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Il. STAP Advisory Response (see table below for explanation)

1. Based on this PIF screening, STAP’s advisory response to the GEF Secretariat and GEF Agency(ies):
Consent

lll. Further guidance from STAP

2. The main goal of the project is to promote energy efficiency in industry sector in Chile, through
development of market.
i) Technological Interventions: IPCC (2007) has highlighted a number of potential technological
interventions for reducing GHG emissions in industry sector namely; energy management systems,
efficient motor systems, boilers, furnaces, lighting and heating/ventilation/air conditioning, and process
integration. The technological interventions can be grouped into “Energy efficiency, fuel switching, power
recovery, renewables, feedstock change, product change and material efficiency”.

Small and medium enterprises or industries (SME) are mentioned as focus of the project. There
must be hundreds of SMEs. Which industries will be selected or prioritized for technical intervention.
What criteria and methods will be used for selecting the industries and technologies; potential for
mitigation, cost-effectiveness, etc. Which industries and technologies will be selected for demonstration
and financing. The potential for mitigation of different industries could be considered.

ii) Baseline and Control Groups: Area there any quantitative indicators of baseline levels of energy
use and GHG emissions. Will there be any set of control group of industries to compare and estimate
the energy savings potential of technological interventions. A more quantitative explanation of GHG
emissions in the absence GEF project is necessary.

iii) Methods and Monitoring: There is a need for selection and inclusion of methods for estimation and
monitoring of energy savings and GHG emissions under baseline and project scenario conditions.

iv) Risks: Risk associated with performance of new technologies or interventions could be considered,
along with the risk associated with financial viability of technologies.

Reference: IPCC, 2007, Climate Change; Mitigation of Climate Change.

STAP advisory Brief explanation of advisory response and action proposed
response
1.  Consent STAP acknowledges that on scientific/technical grounds the concept has merit. However, STAP may state its views on the

concept emphasising any issues that could be improved and the proponent is invited to approach STAP for advice at any time
during the development of the project brief prior to submission for CEQ endorsement.

Project ID number will be assigned initially by GEFSEC.




Minor revision
required.

STAP has identified specific scientific/technical suggestions or opportunities that should be discussed with the proponent as
early as possible during development of the project brief. One or more options that remain open to STAP include:
()  Opening a dialogue between STAP and the proponent to clarify issues
(ii)  Setting a review point during early stage project development and agreeing terms of reference for an independent
expert to be appointed to conduct this review
The proponent should provide a report of the action agreed and taken, at the time of submission of the full project brief for
CEOQ endorsement.

Major revision
required

STAP proposes significant improvements or has concerns on the grounds of specified major scientific/technical omissions in
the concept. If STAP provides this advisory response, a full explanation would also be provided. Normally, a STAP approved
review will be mandatory prior to submission of the project brief for CEO endorsement.

The proponent should provide a report of the action agreed and taken, at the time of submission of the full project brief for
CEOQ endorsement.




