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QUESTIONNAIRE FOR PROJECT HOLDERS & PROJECT EVALUATION FORM

This document has two main parts:
1) a questionnaire for the project holders (including questions on the different criteria and indicators relative to the project; in blue colour in the template). Each question is followed by the evaluation by the Scientific and Technical Committee (in green colour in the template). 
2) A final summary with recommendations 
The project holders should fill the questionnaire (blue part) and undertake a self-assessment prior to formal submission of the project to the STC 


 










Call information:secretariat@4p1000.org 
https://4p1000.org/act/calls-for-projects/call-for-projects-2023/?lang=en 
                                                       


	PROJECT DATA

	Coordinator


	Name and surname
	

	Position
	

	Institution
	

	Address
	
	Postal Code
	

	Country
	
	
	

	Telephone/Fax
	
	
	

	Mail
	

	Project


	Title
	

	Acronyme
	

	Area/Region/
Country
	

	Duration
	
	Initial date
	






GENERAL PROCEDURE

This project assessment comprises four sequential steps, with each step being defined by a distinct category of reference criteria. Assessment will proceed to the next step only if the criteria are met for the previous step. If the criteria are not satisfied for a step, the assessment will  not continue to the next step and the project proposer will be informed of the reasons why the project was not assessed fully. Then, depending on the level of technical information provided, and on the relevant expertise available within the STC, technical advice will be provided to the proposer to improve the project. If Step 1 is successful, Step 2 will be completed and if successful, the SOC project assessment will enter in the third and fourth steps of assessment. 

Step 1: Safeguard Criteria will be used to ensure that actions to increase SOC do not restrict human rights, or negatively affect land rights and poverty alleviation. If a SOC project, or a SOC project activity, does not satisfy all safeguard criteria the STC will stop the assessment of the project, or the corresponding project activity, and the project holders will be informed. 

Step 2: Direct Reference Criteria will be used to assess the direct effects of projects on i) SOC stocks and land degradation neutrality (SDG 15), ii) climate change adaptation and iii) climate change mitigation (SDG 13), and iv) food security (SDG 2). A project or activity needs to contribute at least a positive impact on soil organic carbon (i.e. reduce SOC loss, or increase stored SOC, compared to business as usual), and actively aims for positive impacts on the other direct reference criteria. Otherwise, it will not be considered further by the STC. 

Step 3: Indirect Reference Criteria will be used to assess indirect effects of projects on a range of other economic, social and environmental dimensions, including welfare and well-being (SDG 12), biodiversity and ecosystem services (SDG 15), water and nutrient cycles (SDG 6), etc. If, compared to a business-as-usual baseline, the project is likely to result in strong negative impacts on social, economic or environmental dimensions, it will be negatively evaluated on the corresponding criteria. 

Step 4: Cross-cutting Dimensions of projects will be reviewed using cross-cutting criteria, including training and capacity building, participatory and socially inclusive approaches. 

[bookmark: _Hlk71020134]Projects that have undergone the full assessment for the four steps will receive recommendations for further improvement. A short description of the projects that are in conformity with the aims of the 4 per 1000 Initiative will be introduced in our website.

There will be no commitment from the “4 per 1000” Initiative to ensure funding for the projects.




We encourage project holders to fill all parts of questionnaires as much as they can based on their available data
STEP 1 -SAFEGUARD CRITERIA
[bookmark: _Hlk71214304]The assessment will ensure consistency with the Paris declaration of the 4 per 1000 Initiative which ‘recalls the necessity of protecting existing legitimate land rights, including informal rights, and their holders, in coherence with the Voluntary Guidelines on the Responsible Governance of Tenure of Land, Fisheries and Forests in the Context of National Food Security (CFS 2012) and the Principles for Responsible Investment in Agriculture and Food Systems (CFS 2014)’.
	
QUESTIONNAIRE To be filled by project holder
Is there evidence to suggest that this project could have negative impact on
1.1.- Human rights (children, gender, minorities, forced/unpaid work)
                                                YES   □         NO   □          
1.2.- Land tenure rights (land grabbing, conflicts, population displacement, litigation, equity)
                                                YES  □         NO   □          
1.3.- Poverty alleviation (farmers’ income, subsidies, taxes,  employment, other revenues)
                                                YES  □         NO   □         
Please indicate the justification for each of your answers. 
If the project have any positive impact in any of the criteria please explain 


	
	
	

	
	1.1




1.2




1.3






	



[bookmark: _Hlk71214390]References 
[bookmark: _Hlk71022383]Human rights (UN): International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (https://www.ohchr.org/en/professionalinterest/pages/ccpr.aspx), International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (https://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CESCR.aspx) , ILO Convention 169 relative to Indigenous and Tribal People (https://www.ohchr.org/Documents/Publications/GuideIPleaflet8en.pdf) , Guiding Principles on Business and Human Rights (https://www.ohchr.org/documents/publications/guidingprinciplesbusinesshr_en.pdf) 

Local tenure rights: International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights (ICESCR), art. 2.1 (https://www.ohchr.org/EN/ProfessionalInterest/Pages/CESCR.aspx); Committee on World Food Security Voluntary Guidelines on the Responsible Governance of Tenure (http://www.fao.org/tenure/voluntary-guidelines/en/)

Land use: Free Prior and Informed Consent principles, UN REDD guidelines        .



	EVALUATION to be filled by the evaluator
According to the given information do you think this project could have negative impact on
1.1.- Human rights (children, gender, minorities, forced/unpaid work)
                                               YES  □         NO   □        
1.2.- Land tenure rights (land grabbing, conflicts, population displacement, litigation, equity)
                                               YES  □         NO   □          
1.3.- Poverty alleviation (farmers’ income, provisional subsidies, tax payment, employment rate, other revenues)
                                               YES  □         NO   □          

If the answer is YES, please indicate the reasons  


	
	
	

	
	

















	






3-DIRECT REFERENCE CRITERIA
PLEASE, TAKE INTO ACCOUNT THAT IF THE PROJECT DOES NOT CONTRIBUTE AT LEAST A POSITIVE IMPACT TO SOIL ORGANIC CARBON (I.E. REDUCE SOC LOSS, OR INCREASE OF SOC, COMPARED TO BUSINESS AS USUAL) (CRITERION 2.2) WITHOUT INCREASING GHG EMISSIONS (CRITERION 2.3), AND ACTIVELY AIMS FOR POSITIVE IMPACTS ON AT LEAST ONE OF THE OTHER DIRECT REFERENCE CRITERIA (CRITERIA 2.1 and 2.4), THE ASSESSMENT WILL BE STOPPED.(Please consider the potential uncertainty about whether the positive SOC impact will be successfully achieved (e.g. due to drought, fire etc) so the project can aim to contribute but cannot guarantee the outcome.)
Direct criteria are used to assess direct effects of projects on i) soil organic carbon and and degradation neutrality (SDG 15), ii) climate change adaptation and iii) climate change mitigation (SDG 13), and  iv) food security (SDG 2) in Step 2 of a project assessment..
[bookmark: _Hlk71214676]References
FAO. 2020. A protocol for measurement, monitoring, reporting and verification of soil organic carbon in agricultural landscapes – GSOC-MRV Protocol. Rome. https://doi.org/10.4060/cb0509en 
Voluntary Guidelines for Sustainable Soil Management. ITPS, Global Soil Partnership and FAO, Rome 2017.
IPCC (2006). IPCC Guidelines for national greenhouse gas inventories. Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press. (https://www.ipcc-nggip.iges.or.jp/public/2006gl/vol4.html)
Mohr, A., Beuchelt, T., Schneider, R., & Virchow, D. (2016). Food security criteria for voluntary biomass sustainability standards and certifications. Biomass and Bioenergy, 89, 133-145.
Tools for the estimation of the carbon balance : 
· Carbon Benefits Project (https://cbp.nrel.colostate.edu/) 
·  EX-Ante Carbon balance tool (EX-ACT) by FAO (http://www.fao.org/tc/exact/outil-ex-act)




2.1 Soil condition and land restoration

	QUESTIONNAIRE To be filled by project holder

A- Describe the changes to management practices and/or also the new practices intended by the project (land restoration, agricultural practices, forestry practices,…). 


	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
B- Indicate the fraction of land under recognized conservation: restoration practices before and after the project implementation. Clearly define the impact of each restoration practice on the mitigation outcome.

	

	
	
	

	
C- Describe how it will be ensured that the practices continue to be applied after project end.  

	
	
	

	
	
	




	EVALUATION to be filled by the evaluator

A- How and to which extent the project activities contribute to reducing land and soil degradation in ha and in grade of degradation, (e.g. 100 ha reduction of severely degraded land transitioned to moderately degraded land)? Do you think that the practices will be continued for the project duration and in the time beyond?

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
B- Other comments

	

	
	
	

	



Rate the indicator as Excellent (5), Good (4), Fairly good (3), Insufficient (2), Deficient (1) considering your comments. 

	
	5     □
	4     □
	3     □
	2     □
	1    □







2.2 Soil organic carbon stock increase (reduction of losses or increase of SOC)
Measurement of SOC stocks (or at least the provision of information on initial SOC in the project area) is mandatory.

	QUESTIONNAIRE To be filled by project holder
A- What are the methods used to measure or estimate SOC stocks? (e.g. technique for measuring SOC content, bulk density and coarse fragment; withdrawing values from reports or publications; remote sensing,….). 

	
	











	

	
	
Please indicate the initial measured/estimated SOC (if information is available add rows for different soil depths as necessary):
	Year (and month)
	SOC content [unit]
	Bulk density [unit]
	Coarse fragments [unit]
	SOC stock [unit]
	Soil depth [unit]

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	


If you calculated SOC stocks from SOC content, bulk density, coarse fragments and soil depth, please provide the formula you used and, if available, the reference for the formula:
	

	
	
	





	
B-How are the project activities expected to positively affect SOC sequestration (maintaining or increasing SOC levels)? Describe separately for each activity. 


	
	














	

	
	
C- Which reference or publication is this expectation based on? 
	

	
	




















	

	
D- Provide the source of information for the baseline (own measurement, report, map,…)


	
	







	

	

E- Please give details on the relative SOC stock changes per year (% or per mille) compared to the baseline



	
	






	

	

F- Please give details on the expected permanence of additionally stored SOC through the project activities


	
	







	



	EVALUATION to be filled by the evaluator

A-Please indicate if the project aims at decreasing loss or increasing SOC stocks.


	A- 
	
	

	B- 
	













	

	C- 
	

B-Indicate the suitability of the methods used to measure or estimate SOC stocks 

	

	D- 
	














	

	
C-Indicate if and how the project leads to relative changes on SOC stocks per year (% or per mille) compared to baseline.


	E- 
	












	

	
D-What are the risks related to SOC permanence in the framework of this project?


	F- 
	
	

	
E-Based on the answers in sections 2.1 and 2.2, do you consider the project to achieve additional SOC sequestration compared to a scenario without project implementation?


	A- 
	
	

	
F-Other comments


	A- 
	


	





	




Rate the indicator as Excellent (5), Good (4), Fairly good (3), Insufficient (2), Deficient (1) considering your comments. 
	
	5     □
	4     □
	3     □
	2     □
	1     □






2.3.- Other emissions reductions. Climate change mitigation

	QUESTIONNAIRE To be filled by project holder
A- Do you intend to measure CO2, N2O and CH4 net emissions or emission reductions? If YES, which methods will you use? 


	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
B- Do you expect the emissions of CO2, N2O and CH4 emissions to change as a result of the project activities? If YES, describe how the project activities affect emissions and which methodologies can be used to assess this

	

	
	
	

	

C- Is there a possibility that off-site emissions (elsewhere than directly in connection to the soils impacted by the project activities) will increase as a result of the project activities (e.g. through increased/decreased fossil energy demand through changes in land machine use, increased/decreased mineral fertilizer use, increase/decrease of livestock head number per unit of land, extension/reduction of the irrigated area, construction of new roads or buildings)1,2
[footnoteRef:1]Leakage: The increase in GHG emissions by sources or decrease in carbon stock in carbon pools which occurs outside the boundary of the project activity, which is measurable and attributable to the project activity. [1:  UNFCCC (2009):  Glossary of CDM Terms – Version 10.  https://cdm.unfccc.int/Reference/Guidclarif/glos_CDM.pdf  (last accessed October 27, 2021)
] 

 [footnoteRef:2]Rebound effect: Increasing the efficiency of a production process affects the producer-consumer system and can trigger adaptive behaviour that offsets part or all of the initial resource savings. [2:  Paul, Carsten; Techen, Anja-Kristina; Robinson, James Scott; Helming, Katharina (2019): Rebound Effects, in: Agricultural Land And Soil Management: Review And Analytical Framework. Journal Of Cleaner Production, 227, p. 1054-1067.
] 




	
	
	

	

	




	EVALUATION to be filled by the evaluator
A-Are the GHG emissions (CO2, N2O, CH4 in relation to fertilizer production of fossil energy sources) resulting from project activities expected to be greater than the amount of CO2-equivalents sequestered as SOC (LEAKAGE)?

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
B-Other comments 

	

	
	
	

	


Rate the indicator as Excellent (5), Good (4), Fairly good (3), Insufficient (2), Deficient (1) considering your comments. 
	
	5     □
	4     □
	3     □
	2     □
	1     □



2.4.- Climate change adaptation and Food Security
	QUESTIONNAIRE To be filled by project holder

A- What are the current and/or future climate hazards related impacts on the project area? Which indicators do you use to asses this?


	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
B- What are the current or expected climate change impacts in agricultural or livestock production?

	

	
	
	

	







	
C - How do the activities reduce these climate impacts?


	














	



[bookmark: _Hlk99009307]

	
D-  Which impact on yields and yield stability is expected?

	













	








	[bookmark: _Hlk99009386]
E- Will the project activities have an impact on the quality of food produced in the concerned agricultural systems (e.g. affect the nutrient content of plant and animal products)?

	

	

	F- Will the project activities have an impact on the access to food for the concerned population?

	

	





	EVALUATION to be filled by the evaluator
A-Do you think that the project could lead to a better adaptation of the production system to climate change?

	
	
	

	
	
	

	

	B- Do you think that the Project could lead to changes in supply & stability & access of agricultural food products?

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
C- Could the Project affect the safety and quality of agricultural food products?
	

	
	
	

	

	D- Other comments

	
	
	







Rate the indicator as Excellent (5), Good (4), Fairly good (3), Insufficient (2), Deficient (1) considering your comments. 
	
	5     □
	4     □
	3     □
	2     □
	1     □



Step 3-INDIRECT CRITERIA
Indirect criteria are used to assess indirect effects of SOC projects on a range of economic, social and environmental dimensions in Step 3 of a SOC project assessment.
References 
Biodiversity criteria for evaluating development assistance projects. World Resources Institute (https://www.cbd.int/doc/guidelines/fin-wri-gd-lns-en.pdf; accessed online, Nov. 2, 2017)
Hashimoto, T., Stedinger, J. R., & Loucks, D. P. (1982). Reliability, resiliency, and vulnerability criteria for water resource system performance evaluation. Water resources research, 18(1), 14-20.
Guidelines Poverty and Livelihoods Analysis for Targeting in IFAD-supported Projects (2008) (https://www.ifad.org/.../b7fc45f9-a4a8-49e3-a12a-00db4b7921f1; accessed online, Nov. 2, 2017)
	
QUESTIONNAIRE To be filled by project holder
According to your understanding do you think this project could have positive / negative or no impact on
3.1.- Biodiversity (landscape biodiversity, plant functional diversity, protected patrimonial and endangered species, crop and animal genetic diversity)
                                   POSITIVE  □         NEGATIVE   □        NONE  □  

3.2.- Water resources (soil infiltration, annual evapotranspiration, N/P losses, pesticide loses, tree cover fraction in riparian zones)
                                   POSITIVE  □         NEGATIVE   □        NONE  □  
3.3.- Welfare and well-being (access to education, access to health, access to sanitation, access to communications)
                                    POSITIVE  □         NEGATIVE O  □        NONE  □  
Please, in any case, indicate the reasons 


	
	
	

	
	3.1.- Before the project: space for time; During the project:  surveys of habitats





3.2.- Before the project: space for time; During the project: hydrological and nutrients surveys





3.3.- Surveys (reference to be provided)
	





	EVALUATION to be filled by the evaluator
According to the given information do you think this project could have positive / negative or no impact on
3.1.- Biodiversity (landscape biodiversity, plant functional diversity, protected patrimonial and endangered species, crop and animal genetic diversity)
                                  POSITIVE  □         NEGATIVE  □        NONE  □  
3.2.- Water resources (soil infiltration, annual evapotranspiration, N/P losses, pesticide losses, tree cover fraction)
                                   POSITIVE  □         NEGATIVE  □        NONE  □  
3.3.- Welfare and well-being (access to education, access to health, access to sanitation, access to communications)
                                    POSITIVE  □         NEGATIVE  □        NONE  □  

Please, in any case indicate the reasons  

	
	
	

	
	3.1.-





3.2.-





3.3.-
	



Rate the indicator as Excellent (5), Good (4), Fairly good (3), Insufficient (2), Deficient (1) considering your comments. 
	
	5     □
	4     □
	3     □
	2     □
	1     □




STEP 4-CROSS-CUTTING CRITERIA
Crosscutting criteria of SOC projects will be reviewed, including training and capacity building, participatory and socially inclusive approaches in Step 4 of a SOC project assessment.
References 
A framework for an inclusive local development policy.  Background information. 

	
QUESTIONNAIRE To be filled by project holder
According to your understanding do you think this project could have positive / negative or no impact on 
4.1. - Inclusive and participatory approaches 
                                         POSITIVE  □         NEGATIVE   □        NONE  □  
4.2.- Technical training and socio-economic capacity building
                                         POSITIVE  □         NEGATIVE   □        NONE  □  
Please, in any case, indicate the reasons for your answers

	
	
	

	
	4.1.- Indicate, if possible, the proportion of stakeholders engaged in the project, and the approach taken to ensure inclusiveness of participation. In the case of ongoing projects reference of any survey should be provided 





4.2.- Indicate, if possible, the number or proportion of stakeholders trained or provided opportunities for capacity building. In the case of ongoing projects reference of any survey should be provided 





	






	EVALUATION to be filled by the evaluator

According to the given information do you think this project could have positive / negative or no impact on
4.1. - Inclusive and participatory approaches
                                     POSITIVE  □         NEGATIVE  □        NONE  □  
4.2.- Technical training and socio-economic capacity building
                                     POSITIVE  □         NEGATIVE  □        NONE  □  

Please, in any case, indicate the reasons  for your answers


	
	
	

	
	4.1.-





4.2.-










	



Rate the indicator as Excellent (5), Good (4), Fairly good (3), Insufficient (2), Deficient (1) considering your comments. 
	
	5     □
	4     □
	3     □
	2     □
	1     □





FINAL SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS
(TO BE FILLED BY THE EVALUATOR)
__________________________________________________________________________

SUMMARY








RECOMMENDATIONS
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