survey”). Available here.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/item_6_-_network.pdf
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Table 16 

Answers to the question “Overall, how much do you consider having contributed to 

the CTCN’s action since you joined in?” (Source: EY) 

Overall, how much do you consider having contributed 
to the CTCN’s action since you joined in? 

Very 
involved 

Somewhat 
involved 

Not 
involved 

Total number 
of respondents 

Outreach, networking and stakeholder 
engagement 

16% 49% 35% 118 

Knowledge management, peer learning and 
capacity building 

16% 43% 41% 117 

Technical assistance 20% 38% 42% 117 

Average on the three core services 17% 43% 39%   

 The main reasons for the non-engagement of these Network members can partly be 

explained by the following aspects listed in the BINGO network small-scale survey: the 

advantages of network membership are not clear; it is complicated to become a member 

(membership application) and the bidding system itself is onerous. 

 The CTC Secretariat is fully aware of the room for improvements regarding the 

involvement of its Network and has been working on it for the past two years. Following a 

Network-wide survey conducted in 2019, a dedicated AB Taskforce was set up in 2020 to 

find ways to enhance network engagement and suggested a set of short- and long-term actions 

(referred to as a Network engagement plan).31 Their operationalization is to take place in the 

coming years. Short-term actions include increased online communication with network via 

software programme, new targeted events for best practise sharing and matchmaking, 

learning opportunities and partnerships, as well as the alignment of network activities with 

the CTCN communication strategy. Proposed long-term actions for network engagement 

include the provision of further non-TA opportunities, identification of gaps in membership 

for targeted recruitment, simplification of the technical assistance bidding process. The 

CTCN also initiated a set of new tailored activities where members can offer expertise and 

benefit from collaboration (e.g. targeted webinars, technology clinics and regional 

technology briefs).32  

 Regarding the bidding process:  

a) 82% of members who responded to the review survey participated in a TA 

tendering process. These results advocate in favour of good members’ involvement and 

activity. 

b) The two main reasons given to explain the absence of participation in the 

bidding process are the following:  

i) The respondent did not get the information that those tenders were open for 

participation; 

ii) The compensation offered by the CTCN was too low to consider the TA 

mission. 

c) Some dissatisfaction with the level of information disclosed related to the 

evaluation of the offers exists among bidding members. They would appreciate the CTCN to 

share the evaluation criteria and the score of their respective offer in order to learn what can 

be improved next. Also, a few Network Members regret that there is no open discussion 

around budgets. Such information could help partners to better tailor their technical response. 

Some members also note that the tendering process happen to be too long.  

d) Nonetheless, these results are not a faithful representation of the recent actions 

implemented in 2020 by the CTCN to improve its bidding process: 

i) The CTCN shifted to a two-stage bidding process for Network members to bid 

through the UN Global Marketplace. This new bidding process received positive 

  

 31 Report from the CTCN Advisory Board Taskforce Meeting (held 30-31 March 2020).  

 32 CTCN. 2020. Joint annual report of the TEC and the CTCN for 2020. Available here.  

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/sb2020_04_adv.pdf
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feedback, as it is deemed to have fostered new network membership from developing 

countries as well as biddings on TAs to increase.33  

ii) Additionally, the CTCN began to regularly provide feedback to Network 

Members on TA bidding proposals.34  

 Finally, engagement of Network members can also be illustrated by their 

communications on the fact that they belong to this network (e.g. announcements in the news 

about new members who claim to have joined the CTCN network). Network Members also 

happen to support CTCN activities by seconding experts or providing direct access to 

innovative technology (for example, in India, a Network member is sharing its water 

harvesting technology with rural farmers to protect their crops from increasingly harsh 

weather).35  

13. NDE’s engagement 

 As stakeholders reckon that capacity-building activities are necessary to empower 

NDEs, the CTCN followed the recommendation of the first independent review to encourage 

the CTCN to continue training NDEs regularly and facilitating the elaboration of requests 

through its regional forums and Incubator Programme. Figure 21 shows that CTCN services 

are used in similar proportion as during the first review, except for webinars whose use have 

increased significantly. This online format is deemed to be a good channel to push for further 

capacity-building activities towards NDEs. 

Figure 21 

Different services provided by the CTCN used by responding NDEs (62 respondents 

for the 1st review 52 respondents for the 2nd review)  

 

 Although some interviewed stakeholders mentioned NDEs’ turnover as an obstacle to 

their skill improvement, it is worth noting that almost 50% of the NDEs who answered the 

  

 33 Sixteenth meeting of the Advisory Board - Summary of the Meeting.  

 34 CTCN. 2020. Joint annual report of the TEC and the CTCN for 2020. Available here.  

 35 CTCN progress report 2019.  

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/sb2020_04_adv.pdf
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review survey have been performing this role for more than 4 years and only 25% for 2 years 

or less. Moreover, the regional model now implemented by CTCN helps developing direct 

communication and guidance between CTCN and NDEs and as such is deemed as key for 

NDEs capacity improvement.  

 Despite those different services, only 52% of responding NDEs consider that their 

action is being supported by the CTC, 16% consider that it is not the case. Some of them 

regret that they are not supported to participate in the implementation and monitoring of the 

TA. Other interviewees also identified a lack of communication and outreach, while the 

language barrier is also a recurring difficulty for some NDEs.  

 Difficulties were also noted in finding the right TA implementer:  

a) Where there is strong capability in a country, the requests will be for more 

complex assistance which may not be obvious to the selection team of the CTCN. In these 

cases, it is suggested that the CTCN team come back to the NDE as quickly as possible in 

order to have a better understanding of the request and make the search for the technical 

expert quicker and more relevant. 

b) Restrictive criteria regarding the characteristics of the implementer are a 

difficulty. Some network member cannot respond to the request as expected from requesters. 

c) To further ease, the CTCN should recommend the most relevant delivery 

partners for supporting developing proposals. 

 NDEs have reported that they sometimes lack support and recognition from their 

national ecosystem and other UNFCCC focal points. This is mainly due to the fact that NDEs 

do not have a dedicated budget to undertake their role, and their commitment relies on the 

willingness of countries and governments to invest time and money in CTCN activities. This 

is reflected in the survey, where: 

a) 36% of NDE respondents consider that their human resources are not sufficient 

to perform their role; 

b) 60% of NDE respondents consider that their financial resources are not 

sufficient to perform their role; 

c) 47% of NDE respondents consider that their equipment or material resources 

are not sufficient. 

 In the first independent review, NDEs already reported a lack of support and 

recognition at the national level. Following the recommendation of the review to encourage 

countries to enhance awareness of their NDE by relevant stakeholders and support their NDE 

through national institutions and cooperation with other national UNFCCC focal points, 

CTCN reposted the guidance endorsed by the Board at AB3 for Annex I NDEs and 

strengthened partnership with UNFCCC country focal points, including for the Financial 

Mechanism (a series of regional focal points meetings at subregional level (GEF, GCF, TNA, 

NAMA, etc.) was conducted in 2016/2017 and continued since then, and the connection was 

made with GEF and GCF proposals).  

 The Regional forums (annual networking events) is a way to raise the profile of NDEs 

especially since they take place during UNFCCC regional climate weeks. These Fora provide 

opportunities for NDEs and Network members to share technology experience and discuss 

cross-cutting topics (e.g. industrial energy efficiency, urban resilience, COVID-19 

biomedical waste management and market mechanisms for accelerating technology transfer). 

In August 2020, the CTCN surveyed Non-Annex I NDEs on NDC updates, and most of them 

indicated that updates would be completed by the end of 2020. Many solicited CTCN support 

for developing project pipelines and concept notes for NDC implementation. The CTCN 

plans to engage with NDEs that indicated that they have no international partners to support 

this process.36  

 87% of them consider themselves as clearly identified as the CTCN and UNFCCC 

technology focal point in their country. However, 34% of NDE respondents consider not 

  

 36 CTCN. 2020. Joint annual report of the TEC and the CTCN for 2020. Available here.  

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/sb2020_04_adv.pdf
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being enough supported by other national institutions in performing their NDE role and 34% 

consider their action as not being enough supported by the private sector in their country. 

Hence, it seems that there is still a need to raise NDEs profile towards government and private 

sector. The involvement of NDEs also depends on them being directly linked to their 

governments and their institutional location, on which neither the COP nor the CTCN have 

a say. The CTCN could be directly linked with their respective Official Development 

Assistance to have better complementarity of the program.  

 Interviews also confirmed that stakeholder’s awareness about NDEs role is limited to 

representatives of UNFCCC-related institutional arrangements. For instance, only 44% of 

CTCN services’ beneficiaries consider that NDEs function, contact and role as clear. 

However, if one considers answers of beneficiaries who realised TA request at least once, 

this figure increases to above 75%.  

 When asked why they requested TA from the CTCN, 41% of beneficiaries involved 

in TA requests consider that they were strongly influenced and supported by their country’s 

NDE (against 44% during the first review), 26% were strongly influenced and supported by 

a partner organisation of the CTCN (against 24% during the first review) and 30% were 

looking for such TA for a long time (36% during the first review). 

14. Cost-effectiveness of Technical Assistance 

 Survey’s respondents generally agreed that selection of TA implementers is 

sometimes too restrictive on budget matters, which goes hand in hand with a perception that 

budgets allocated to TA preparation and implementation sometimes happens to be too small 

for the expected results. Nonetheless, survey’s answers demonstrated a good level of 

satisfaction with the projects delivered by the CTCN, as 73% of beneficiaries indicated that 

the TA they received fully responded to their initial request. 

 During the first review several NDEs and beneficiaries who were interviewed and 

participated to the survey indicated that the delay between the submission and the start of 

implementation was too long. Today, 76% of the survey’s respondents (NDEs and 

beneficiaries) indicated that they received an answer to their request in short-enough time 

(similarly they were 74% in the first review). 

 The first review encouraged the CTCN, its AB and other relevant actors to undertake 

actions to increase the efficiency of the CTCN provision of TA. CTCN response to this 

recommendation was based on a regional approach leading to higher impact through stronger 

relationships with NDEs, more regional TA requests and potential replication of priority 

themes among countries with common needs.  

 Regional and multi-country projects were noticed as efficient initiatives to share the 

costs of technical assistance projects and ensure high transferability throughout developing 

countries. Multi-country requests, such as those related to biomass energy conversion 

projects spanning several African countries, have led to economies of scale and wider 

application of technologies ready for transfer. In 2020, the CTCN identified key trends in 

TA, particularly at the regional level,37 providing opportunities for replication, upscaling and 

learning, and subsequent cost-effectiveness improvement. In Asia-Pacific, low-emission 

transport technologies and work with frontier markets on e-mobility emerged as priorities for 

programmatic approaches. In Africa, multi-country requests for e-mobility and energy 

efficiency and GCF requests are high. Finally, in Latin America and the Caribbean, circular 

economy and NDC partnership requests are at the forefront. 

 Figure 22 shows that multi-country requests remain marginal with only 4% of 

requests. 

  

 37 CTCN. 2020. Joint annual report of the TEC and the CTCN for 2020. Available here.  

https://unfccc.int/sites/default/files/resource/sb2020_04_adv.pdf
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Figure 22 

Distribution of requests by geographical scope (Source: CTCN, 2021) 

 

 Fast TA were to provide swifter response. In 2019, 22 Fast TA projects were 

implemented (against an objective set between 25- 40 for that year). Not enough data to date 

can support how cost-efficient fast Technical Assistance delivery are.  

D. Impacts and sustainability 

 Did the CTCN reach its expected outcomes and provide long term positive effects? 

1. Innovation and RD&D 

 As already mentioned in the section dedicated to the relevance of its activities, the 

CTCN did enhance its focus on RD&D, with the second PoW, as well as in its Annual 

Operating Plans with the integration of the following actions: 

a) knowledge-sharing activities and online knowledge platform climate 

technology RD&D;  

b) promotion of the engagement of countries in RD&D activities through South-

South, North-South and triangular collaboration and within selected international initiatives; 

c) assistance to countries in developing national institutional, legal and regulatory 

frameworks to encourage climate technology RD&D and uptake.  

 Also, new approaches and actions are being taken:  

a) The CTCN launched a new concept for supporting development of youth 

capacity to create climate technology solutions through a series of facilitated workshops, 

called Youth Climate Innovation Labs, in Africa and Asia. Innovation tools such as design 

thinking and artificial intelligence were used to engage youth and the local private sector in 

technology ideation and innovation. 

b) Supported by the Government of the Republic of Korea, the CTCN is working 

to establish a liaison office in Songdo with a focus on enhancing the Centre’s collaboration 

with the GCF and work on RD&D.  

c) The CTCN was selected by the GEF as one of nine organizations to implement 

its Challenge Program for Adaptation Innovation.38   

  

 38 “With a grant of 677 thousand USD, the CTCN will help urban planners in the medium-sized cities of 

Nelson’s Dockyard National Park in Antigua and Barbuda; Chokwe in Mozambique; and Kaysone 

Phomvihane City in Laos to identify financial tools and mechanisms for financing adaptation 

technologies and build relationships between municipalities, the private sector, financial markets and 
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 2020 Innovation results are presented in figure 23. They show that every target 

formulated was exceeded.  

Figure 23 

2020 Innovation results (CTCTN, 2021) 

Innovation 

Indicator Target 2020 Results 

Outcome 1: Key stakeholders develop, deploy, and diffuse new and existing innovative climate 

technologies 

1.A. Number of countries developing, 

transferring and deploying new and 

existing climate technologies as a result 

of CTCN support 

25-30 countries 

served 
 75 countries served39 

1.B. Number of anticipated  

cooperative research, development, and 

demonstration programmes within and 

between developed and developing 

country Parties facilitated as a result of 

CTCN TA 

4-5 matchmaking & 

pro bono 

opportunities 

realized 

8 pro-bono opportunities realised  

2 matchmaking events completed (SME 

technology clinic in Kenya and Tanzania) 

Output 1.1: Knowledge sharing on climate technology RD&D and new and innovative technologies   

1.1.a. Number of climate technology 

RD&D-related knowledge sharing 

workshops and events [does not include 

trainings] 

5 – 10 12 

1.1.b. Number of participants in climate 

technology RD&D-related workshops 

and events (gender- and country 

disaggregated) 

150-200 823 participants 

1.1.c. Number of knowledge resources 

related to RD&D and new and 

innovative technologies made available 

on the CTCN knowledge platform 

30-40  40 knowledge resources 

Output 1.2: Countries assisted in developing national institutional, legal and regulatory frameworks to 

encourage climate technology RD&D and uptake 

1.2.a. Number of countries  

receiving CTCN support for national 

institutional, legal and regulatory 

frameworks to encourage climate 

technology RD&D and uptake 

* 
23 countries (through 28 technical 

assistances) 

1.2.b. Number of countries with 

strengthened National Systems of 

Innovation as a result of CTCN support 

*  0 

2. National Systems of Innovation 

 The CTCN, in collaboration with TERI, organised in 2018 an expert meeting on NSI . 

The meeting discussed options for a standardized approach to strengthen NSI in developing 

countries, in response to the mandate received by the CTCN to undertake further work to 

strengthen RD&D of climate technologies in developing countries.  

 It was concluded that in response to TA requests, the CTCN could provide support to 

developing countries on: 

  

infrastructure funds. A project design document is under preparation and will be submitted to the GEF 

Council for endorsement by July 2021.” (CTCN. 2020. 17th Meeting of the Advisory Board to the 

Climate Technology Centre and Network (CTCN) 2020 Annual Report. AB/2021/17/14.1).  

 39 Considering all TAs implemented in 2020, including those that started in 2020 (48 TAs) and those 

that started earlier but with ongoing implementation (61 TAs). If only considering TAs started in 

2020 (48 TAs), then it would be 39 countries served.  
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a) Strengthening enabling frameworks (e.g. sector-specific innovation roadmaps; 

policies that incentivize investments in innovation; standards and certifications for emerging 

technologies; procurement guidelines); 

b) Strengthening capacity of “coordinating institutions”; 

c) Developing technology elements of funding proposals; 

d) Facilitating stakeholder cooperation (e.g. stimulate the linkages between 

government, academia, the private sector and research organization/institutions); 

e) Facilitating twinning arrangements between countries’ research institutions on 

climate technology innovation. 

 Also, independent of country requests, the CTCN could: 

a) Develop a methodology to map and qualitatively assess national and regional 

institutions engaged in innovation; 

b) Share information related to innovation for climate technology: best practices, 

tools, costs and performance of specific technologies, etc.; 

c) Develop indicators to measure innovation. 

 Following that workshop, NSI are for the first time mentioned in CTCN 2020 Annual 

Operating Plan in which a new KPI, without associated target, (“Number of countries with 

strengthened National Systems of Innovation as a result of CTCN support”) is formulated.  

 2021 Annual Operating Plan goes further and mentions the fact that CTCN activities 

focus on delivering, through collaborative efforts and joint activities with existing 

programmes and initiatives, new and innovative mechanisms for private sector engagement, 

NSI and collaborative RD&D. Also, in 2021 the TEC is supposed to work on NSI. Activities 

supported by CTCN under the theme “Innovation” will include TA which “support designing 

policies, institutional, regulatory frameworks and planning processes on innovation, 

establishing or strengthening national systems of innovation”.  

3. Implementation 

 Stakeholders’ opinion shows that CTCN activities do not support to a great extent the 

development of new services / offers with regards to climate technologies market (figure 24).  

Figure 24 

Stakeholders’ perception on CTCN support on the development of new services / 

offers with regards to the climate technologies market (Source: EY) 

 
 Also, only 34% of NDEs, 33% of beneficiaries and 46% of Consortium Partners, 

knowledge partners and Network Members who participated in the survey consider that 
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CTCN activities enhanced the deployment and diffusion of innovative technologies and 

related knowledge/expertise.  

 Looking at TA specifically, figure 25 shows that the CTCN has mainly played its role 

as a matchmaker for technology outsourcing at the 1st Stage of technology transfer, including 

“decision-making tools and/or information provision”, “Feasibility of technology options”, 

“Technology identification and prioritization” and other policy recommendations. The role 

of the CTCN for technology RD&D and finance stage (2nd Stage), including “Piloting and 

deployment of Technologies in local conditions”, “Financing Facilitation”, and “Research 

and Development of Technologies” is much less important. This is even more so for 

technology diffusion i.e. private sector engagement and market creation (3rd Stage). 

Figure 25 

Distribution of the CTCN TA requests by type of assistance (CTCN, 2020)40  

 

4. Technology Needs Assessments and Technology Action Plans 

 While the first program of work did not cover TNAs and TAPs, the second PoW 

asserts that the CTCN and its expert implementing partners will continue to build on the 

findings of TNAs and TAPs, as appropriate, and seek to partner with countries and 

multilateral funding agencies to help them determine the approach best-suited to the national 

situation and stage of industrialization of the requesting country.  

 Actions and activities implemented by the CTCN to support countries to undertake 

and update TNAs in the present program of work include: 

a) TA; 

b) Capacity-building events on how to make effective use of TNA findings and 

TAPs and roadmaps; 

c) Sharing of information on the CTCN knowledge platform, which will be 

supplemented with best practice and lessons learned on TNAs, at regional forums, and at 

UNFCCC meetings.  

 Indeed, the CTCN has incorporated TNA and TAP elements into the design of TA 

response plans and supported over 10 countries to develop TNA-related GCF Readiness 

Proposals, which include development of concrete concept notes for scaled up funding.41  As 

already mention, projects are also selected on the basis of their relevance to TNAs and NDCs 

in relation to national priorities. 

 However, actions taken by CTCN to integrate TNA and TAP in TA selection and 

implementation, as well as in capacity building and learning material do not seem to go far 

  

 40 CTCN. 2020. The Role of the Climate Technology Centre and Network as a Climate Technology and 

Innovation Matchmaker for Developing Countries. Available here.  

 41 AOP 2021. CTCN. The Joint annual report of the TEC and the CTCN for 2020 states that AOP 2021 

15 countries have received CTCN support for implementing TNAs and technology action plans.  

https://www.ctc-n.org/sites/www.ctc-n.org/files/resources/sustainability-12-07956.pdf
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enough. The Terminal Evaluation of the UNEP/GEF Project TNA Phase II42 reckons that 

“CTCN is seen by all involved parties – implementing and executing agency and national 

teams – as an agency that can play a pivotal role in bridging the gap between TAP 

preparation, a key outcome of the TNA process, and implementation of project ideas, via 

support to develop those ideas effectively and thereby aligning towards financing 

mechanisms (such as GCF). This is also in line with CTCN’s mandate. However, it still is 

felt that CTCN is insufficiently engaged in the project – merely via involving in regional 

workshops and co-organization of regional workshops. The impact of this engagement at 

national level is insufficient and a more pro-active attitude from CTCN would be very 

beneficial. This could be addressed via direct bilateral communication (bi-annual meetings) 

between UNEP DTU Partnership / UNEP and CTCN to share the progress of the project and 

lessons learned.” 

 In 2020, 28 countries received support to implement the TNA, TAPs and NDCs. 

 2020 Implementation results are presented in figure 26.  

Figure 26 

2020 Implementation results 

Implementation 

2020 AOP Indicators Target 2020 Results 

Outcome 2: Countries have clear pathways with identified support options to enhance 

technology development and transfers 

2.A. NDE feedback on potential 

uptake of CTCN TA and non-TA 

recommendations and products to 

enhance technology development 

and transfer 

*  74%  

2.B. Number of countries having 

received support from CTCN to 

implement TNAs and TAPs 

15-20 28 

2.C Amount of funding/investment 

mobilised or leveraged (in USD) 

for all activities of the technology 

framework as a result of the TAs 

(disaggregated by public 

national/international sources, 

private sector national/international 

sources) 

10:1 (external 

finance: CTCN 

investment) 

CTCN Investment: 1.589.620 USD 

Funding leveraged: over 250 million 

USD  

Output 2.1: Enhanced planning tools and processes for technology development and transfer 

2.1.a. Number of CTCN technical 

assistance supported 

(disaggregated between TA and 

FTA) 

30 new requests 

supported  

48 new requests supported in 2020 (4 

FTAs; 44 TAs))  

2.1.b. Lessons learned from TA 

implementation available on 

CTCN knowledge platform 

* 

 Updated information & lessons learnt 

were developed for 4 completed technical 

assistance cases 

2.1.c Number of technology 

feasibility studies conducted and 

sectoral road maps developed 

*  

Out of the 17 TAs that were completed in 

2020, 12 TAs involved the production of 

technology feasibility studies and the 

development of sectoral road maps and 

strategies.  

5. Enabling environment 

 Aligned with the fact that its activities that support necessary R&D and/or innovation 

processes towards a specific technology that can be adopted and upscaled, surveys and 

  

 42 UNEP. 2020. Terminal Evaluation of the UNEP/GEF Project Technology Needs Assessment Phase 

II. Available here.  

https://wedocs.unep.org/bitstream/handle/20.500.11822/32207/4948_2020_te_unep_gef_fsp_spcc_technology_needs_assessment_phase_II.pdf?sequence=1&isAllowed=y
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evaluations conducted or commissioned by the CTCN have highlighted that its TA has laid 

the foundation for early adoption and scale-up of climate technologies.  

 Figure 27 shows that TA contributes to several factors in favour of creating enabling 

environments.  

Figure 27 

NDEs answer to the question “To what extent did the technical assistance contribute 

to the following enabling environments for climate technology transfer, dissemination 

and upscaling?” (Source: UNFCCC Technology Mechanism NDE Survey) 

 

 NDEs’ perception that emerged in the survey show that the “contribution to enabling 

environments (e.g. policies, regulations…) that supported the development of climate-related 

projects” is among the main outcomes of CTCN activities. 

6. Stakeholders’ engagement  

 One of the five structuring themes of the PoW is dedicated to “Collaboration and 

stakeholder engagement” with the aim to enhance the number and quality of interactions 

between NDEs and all stakeholders critical to accelerating the transfer of climate 

technologies. Figure 28 shows NDEs’, beneficiaries’, Consortium Partners’, knowledge 

partners’ and Network Members’ perception on CTCN support on collaboration and 

stakeholders’ engagement.  



FCCC/CP/2021/3 

 

GE.21-11478 93 

Figure 28 

Stakeholders’ perception on CTCN support on collaboration and engagement by 

category of stakeholders (Source: EY) 

 

 According to some beneficiaries who responded to the survey, the CTCN do not often 

use local consultants or companies to deliver TA.  

 2020 Collaboration and Stakeholder Engagement results are presented in figure 29. 

They show that targets were all met or exceeded.  

Figure 29 

2020 Collaboration and Stakeholder Engagement results 

Collaboration and Stakeholder Engagement 

2020 AOP Indicators Target 2020 Results 

Outcome 3: A broad range of stakeholders collaborate in promoting gender-responsive climate 

technology development and transfer 

3.A. Number of engaged network 

members and knowledge partners 

20% of Network 

members 
44%  

3.B. Percentage of new CTCN TA 

implemented through Network 

Members 

75 to 80% of TA 

implementers 

contracted in 

2020 

75% 

3.C. Overall satisfaction of key 

stakeholders with CTCN services 

Average 

satisfaction 3.5/5 

Network Member Survey: On average, 

respondents indicating all four activities 

were ‘useful, beneficial or moved as 

planned’. 

Output 3.1: Enhanced platforms and tools for collaboration and learning on climate technology 

development and transfer 

3.1.a. Number of deliverables 

produced during the technical 

assistance (disaggregated by type, 

excluding mission, progress and 

internal reports) 

80-100 200 

Output 3.2: Active partnerships between scientific community, authorities, private sector, 

CSOs, and financial institutions 
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3.2.a. Total number of members in 

the CTC Network (disaggregated 

by region, type, approach, enabler 

and expertise) 

620 
The total number of Network members 

up to 31 December 2020 is 624.  

3.2.c. Number of South-South 

collaborations enabled during or 

through CTCN TA support, when 

stakeholders from other countries 

were involved in the assistance 

 2-5 

13 in total: 8 Pro-bono Technical 

Assistances; 2 LAC; 2 Asia Pacific; 1 

global  

7. Support 

 Figure 30 shows that stakeholders’ perception on CTCN activities’ impacts on 

technology development and transfer are rather middling. Around half of responding 

stakeholders consider that CTCN activities “provided stakeholders with access to 

approaches, tools and means for the assessment of technologies that are ready to transfer”, 

“supported the development of a national or sectoral climate technology plan” or “increased 

their capacity to support, plan and monitor climate technology transfer and development.” 

Figure 30 

Stakeholders’ perception of CTCN activities outcome (Source: EY) 

 

 Besides, more than 80% of responding NDEs to the UNFCCC Technology 

Mechanism NDE Survey consider that the NDE, proponent, or other relevant stakeholders 

further implemented the recommendations and next steps provided by the CTCN TA to 

enhance technology development and transfer in their country (figure 31).  
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Figure 31 

NDEs answer to the question “Has the NDE, proponent, or other relevant stakeholder 

further implemented the recommendations and next steps provided by this CTCN 

technical assistance to enhance technology development and transfer in your 

country?” (Source: UNFCCC Technology Mechanism NDE Survey) 

 
 

 2020 Results under the Support theme are presented in figure 32. 

Figure 32 

2020 Results under the Support theme 

Support 

2020 AOP Indicators Target 2020 Results 

Outcome 5: Financial and technical resources identified and available to support climate 

technology development and transfer 

5.A. Annual percentage increase of 

funding mobilised for the activities 

of the CTCN 

10% increase in 

funding mobilised 

for the activities 

of the CTCN 

Increase of 225% from 2019 to 2020 

41% of the total income in 2020 was 

from GCF - $5,041,923.  Increase from 

2019 to 2020 attributed to GCF only is 

32% 

Output 5.1: Multi-tier collaboration with Financial Mechanism operating entities 

5.1.a. number of events co-

organised with operating entities of 

the Financial Mechanism (GEF, 

GCF), MDBs 

6 

1 event  

Virtual dialogue on experience and 

lessons learned from the pilot regional 

climate technology transfer and finance 

centres under the PSP. 

5.1.b. Extent of mutually beneficial 

engagement (financial, technical or 

other) between the operating 

entities of the Financial Mechanism 

(GEF, GCF), MDBs, and the CTCN 

* 

GCF – 21 Readiness Proposals  

GEF - Piloting Innovative Financing 

for Climate Adaptation Technologies 

in Medium-Sized Cities 

Adaptation Fund - AFCIA 

MDBs - IsDB & EBRD active 

collaboration  

5.1.c. Number of technical 

assistance supported by the 

GEF/GCF (disaggregated by 

adaptation/ mitigation) 

10-12 

25 TAs supported by GCF/GEF 

GCF – 21 Readiness Projects under 

implementation or newly approved in 

2020 

GEF – 4 technical assistance projects 

supported under the GEF project 

“Promoting Accelerated Transfer and 
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Scaled-up Deployment of Mitigation 

Technologies” 

Output 5.2: Diversification and mobilisation of the types and sources of technical and 

financial support available to countries 

5.2.a. Value of pro bono and in-

kind support secured for CTCN 

activities 

$500,000 - 1 

million 

$719,190 - from the Republic of Korea 

to implement 8 TAs.  

5.2.b. Level of donor engagement 
10 donors 

engaged 
8 donors engaged 

5.2.c. Number of technology 

proposals developed through CTCN 

technical assistance that are 

supported by the GEF/GCF 

3-5 9  

8. Leveraging funding 

 The CTCN activities have a positive impact on leverage for additional funding or 

investment: in 2020, CTCN TAs of about USD 800,000 resulted in the leveraging of over 

USD 200 million.43  

 The UNFCCC Technology Mechanism NDE Survey shows that CTCN contribution 

to leverage additional funds is moderate: 66% of interrogated NDEs consider that the TA 

contributed to leverage additional funds.  

 Only half of the NDEs who responded the UNFCCC Technology Mechanism NDE 

Survey agreed to the fact that TA helps leverage additional funding or investment. This is 

confirmed by the survey conducted for the review: only 41% of responding NDEs consider 

that CTCN activities facilitated access to additional sources of funding (e.g. external 

financing received after a CTCN intervention) (figure 33). 

Figure 33 

Stakeholders’ perception of CTCN activities impact on access to additional sources of 

funding (e.g. external financing received after a CTCN intervention (Source: EY) 

 

  

 43 Update on the work of the CTCN. 2020. Available here.  

https://unfccc.int/ttclear/misc_/StaticFiles/gnwoerk_static/2020_event08/c095f1607c7c4109b0bf23af57726255/c168668562d34b729de697c56c8f76e7.pdf


FCCC/CP/2021/3 

 

GE.21-11478 97 

9. Climate change resilient development and reduction of GHG emissions in developing 

countries 

 As shown in figure 34, NDE’s perception is very positive on the likeliness of TA 

impacts on climate change mitigation and adaptation can be sustained over time. 

Figure 34 

NDEs’ answer to the question “How likely is it that the impacts of this technical 

assistance on climate change mitigation and adaptation can be sustained over time” 

(Source: UNFCCC Technology Mechanism NDE Survey) 

 

 As shown in figure 35, 67% of the NDEs who responded to the UNFCCC Technology 

Mechanism NDE Survey replied that TA contributes to Less vulnerable economies and more 

climate-resilient livelihoods. In addition, 38% of the NDEs who responded to the UNFCCC 

Technology Mechanism NDE Survey showed significant and moderate contribution to 

increased resilience of health and wellbeing and food and water security. 

  



FCCC/CP/2021/3 

 

98 GE.21-11478 

Figure 35 

NDEs answer to the question “How has this technical assistance contributed to climate 

resilience in each of the following sectors?” (Source: UNFCCC Technology 

Mechanism NDE Survey) 

 

10. Socio-economic impacts 

 The UNFCCC Technology Mechanism NDE Survey shows that the influence of TA 

is positive or very positive on (figure 36):  

a) Economic and social wellbeing of population (96% of answers); 

b) Advancement of gender equality and human right (77% of answers). 
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Figure 36 

NDEs answer to the question “In the medium term (5 to 15 years), will this CTCN 

technical assistance support influence positively or negatively the following aspects of 

sustainable development?” (Source: UNFCCC Technology Mechanism NDE Survey 

 

 Results obtained through the independent review survey are more nuanced, as 

stakeholders’ perceptions that emerged show that the “inclusion of social issues in climate 

technology development (e.g. endogenous or gender- responsive technologies)” is seen as 

one of the minor outcomes CTCN activities. 

 The CTCN has increasingly engaged young people in its work in recent years with 

the goals of offering technology services to youth and providing them with a platform for 

sharing their insights and experience of climate technologies. The CTCN has continued to 

enhance collaboration with the constituency of youth NGOs. By offering opportunities for 

learning and mutual exchange of knowledge and experience, such as by highlighting the work 

of youth innovators and co-creating articles, workshops and webinars, the CTCN supports 

youth engagement in climate action while building important intergenerational bridges in 

support of transformative technology solutions. 

 Looking at gender equality specifically, the issue is now fully embedded in CTCN’s 

mandate through CTCN 2019- 2022 Gender Policy and Action Plan. The following table 

considers the level of implementation of the main actions formulated in the document.  

Implementation seems well advanced.  
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Action plan content (main actions) Results 

Governance 

Strive to achieve gender parity in the 
appointment of its management and staff, 
including at top managerial levels. 

No information to date 

Encourage and generate awareness among 
CTCN NDEs and Advisory Board members 
of the COP guidance on the need to achieve 
gender balance in their Boards in 
accordance with decisions 36/CP.7 and 
23/CP.18 and will report annually on the 
gender distribution of both the Board and 
CTCN Secretariat. 

The CTCN Advisory Board is currently 
comprised of 8 women vs. 17 men: 32% 
female vs 68% male. This composition 
represents a slight improvement over the 
years. As a comparison, the Advisory Board 
at AB10 comprised of 26% female and 74% 
male members. (However, in 2019 it was 
61% vs 39%). 

CTCN Secretariat is currently comprised of 
13 women and 6 men. 

Maintain a gender focal point. Yes 

Operations - TA 

Use criteria for prioritization of technical 
assistance’s will continue to reflect if the 
request for technical assistance promotes 
and demonstrates gender equality, and 
empowerment of vulnerable groups, 
including women and youth. 

Yes - CTCN’s criteria for prioritization of 
technical assistance reflect if the request for 
technical assistance promotes and 
demonstrates gender equality, and 
empowerment of vulnerable groups, 
including women and youth. 

Require that requests include a description 
of anticipated gender and other co-benefits 
that are likely to be generated as a result of 
the technical assistance. 

Yes - Dedicated space in TA request form. 

Require CTCN experts to reflect on gender 
and co-benefits of the technical assistance. 

Yes 

Allocate not less than 1% of the budget and 
resources for technical assistance to 
explicitly target gender mainstreaming 

Yes 

Require that all TAs consult CTCN gender 
mainstreaming guidelines during response 
plan design and implementation. 

Yes - CTCN Gender Mainstreaming Tool 
for Response Plan Development is to be 
viewed as an initial gender mainstreaming 
guideline during the development of 
response plans and applies to design, 
implementation and monitoring of technical 
assistance. 

Develop sector specific gender 
mainstreaming guidelines, e.g. for energy, 
water, agriculture and waste management 
sectors.   

No information to date 

Make available best practice examples of 
how gender integration at the request, 
implementation and M&E stage could look 
like. 

No information to date 

Require that TA implementers report and 
are assessed on gender integration 

Yes - The new M&E system include the 
following KPIs: “number of participants men 
/ women” and “% of men / women that 
significantly or moderately increased their 
capacities”. At that stage less than ½ TA 
report those data. 
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Action plan content (main actions) Results 

The Gender Mainstreaming Tool for 
Response Plan Development includes 
examples of appropriate gender indicators.     

Operations - Network 

Establish a roster of climate technology and 
gender specialists 

No information to date 

Integrate gender equality guidelines into the 
Network Code of Conduct 

Apparently, no integration of gender 
equality guidelines into the Network Code 
of Conduct as mentioned by the action plan.  

Encourage women-led technology 
companies and gender and climate 
technology organizations to join the 
Network 

Yes - In 2019, one could count 44 Network 
Members with gender expertise while the 
objective was to reach 20-25.  

Organise:  

- webinars on gender and climate 

technologies (1-2 per year) 

- Training sessions on specific gender 

and climate technology issues at 

regional forums, focal point workshops, 

COP’s and other related events 

Encourage the participation of UNFCCC 
national gender focal points in regional 
forums to facilitate connections between 
ministries, policy-makers, CSOs and other 
relevant stakeholders 

Yes - 42% of the Network Members who 
answered the survey consider that as a direct 
result of CTCN services, got relevant 
information on gender-specific approaches to 
climate change mitigation and adaptation 

In 2019, the CTCN enhanced its 

collaboration with the UNFCCC Women and 

Gender Constituency through the 

organization of the Gender Just Climate 

Solutions Award.  

At AB14, the Board took part in a gender 

workshop organized by UNFCCC Gender 

Team, and CTCN Gender Focal Point, on 

steps towards understanding unconscious 

gender bias and work underway through the 

Gender Action Plan of the UNFCCC and the 

Gender Strategy of the CTCN.  

The following gender-related 

Training/Workshops were hosted in 2019:  

- Mainstreaming gender in Technology 

Needs Assessments  

- Women in energy: breaking stereotypes 

and inspiring change 

- Upscaling gender-just climate solutions  

- Gender training and technology for TEC 

members  

- Gender and technology training for 

CTCN Advisory Board members 

Women in energy: breaking stereotypes and 
inspiring change (Webinar) 

Provide targeted support for capacity 
building of women professionals, 
policymakers, researchers, civil society 
organization leaders and entrepreneurs in 
climate technology sectors 

No information to date 

Require gender indicators, outcomes and 
impacts as well as provide relevant sex-
disaggregated data through the CTCN 
closure reports 

Partially – the new M&E system include the 
following KPIs: “number of participants 
men / women” and “% of men / women that 
significantly or moderately increased their 
capacities”. At that stage less than ½ TA 
report those data.  
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Action plan content (main actions) Results 

Operations - Knowledge Sharing and Communication 

Gather, manage and share an updated set of 
online tools and publications on gender and 
climate change via the CTCN web platform 
(including resources developed by its 
hosting organizations). 

Yes - The CTCN online Gender Hub now 
contains nearly 700 publications, tools and 
case studies on gender and climate. In 
addition, the CTCN collaborated with its 
Consortium Partner The Energy and 
Resources Institute (TERI) to develop case 
studies on women’s empowerment in 
energy supply chains in India and Nepal. 

Identify and share best practices on gender 
and climate-related technologies through 
CTCN web platform, social media, and 
events. 

Yes 

Develop content (including in collaboration 
with partners and experts). 

Yes - CTCN Communication and Knowledge 
products produced in 2019 include:  

- Gender-Just Climate Solutions 

Publication 2019  

- Gender resource guide  

- Women in Energy: Breaking 

Stereotypes and Inspiring Change 

- Case studies on gender mainstreaming 

of energy supply chains in India and 

Nepal. 

In 2020, the CTCN has supported 
development of a number of gender and 
climate change publications in partnership 
with UNEP, UNIDO, the United Nations 
Entity for Gender Equality and the 
Empowerment of Women and Women 
Engaged in a Common Future, among 
others. 

Encourage organizations with expertise in 
gender and climate technology to share their 
expertise with the Network.  

No information to date. 

Host and co-host events with a targeted 
gender and climate technology component 
as well as integrate gender awareness. 

Yes - The following gender-related events 
were hosted in 2019:  

- Gender-Just Climate Solutions Award 

ceremony  

- SB50: The impact of the Lima Work 

Programme on Gender and its Gender 

Action Plan. The CTCN reported on its 

response to the Gender Action Plan 

while contributing to the acceleration of 

technology development and transfer 

and facilitated workgroup discussions 

- SB50: Implementing gender responsive 

NDC’s from the bottom up. The CTCN 

was invited to present at the Women 

and Gender Constituency event  

- Press conference: Presenting winners of 

the Gender-Just Climate Solutions 

Award. 

In 2020, series of capacity development 
training sessions on upscaling gender-just 
solutions were conducted and A capacity-
building webinar on conducting a gender-
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Action plan content (main actions) Results 

responsive TNA was presented by the 
UNEP DTU Partnership and the CTCN. 

Develop current climate technology 
taxonomy by including more gender-related 
terms. 

No information to date. 

Seek to ensure a representation of both 
women and men, with a geographical 
balance, in its communication and outreach 
and seek to challenge gender stereotypes 
through the use of gender-inclusive 
language and images in its communication 
and outreach. 

No information to date. 

M&E 

Monitor and evaluate:  

- the status of equal participation of men 

and women in CTCN activities as well 

as special measures taken to incentivize 

gender balance. 

- gender integration in knowledge 

generation, management and 

dissemination.  

- the mainstreaming of gender in 

technical assistance design, 

implementation, budget, monitoring and 

evaluation phases as well as in capacity 

building activities. 

Yes, the new M&E system integrate those 
considerations.  
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Annex VIII 

Management response of the United Nations Environment 

Programme to the second independent review of the Climate 

Technology Centre and Network1 
[English only] 

  

 1 The management response of UNEP was received on 11 August 2021. It is reproduced here as 

submitted by UNEP.  
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Management Response of the UN Environment Programme 

Introduction 

COP 23 requested the UNFCCC secretariat to commission the second independent review of the effective 
implementation of the Climate Technology Centre and Network (CTCN), and report on the findings of the 
review including any recommendations regarding enhancing its performance for consideration by the COP 
in 2021.1 

The second independent review, conducted by Ernst and Young et Associés (“the consultant”), covers 
CTCN’s operations and activities from 1 January 2017 to 31 December 2020. It also appraises how the 
CTCN has responded to the recommendations made in the first independent review (as requested by COP 
24) and assesses the impacts of CTCN’s activities since its inception.   

The consultant formulated several recommendations to enhance the performance of the CTCN covering 
aspects related to CTCN’s funding, governance and organization, and positioning. Not all the 
recommendations resulting from the independent review are directed solely at the UN Environment 
Programme as the CTCN’s host organization. All the recommendations, however, are pertinent to the 
effective functioning of the CTCN and its ability to deliver on COP mandates, and they are best appreciated 
as a whole.  

Recommendations 

Funding  

Recommendation 1: encourage the CTC, in collaboration with UNEP and in consultation with the CTCN 

Advisory Board, to further enhance resource mobilization so as to meet the costs associated with the CTCN 

The COP decided that the costs associated with the CTC and mobilization of the services of the Network 

should be funded from various sources, including the Financial Mechanism; bilateral, multilateral and 

private sector channels; philanthropic sources; and financial and in-kind contributions from the host 

organization and participants in the Network.  In the past four years many Parties provided financial 

resources that enabled the CTCN to become fully operational and perform its functions and activities as 

mandated by the COP. Regarding support under the Financial Mechanism, the CTCN recently obtained an 

increase in funding from the GCF and the Adaptation Fund. If additional resources were provided, the CTCN 

could scale up its provision of technical support to developing country Parties. The CTC, in collaboration 

with UNEP and in consultation with the CTCN Advisory Board, is encouraged to further diversify its sources 

of funding, for example by conducting a review of its resource mobilization strategy to make it more 

strategic and realistic, taking into account experience and lessons learned from the implementation of its 

previous corresponding strategy and from other organizations. In addition, it may consider strengthening 

the role of and resources for a dedicated deputy director or appointing senior consultants who would be in 

charge of strengthening and structuring relationships with the operating entities of the Financial 

Mechanism; developing opportunities for the CTCN to further engage with GEF recipient countries’ focal 

points (through CTCN regional managers or NDEs) on identifying, developing and endorsing CTCN projects 

in order to be engaged in project implementation; and enhancing the marketing of CTCN services 

(communicating achievements, demonstrating impacts, etc.). 

  

  

 1  Decision 14/CP.23, paragraph 10. 

 Economy Division 
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Response  

 

 

 

The CTCN’s second Programme of Work (2019 – 2022) established a funding target of 62 million USD.  
Despite the ambitious Programme of Work and enhanced funding target, the 2019 – 2022 annual budgets 
saw reduced ambitions that reflected the actual funding available each year. To date, Parties have provided 
18 million USD in voluntary contributions to fund the four-year programme, which has been complemented 
by an additional 12 million USD mobilized from the CTC’s host institutions, the entities of the financial 
mechanism, and pro-bono contributions.  

In collaboration with its host institutions, the CTC will continue to seek Advisory Board guidance regarding 
resource mobilization, including through the AB Taskforce.  Under the guidance of the Advisory Board, the 
CTC has examined different funding scenarios that are in line with the CTC’s mandate and based on 
experience with past resource mobilization efforts.  Considerations include modalities to increase the 
CTCN’s efficiencies through greater funding predictability over the next Programme of Work; increased 
contributions to the Multi-Donor Trust Fund; multi-year funding commitments; and new sources of funding 
from private and multilateral sources.  

Furthermore, a donor roundtable will be convened by the CTC and its host institutions during COP26, under 
the auspices of the governments of Denmark and the United Kingdom, to renew and strengthen sustained 
funding for the CTCN. 

The CTC’s resource mobilization efforts will be further supported by the senior consultant engaged through 
UNEP in 2020 who is responsible for expanding the donor base, strengthening and structuring relationships 
with the entities of the Financial Mechanism, and working with CTCN regional managers to identify, develop 
and implement projects that enhance CTCN services.  

As noted in the first independent review of the CTCN, the level, type, and predictability of funding 
determines the reach and ultimately the overall effectiveness of the CTCN.  Both UNEP and UNIDO have 
regularly engaged with potential donors to secure additional funding for the CTCN.  UNEP will continue to 
support the CTC’s efforts to formalize arrangements with the entities of the Financial Mechanism with the 
objective of identifying and developing with them multi-year joint programmes. 

Recommendation 2: encourage the CTCN to allocate dedicated resources to pursue its efforts to conduct 

regular ex post impact evaluations of technical assistance 

The CTCN would benefit from demonstrating more thoroughly the long-term climate change related 

impacts and socioeconomic co-benefits (including with regard to gender-related issues) of its technical 

assistance. Despite ongoing efforts (e.g. the extended analysis of selected technical assistance included in 

the 2021 budget was postponed to 2022 owing to the COVID-19 pandemic), estimates of actual impacts 

(as opposed to anticipated impacts, which are currently measured) as well as ex post evaluation resources 

were limited.  This recommendation could be carried out on a sample of projects three to four years after 

implementation, either by independent third parties (through a dedicated budget line) or by dedicated 

internal staff.   

Response  

With the CTCN technical assistance process firmly in place, the CTC recognizes the need to build on initial 

efforts to demonstrate more thoroughly the long-term impacts of its services.  

Since the first independent review of the CTCN, the TEC and the CTCN developed a new joint M&E 

framework to track and assess anticipated impact data that complements data on immediate outputs of 

technical assistance and other activities.  Considering the nature of CTCN interventions, most of which 

focus on creating enabling conditions for further scale-up and implementation of climate technologies, the 

transformational impacts of such interventions are based on forecasts and anticipated results rather than 

already realized impacts. 
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The CTCN hopes to conduct a deep-dive analysis of selected, completed technical assistance interventions 
three to four years post-implementation. The evidence obtained will help determine the extent to which the 
CTCN’s technical assistance achieved its objectives.  Additional financial resources would, however, be 
required to conduct such an analysis; the CTCN will seek the guidance of the Advisory Board on possible 
funding sources. 

Governance and organization 

Recommendation 3: encourage the CTCN to further streamline communication between the host agencies 

and the CTC secretariat 

It was found that the CTCN management structure could benefit from strengthened information flow 

between the CTC co-hosts (UNEP and UNIDO) and the CTC secretariat in Copenhagen. Hence, it is 

recommended to continue streamlining communication between the host agencies and the CTC 

secretariat. Notably, UNEP as host of the CTCN and the CTCN Trust Fund should look for ways to ensure 

that all CTCN resources are directed towards its Trust Fund. 

Response  

The CTC commits to streamlining communication with its host agencies at the management and 
operational levels, including through strengthening existing communication channels while maintaining the 
CTCN’s responsiveness and agility. 

Recognizing the challenges of having financial resources spread across different UNEP and UNIDO 

accounts, the host agencies will explore ways of directing resources to the CTCN’s multi-donor trust fund. 

This would reduce the administrative and reporting burden.  Donor preferences and requirements partly 

determine the accounts into which funds are placed, however, so the host agencies will remind donors 

about the advantages of using the dedicated multi-donor trust fund. 

Recommendation 4: encourage the CTCN to further engage with and improve synergies among Network 

members   

The CTCN should further engage with and improve synergies among Network members in order to take full 

advantage of its members’ valuable sectoral and geographical expertise, allowing for a more efficient 

delivery of its services. It is recommended that the CTCN, guided by its Advisory Board, develop and 

operationalize a network engagement plan. 

Response  

The CTC has made many efforts to enhance Network engagement in recent years, especially as the 
Network continues to grow: over 650 climate technology stakeholders, including academic, finance, non-
government, private sector, public sector, and research entities, have joined the CTC Network to date.  

The CTC will continue to stimulate active engagement with its Network and utilize more fully the knowledge 
and resources available within the Network.  It will develop and put into effect a network engagement plan 
based on the findings from the CTCN’s Network survey conducted in 2019, feedback received from 
members, and past successes in engaging Network members that can be expanded.  

Recommendation 5: encourage the CTCN to enhance efforts to stimulate active collaboration between 

NDEs and reinforce its capacity building support for NDEs to provide improved technical assistance 

The CTCN is encouraged to enhance collaboration between NDEs from Annex I Parties and non-Annex I 

Parties, as well as to reinforce capacity-building provided to non-Annex I Party NDEs, notably by raising 

their profiles among government agencies and the private sector and monitoring the implementation of 

technical assistance and the operationalisation of technical assistance recommendations. One of the main 

difficulties identified by NDEs is in relation to elaborating technical assistance requests. The CTCN is 

therefore encouraged to carry out further capacity-building activities, including through the Incubator 

Programme. 
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Response  

Building capacity of NDEs and national stakeholders to strengthen the skills needed to develop and monitor 

technical assistance requests is essential to the work and mandate of the CTCN. The CTCN uses various 

approaches for identifying capacity development needs of NDEs and is acting to meet those needs.  

The CTC will continue to undertake capacity building activities and provide tailored support to NDEs from 

LDCs and SIDS.  If additional funding is available it will strengthen capacity building programmes that help 

all developing country NDEs develop technical assistance requests in strategic areas following a 

programmatic approach. With additional resources, the CTCN could also further support the development 

of technology road maps for NDC implementation. 

Positioning  

Recommendation 6: encourage the CTCN to collect relevant information for preparing its third programme 

of work, including an evaluation of potential beneficiary needs that could be addressed with the available 

budget 

The CTCN is encouraged to collect relevant information for preparing its forthcoming third programme of 

work. A preliminary analysis should be performed using an assessment of the demand for CTCN services 

based on CTCN experience and a survey of NDEs; a report on the achievement of targets in the second 

programme of work; and a financial plan that identifies financial resources to be mobilized by the CTCN 

during the next period (including pledges from donors). Such an analysis should allow the CTCN to 

determine the share of requests it could potentially address given the current budget estimates. 

Response  

The CTC, in collaboration with UNEP and UNIDO and with the guidance of the Advisory Board, will prepare 

its third Programme of Work in early 2022 for endorsement by the Advisory Board at its September 2022 

meeting.  In designing the Programme of Work with the aim of strengthening its quality and improving 

outcomes, the CTC will incorporate data and findings from ongoing programme monitoring and that 

obtained through evaluations, the independent review, biannual NDE survey results, CTCN technical 

assistance and capacity building closure reports completed by implementing entities, and NDE feedback on 

completed technical assistance.  This will be complemented by guidance provided by the Technology 

Framework and subsequent COP decisions. 

The Third Programme of Work will be prepared during unprecedented times – in a post Covid-19 world with 

heightened climate impacts and a global call to action to Net Zero.  In collecting information relevant for the 

3rd Programme of Work, the CTCN will additionally focus on identifying and implementing transformational 

technologies that contribute to the implementation of enhanced NDCs and Net Zero goals. The CTCN will 

stress opportunities for supporting national efforts to build back forward in a post COVID-19 world, one in 

which digital technology has been identified as critical to addressing the links between climate change, 

nature, and sustainable development.  

Recommendation 7: encourage the CTCN to reinforce its position as a climate technology matchmaker 

It is recommended to further enhance the engagement of technology providers within the CTCN and the 

development of partnerships with existing centres, networks and institutions. The CTCN is encouraged to 

dedicate resources to the implementation of initiatives that enhance direct interaction between the private 

sector Network members. 

Response 

Through its core service areas, the CTCN has positioned itself as a key climate technology matchmaker for 
technology transfer globally, with over 350 technology transfer projects realized in 106 countries. 
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Over one half of the CTC’s Network members are from the private sector, and many represent small and 

medium-sized enterprises (SMEs). The CTC engages its private sector network members through 

opportunities to bid for technical assistance implementation; opportunities for capacity building; joint 

webinars that allow sharing of experience; workshops; on-line presentations, and development of joint 

knowledge resources.  Building on the successful outcomes of these initiatives, the CTCN will continue to 

expand partnerships for technology transfer, capacity building and resource mobilization. The CTCN will 

also seek Advisory Board guidance regarding additional financial resources that would allow enhanced 

interactions between Network members. 
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