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KEY PROJECT INFORMATION
	GS ID of Project 
	GS6598

	Title of Project
	Water for Climate Rwanda

	Time of First Submission Date 
	09/02/2024

	Date of Design Certification
	29/03/2019

	Version number of the PDD
	5.4

	Completion date of version
	10/07/2024

	Project Developer 
	CO2logic

	Project Representative
	Herman NOPPEN

	Project Participants and any communities involved 
	Water Access Rwanda (WAR)
Mkaarbon safari

	Host Country (ies)
	Rwanda

	Activity Requirements applied

	[bookmark: Check7]|X| Community Service Activity 
|_| Renewable Energy
|_| Land-Use and Forests Activity Requirements/Risks & Capacities
|_| N/A 

	Scale of the project activity
	|_| Micro scale
[bookmark: Check2]|X| Small Scale
|_| Large Scale

	Other Requirements applied
	N/A

	Methodology (ies) applied and version number
	Methodology for Emission Reductions from Safe Drinking Water Supply (Version 1.0)

	Product Requirements applied
	
[bookmark: Check4]|X| GHG Emissions Reduction & Sequestration 
|_| Renewable Energy Label 
|_| N/A 

	Project Cycle:
	[bookmark: Check11]|X| Regular
|_| Retroactive 







Table 1 – Estimated Sustainable Development Contributions
	SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT GOALS TARGETED
	SDG IMPACT 
(DEFINED IN B.6)
	ESTIMATED ANNUAL AVERAGE
	UNITS OR PRODUCTS

	13 Climate Action 
(mandatory)
	Emission reductions
	15,455
	tCO2

	5 Gender Equality
	Gender Wage equity
	1
	Ratio 

	6 Clean Water and Sanitation
	Access to improved source of water
	38,419
	Number

	8. Decent work and economic growth
	Increased employment opportunities
	5
	Number
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[bookmark: _Ref128431685]SECTION A. DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT
A.1 Purpose and general description of project 
Water Access Rwanda (WAR) together with CO2logic and mkaarbon safari will implement a project to provide safe drinking water to communities in the districts of Rusizi, Ngoma, Rwamagana and Bugesera. The company SPADEL provides the funding for the project. 
The project consists of the repair of damaged and defunct boreholes[footnoteRef:1] or the drilling of new boreholes. Boreholes may be dysfunctional e.g. due to a broken or removed pump or other broken parts like plunger, chain or rising main. The rehabilitation or new drilling of boreholes reduces the need for households to boil water as a means of purification or to consume unsafe water being the scenario prior to implementation of the project activity.  [1:  This may also include wells.] 

The project reserves as an option to drill new boreholes in case that this would reveal to be more favorable than rehabilitating the existing defunct boreholes. 
Boreholes may either consist of only one water point (being at the location of the borehole) or several water points if a standpipe is connected to a borehole. In case of a standpipe system water is pumped from the borehole to different water points using solar energy. Grid electricity could be used as back-up if no solar energy is available.  
Many existing boreholes in the districts of Rusizi, Ngoma, Rwamagana, Kirehe and Nyagatare and Bugesera have fallen into disrepair because of lack of systematic maintenance programs and due to insufficient financial means in the districts. CO2logic/mkaarbon safari will work with the local implementing partner Water Access Rwanda to repair/drill and maintain around 50 boreholes[footnoteRef:2] across the 4 districts. [2:  The final number of boreholes to be rehabilitated/newly drilled may be lower or higher. The exact number will be decided at a later stage depending on the available budget and investor’s need on ERs. ] 

The concept of suppressed demand is applied in cases where unsafe water is used because adequate safe water is not available and where treatment is not practiced due to the prevalence of barriers like e.g. the lack of firewood or not enough money to buy firewood. 


Eligibility of the project under Gold Standard
The proposed project falls under section 3.1.1 of GS4GG Principles & Requirements (Version 1.2), with the following eligibility criteria:

	Eligibility Criteria Justification
	Eligibility Criteria Justification

	(a) Types of Projects

Section 3.1.1 of GS4GG Principles &
Requirements (Version 1.2)
Eligible projects shall include physical
action/implementation on the ground. Preidentified eligible project types are identified in the Eligibility Principles and Requirements section.




	The project provides access to clean water for household being thus Community Service WASH activity. More precisely, the project includes the excavation and rehabilitation of boreholes. 

As per section 4.1.3 of GS4GG Principles & Requirements (Version 1.2), “A Project type is automatically eligible for Gold Standard Certification if there are Gold Standard approved Activity Requirements and/or Impact Quantification Methodologies associated with it or it’s referenced in the Gold Standard Product Requirements”. The project type is automatically eligible for Gold Standard Certification.

	(b) Location of Project:

Section 3.1.1 of GS4GG Principles &
Requirements (Version 1.2) 
Projects may be located in any part of the world.

Section 3.1.2 of GS4GG Community Services Activity Requirements (Version 1.2) Project Area and Boundary shall be defined in line with the applicable Impact Quantification Methodologies and Product Requirements.
	The project location is Rwanda. (refer to section A.2 of the PDD for detailed project area and boundary) and there are no mandatory operational schemes to reduce GHG emissions in any form (e.g., cap & trade, carbon tax etc.) in Rwanda, which based on section 3.1.1 of GS4GG GHG Emissions Reduction & Sequestration Product Requirements (Version 2.0) is an eligible host country.

	(c) Project Area, Project Boundary and Scale:

Section 3.1.2 (b): The Project Area and Project Boundary shall be defined. […]and Products Requirements. In order to avoid double counting the […]of impacts amongst projects).

	The project location is Rwanda. (refer to section A.2 of the PDD for detailed project area and boundary). 

The project boundary is defined based on
Methodology for Emission Reductions from Safe Drinking Water Supply (Version 1.0) and is limited to Rwanda (refer to section B.3 of the PDD). 

The proposed project activity is a small energy efficiency project activity, and the project area as well as the boundaries are clearly defined in A.1. and section A.2

This project is not included by any other carbon standard neither voluntary or compliant.
The avoiding of the double counting is confirmed by ensuring that 
each project water system will be identified with unique gps coordinates of its location which enables the unique identification of the borehole to be part of this project.


	(d) Host Country Requirements

Projects shall be in compliance with applicable Host Country’s legal, environmental, ecological and social regulations.
	This project is in compliance with Rwanda’s legal, environmental, and social regulations. The project is actively contributing to the Host Country by reducing the GHG emissions, fuel consumption as well as economic and time savings to thousands of poor households.

	e) Contact Details:

As part of the Project Documentation the Project Developer shall provide (i) name and (ii) contact details […]to refuse use of the Standard where reputational concerns are highlighted.
	All the project participant information have been provided in Appendix 2.

	(f) Legal Ownership

Full and uncontested legal ownership[…] All projects shall immediately report to Gold Standard any land title/tenure disputes arising.
	The transfer of credit ownership from end-users and technology providers to the project developer is proved with written assertions signed by relevant representative.

Moreover, the credit ownership was also discussed during the stakeholder meeting and mentioned in the Project Summary provided to stakeholders.

	(g) Other Rights

As well as legal title and ownership […] Project implementation in affected areas.
	There are no disputes or contested rights that have been identified in relation to rights relevant to the project activity.

	(h) Official Development Assistance
(ODA) Declaration

All Project Developers applying for project activities […] shall declare the Official Development Assistance (ODA) support
	It is confirmed that no Official Development Assistance (ODA) has been requested and none will be applied for the project activity.

	
	



The project also falls under section 3 of GS4GG Community Services Activity Requirements (Version 1.2), with the following eligibility criteria

	Eligibility Criteria Justification
	Eligibility Criteria Justification

	(a) Types of Projects

S

Section 3.1.1 of GS4GG Community Services Activity Requirements (Version 1.2)
Pre-identified CSA project types are a)
Renewable energy; b) End-use energy
efficiency; c) Waste management and
handling; d) Water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH).



	The project provides access to clean water for household being thus Community Service WASH activity. More precisely, the project includes the excavation and rehabilitation of boreholes. 
Therefore, the project activity falls under section 3.1.1 
(b) “End-Use Energy Efficiency Improvement: Project activities that reduce energy requirements as compared to baseline scenario without affecting the level and quality of services or products, where the end user of the products and services are clearly identified and when the physical intervention is required at the user end.” and (d) “Water, sanitation and hygiene (WASH): WASH activities contributing to climate change mitigation and/or adaptation benefits” of GS4GG Community Services Activity Requirements (Version 1.2). 


	(b) Location of Project:

Section 3.1.2 of GS4GG Community Services Activity Requirements (Version 1.2) Project Area and Boundary shall be defined in line with the applicable Impact Quantification Methodologies and Product Requirements.
	The project location is Rwanda. (refer to section A.2 of the PDD for detailed project area and boundary) and there are no mandatory operational schemes to reduce GHG emissions in any form (e.g., cap & trade, carbon tax etc.) in Rwanda, which based on section 3.1.1 of GS4GG GHG Emissions Reduction & Sequestration Product Requirements (Version 2.0) is an eligible host country.

	(C) Suppressed Demand

Section 3.1.3 of GS4GG Community Services
Activity Requirements (Version 1.2)
Certain Impact Quantification methodologies allow projects to account Suppressed Demand scenario when establishing a baseline. In such
cases, the application of Suppressed Demand baseline is limited to Small Scale and Microscale Projects. Where a Suppressed Demand baseline is applied, it is not possible to ‘stack’ Gold Standard Certified Impact Statements or Products as the definition of the baseline may be contradictory.
	The project activity will apply suppressed demand scenario. As per Section 3.1.3 of
GS4GG Community Services Activity
Requirements (Version 1.2), it can it a small scale GS VER project.



Legal ownership of products generated by the project and legal rights to alter use of resources required to service the project
The rehabilitation of boreholes does not involve any activity that causes alteration of any resource, therefore the need for acquiring any specific legal right is not applicable.
In case of new drilling of boreholes, as the borehole becomes a public asset for the users, an agreement is reached between the owner of the land where the borehole will be placed and the community at large. This agreement transfers the small piece of land into public ownership of all the residents in the area and allows users to have access to the plot at anytime. The land taken by a borehole is very small and will generally not affect the value of the original landowner’s remaining land, rather it will increase the value as the landowner of the remaining land lives nearby the borehole. During this land agreement, a small payment may be given for any crops destroyed in the process of sitting the borehole.     
CO2logic has full and uncontested legal ownership of the VERs that are generated from the Gold Standard Certification of this project. 
The transfer of carbon credit ownership from end-users to the project owner CO2logic will be proven with a written assertion signed by the head of the WASH[footnoteRef:3] committee on behalf of the communities in which the boreholes are located. The template of this assertion[footnoteRef:4] will be provided at the project validation and the final signed version of the same at project verification.  [3:  WASH stands for water access, sanitation and hygiene. ]  [4: 



 See template of transfer of carbon credit ownership in ER calculation excel spreadsheet. ] 


A.2 Location of project
The project activity has been implemented in communities in the districts of Rusizi, Ngoma, Rwamagana, Bugesera, Kirehe and Nyagatare all located in the Republic of Rwanda. See in the following a district map with the intervention districts encircled.
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A.3 Technologies and/or measures
Any borehole/pump technology can be involved in the project activity. However, it is foreseen that the most common technologies will be of Afridev or India Mark. For some of the boreholes, solar powered pumps may be installed instead of hand-pumps and/or a standpipe system may be made available for more people accessing water points. 
The rehabilitated/new boreholes will be properly maintained in form of both preventive and corrective maintenance. Water coming from the water points will be periodically tested for E.coli bacteria in order to guarantee safe and clean water at all times. 
A WASH committee has been established for each borehole. These committees amongst others help to ensure that surroundings of the boreholes are kept clean and protected against animals or vandalism and notify the hand-pump mechanic immediately in case any problem with the borehole occurs.  Additionally, they are community mobilizers who remind their peers of good practices to keep water safe and sensitize them on handwash practices to further reduce instances of waterborne diseases.

Afridev Hand Pump
India Mark Hand Pump







A.4 Scale of the project

The project is a small scale project, as described in Section A.1.1. 


A.5 Funding of the project

The project does not receive any public funding. 




[bookmark: _Ref49515954]SECTION B. APPLICATION OF APPROVED GOLD STANDARD METHODOLOGY (IES) AND/OR DEMONSTRATION OF SDG CONTRIBUTIONS 
B.1. Reference of approved methodology (ies) 
Emission Reductions from safe drinking water supply, version 1.0. Published on 03/05/2021.

CDM Tool 11: Assessment of the validity of the original/current baseline and update of the baseline at the renewal of the crediting period” (Version 03.0.1, EB 66, Annex 47),

B.2. Applicability of methodology (ies)
The choice of the selected methodology is justified by demonstrating that the project meets each applicability condition of the applied methodology (see the below tables).

	Reference
	Methodology applicability requirement
	Justification for the Project Activity
	Confirmation

	a
	Eligible household water treatment technologies (HWT), institutional water treatment technologies (IWT), and community level water treatment technologies (CWT) include bleach/chlorine, water filter (ceramic, sand, composite, membrane, etc.), UV disinfection, etc.
	The project does not include the implementation of any purification system. Although, water quality will be monitored throughout the crediting period.
	Yes

	b
	Eligible community water supply technologies (CWS) include new installation of new borehole hand-pumps, borehole hand-pumps rehabilitation, solar powered drinking water pumps, etc. Water pumps powered by fossil-fuel engines are not eligible, with the exception of backup fossil–fuel engines that are used for no more than 10% of operating hours
	The project includes the installation and rehabilitation of borehole hand-pumps and solar powered water pumps (only back-up fossil-fuel engine that are used for no more than 10%). Records of operating hours of the back-up fossil fuel engines and fuel purchase evidences will be provided. 
	Yes

	c
	All projects involving CWT and CWS technologies must also include ongoing maintenance and repair of the project technology.
	A continuous monitoring of systems functionality will be implemented. This will be performed as described in relative section of this document.

	Yes

	d
	Where the project involves the rehabilitation of an existing technology, the project developer shall provide evidence that the existing technology is non-operational and that there is no planned maintenance or repair for at
least 3 months after the date it became non-operational.
	Relative evidences will be provide at validation stage.
MoU between Water Access Rwanda and the different districts have been signed, which include the obligation for Water Access Rwanda to maintain the project technology.
	Yes

	e
	This methodology allows for project activities to include safe water treatment and/or supply technologies implemented for end-users in households, and/or commercial premises such as shops or institutional
premises including half or full day/boarding schools, prisons, army camps & refugee camps
	The technology included in this project is a CWS technology.
	Yes

	f
	In cases where the safe water is retrieved at the CWT or CWS location, the
water in its improved form shall be available within a distance of 1 km or
less from the end-users, as demonstrated by satellite imaging or GPS coordinates of each CWT or CWS location. Alternatively, as a proxy, a total collection time of 30 minutes or less for a round trip, including queuing,
using the travel modes of walking or pedaling may be demonstrated
	All households included in the project live within a 1km radius from the CWS system. This shall be confirmed within each monitoring phase through Usage and Project surveys. The walking distance of less than 30 minutes of each household to their water point from whitch they fetch water is confirmed by the monitoring survey. 
	Yes

	g
	Project technology performance level (HWT and IWT): It shall be demonstrated based on report of laboratory testing or official notification that the project technology or equipment achieves either (i) the performance target classification 3-star or 2-star level, meaning “Comprehensive Protection,” as per the WHO International Scheme to
Evaluate Household Water Treatment Technologies
(World Health
Organization, 2011) or (ii) compliance with the national standard or guideline for household drinking water treatment technology; if no national guideline or standard is available, then the project technology shall comply with the WHO International Scheme requirements as per (i)
	Project technology performance is in line with national requirements. This will be Confirmed at the verification stage.
	

	h
	Project technology performance level (CWT and CWS): For each individual CWT or CWS, it shall be demonstrated at the start of each crediting period
with water quality testing reports that the water directly supplied by the project water technology/source achieves both: i. microbial quality in line with either (i) national standards or guidelines for microbial quality of drinking water, or in the absence of such requirements, (ii) the guideline values for verification of microbial quality from the Guidelines for drinking-water quality (Table 7.10, WHO, 2017); and ii. compliance with (i) national standards or guidelines on priority chemical contamination and physical and aesthetic aspects, or in the absence of such requirements, (ii) international standards or
guidelines on priority chemical contamination and physical and aesthetic aspects.
	Project technology performance will be tested at the start of the actual crediting period.
	Yes

	i
	The project must conduct annual water hygiene education campaigns for the end-users
	Hygiene Campaigns will be performed on a yearly basis.Lists of participants to each WASH campaign is provided. 
	Yes

	j
	A project applying this methodology may make SDG claims if relevant
monitoring parameter(s) is included in the monitoring plan to demonstrate
and confirm the project’s contributions to SDGs.
	Please refer to the section B.7.1 which details the relevant parameters to monitor the different indicators to demonstrate the project’s contribution to SDG’s.
	Yes



B.3. Project boundary

	Source
	GHGs
	Included?
	Justification/Explanation

	Baseline scenario
	Emissions from wood fuels utilized for obtaining safe drinking water displaced due to project activity
	CO2
	Yes
	Major source of emissions

	
	
	CH4
	Yes
	Minor source of emissions

	
	
	N2O
	Yes
	Minor source of emissions

	
	Emissions from fossil fuels utilized for obtaining safe drinking water displaced due to project activity
	CO2
	Yes
	Major source of emissions

	
	
	CH4
	No
	Excluded for simplification

	
	
	N2O
	No
	Excluded for simplification

	Project scenario
	Emissions from electricity for operating project water supply/treatment technology 
	CO2
	Yes
	Limited electrical energy may be required

	
	
	CH4
	No
	Excluded for simplification

	
	
	N2O
	No
	Excluded for simplification

	
	Emissions from fossil fuels for operating project water supply/treatment technology
	CO2
	Yes
	Limited fuel energy may be required

	
	
	CH4
	No
	Excluded for simplification

	
	
	N2O
	No
	Excluded for simplification




B.4. Establishment and description of baseline scenario

As per § 3.4.1 of the applied methodology, users that boil unsafe water for drinking in the pre-project scenario, the general baseline scenario is that they would have boiled water for drinking in the absence of the project activity.
As per §3.4.2 of the applied methodology, for household end-users currently drinking unsafe water, the principles of suppressed demand are applied, such that the general baseline scenario is assumed to be that users would have boiled water for drinking in the absence of the project activity.

As per the tool “Assessment of the validity of the original/current baseline and update
of the baseline at the renewal of the crediting period" (Version 03.0.1, EB 66, Annex
47,
• The first step provides an approach to evaluate whether the current baseline is
still valid for the next crediting period.
• The second step provides an approach to update the baseline in case that the
current baseline is not valid anymore for the next crediting period.

Step 1: Assess the validity of the current baseline for the next crediting period

The “Procedures for the renewal of the crediting period of a registered CDM project
activity” approved by the CDM Executive Board require assessing the impact of new
relevant national and/or sectoral policies and circumstances on the baseline.
The validity of the current baseline is assessed using the following Sub-steps:

Step 1.1: Assess compliance of the current baseline with relevant mandatory
national and/or sectoral policies

As the current baseline complies with all relevant mandatory national and/or sectoral
policies which have come into effect after the submission of the project activity for
validation or the submission of the previous request for renewal of the crediting period
and are applicable at the time of requesting renewal of the crediting period, Step 1.2.
has been approached. Please refer to fixed ex-ante parameter “”Regulatory Framework for safe water supply”. 

Step 1.2: Assess the impact of circumstances

The baseline scenario identified at the validation of the project activity was the
continuation of the current practice. The baseline scenario has not changed in favor of the project activityas showed by the 2021 study: WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring Programme for Progress on Household Drinking Water, Sanitation and Hygiene, 2000- 2020 (2021), which reports an average of 12% of safely managed water resources for Rwanda. This is consistent with the initial baseline survey, which is more conservative than the baseline study study, where it appears than 18.8% of the population who were using non-boiling safe water supply before the project. 
Furthermore, due to financial hurdles, it has faced throughout the first crediting period, it is seeking a renewal of crediting period.

Step 1.3: Assess whether the continuation of use of current baseline
equipment(s) or an investment is the most likely scenario for the crediting
period for which renewal is requested.

This sub-step is applicable as the baseline scenario identified at the validation of the
project activity was the continuation of use of the current equipment(s). The technical lifetime of the waterpoints is expected to be 25 years, as mentioned in the MoU’s (please refer to B6.2. Ex ante parameter: Expected lifetime of the technology). Therefore, no additional investment is expected during the new crediting period. Hence, the continuation of current baseline is the most likely scenario for the second crediting period. 

Step 1.4: Assessment of the validity of the data and parameters

It is noticed as per the Gold Standard notification that current applied Methodology is
the Methodology for Emission Reductions from Safe Drinking Water Supply v1.0. All the default values, emission factors and parameters have been updated as per the methodology.
As per step 1.2, the C-factor (population who were using non-boiling safe water supply before the project) remains the same.  

Step 2: Update the current baseline and the data and parameters

 Step 2.1. Update the Current baseline
 
This step is not applicable as neither of the Steps 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 has shown
that the current baseline scenario needs to be updated.

Step 2.2. Update the data and parameters
However, as per step 1.4, different parameters need to be updated for the whole crediting period:

· FNRB
· Target population characteristics, mainly the type of stoves used as well as the type of fuel. 
The fNRB value has been derived as per tool 30, version 04.0[footnoteRef:5].  [5:  https://cdm.unfccc.int/methodologies/PAmethodologies/tools/am-tool-30-v4.0.pdf] 

The baseline scenario is the consumption of unsafe water in the absence of the project. It is assumed that the target population would have boiled water for drinking.  The project activity aims to reduce the usage of non-renewable sources of fuel. 

A baseline survey including at least 100 households (102) has been conducted. A separate baseline survey report and excel calculation spreadsheet has been presented to the DOE at the time of validation.
The following baseline studies has been made:
A.	Baseline Non-Renewable Biomass (NRB) assessment, if biomass is one of the baseline fuels
As the biomass is the baseline fuel of the project, the fractional non-renewability of biomass needs to be established.
As the biomass is the baseline fuel of the project, the fractional non-renewability of biomass needs to be established. The fNRB value has been taken from the 3rd party report by Seed Ecology and the Cape Climate Collective where fNRB is  calculated using CDM Tool 30 EB 115 Annex 22 v4.0 2022[footnoteRef:6]. The fNRB value for Rwanda from the report is 0.92 [6:  “Calculation of the fraction of non-renewable biomass (fnrb), CDM Tool 30 EB 115 Annex 22 v4.0 2022”, Seed Ecology and Cape Climate Collective (2024)] 


The value of fNRB is fixed ex-ante for entire crediting period even though the project activity may choose to update the fNRB during the crediting period.
 

B.	Target population characteristics
The baseline survey has been made with in person interviews with a robust sample of targeted end-users without project technologies that are representative of end-users targeted in the project activity. The baseline survey was made to provide information on target population characteristics, baseline technology use and type of fuel consumption. 
The survey was carried out following the below guidelines for minimum sample size and was tailored to gather the following data:
Sample sizing
-	Group size > 1000: Minimum sample size 100

Data collected 
· Address or location and telephone number (mobile or landline where possible) 
· The number of people served by the baseline technology and typical usage patterns and tasks (e.g. commercial, institutional, domestic, etc.) 
· Types of baseline technologies used and estimated frequency 
· Types of fuels used and estimated quantities 
· Number of households and family members and name of household representatives within the comprehensive baseline census 

B.5. Demonstration of additionality
Use this table for Automatic Additionality Only – delete if N/A
	Specify the methodology, activity requirement or product requirement that establishes deemed additionality for the proposed project (including the version number and the specific paragraph, if applicable).
	Community Services Activity Requirements (Version 1.2), paragraph 4.1.9: 
“Projects that meet any of the following criteria are considered as deemed additional and therefore are not required to prove Financial Additionality at the time of Design Certification: 
(a)	Positive list (Annex B) 
(b)	Projects located in LDC, SIDS, LLDC
(c)	Micro-scale projects

	Describe how the proposed project meets the criteria for deemed additionality. 
	The project activity meets the criterion (b) “Projects located in LDC, SIDS, LLDC”of the section 4.1.9 of the Community Services Activity Requirements since it is located in an LDC:  Republic of Rwanda . 
The Community Services Activity Requirements include end-use energy efficiency projects, under which the project activity falls.





B.5.1 Prior Consideration 
Not applicable as current project activity is seeking registration for renewal of crediting period. 

B.5.2 Ongoing Financial Need

The finance derived from the Gold Standard certification is crucial for the economic sustainability of the project. 
Indeed, the project cover two different type of technologies:
Hand water pumps: which supply water without any charge. The related costs are, but not limited to preventive care, repair and maintenance activities from the regional technicial, water quality test. The breakdown is detailed as follow:
· direct equipment cost is around 47-53%
· Operations (transport, communication, salaries,..): 30%
· Taxes are 18% of the revenues.
Revenues from carbon cover direct quipment cost, so only approx.. 50% of the total costs related to the hand pumps. 
For the water kiosks (INUMA), the water is charged at the minimal price of 1.25 RWF/liter, which is insignificant in comparison with the costs of filtering, frequent water testing, kiosk attendants salaries,..The margin without the carbon credits will be – 39%. The revenues from Carbon credits represent 36% of the revenues of the water kiosks, and therefore, an important share of the total revenues. 
In both cases, the project depends widely on the revenues from carbon credits in order for Water Access Rwanda to be able to continue providing water for free at the water hand pumps and at 1.25 RWF/liter at the INUMA water kiosks. Hence, the project is seeking to renew its crediting period for another 5 years. 

B.6. Sustainable Development Goals (SDG) outcomes
Relevant Target/Indicator for each of the three SDGs
	SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT 
GOALS TARGETED
	MOST RELEVANT 
SDG TARGET
	SDG IMPACT

	
	
	
INDICATOR (PROPOSED OR SDG INDICATOR)

	SDG 13 Climate Action (mandatory)
	N/A
	Emissions Reductions

	SDG 5: Gender Equality
	5.1: End all forms of discrimination against all women and girls everywhere
	Women empowerment and gender equality

	SDG 6: Clean Water and Sanitation
	6.1: By 2030, achieve universal and equitable access to safe and affordable drinking water for all
	Access to improved source of water

	SDG 8: Increased employment growth
	8.5 By 2030, achieve full and productive employment and decent work for all women and men, including for young people and persons with disabilities, and equal pay for work of equal value
	Increased employment opportunities


	
	
	




B.6.1 Explanation of methodological choices/approaches for estimating the SDG Impact
SDG 13, Climate action

In line with the applied methodology “GS MS Methodology for Emission Reductions from Safe Drinking Water Supply v1.0”, emission reductions can be estimated by using the following formulas. The applied GS Emission Reduction calculation tool is based on these formulas. 
[image: ]
Where:
	ERy
	Emission reductions in year y (t CO2e/yr)

	BEy
	Baseline emissions in year y (t CO2e/yr)

	Pey
	Project emissions in year y (t CO2e/yr)

	LEy
	Leakage emissions in year y (t CO2e/yr)



Determination of baseline emissions (BEy)
The baseline emissions factor is calculated as follows:
[image: ]
Where:
	EFb
	Emission factor for the use of fuel to obtain safe water in the baseline (tCO2e/L)

	SEw,b,y
	Specific energy required to boil water (kJ/L), to be calculated as per  the paragraph below

	xf
	Proportion of fuel f used in the baseline (fraction determined based on an energy basis)

	EFb,f,CO2
	CO2 emission factor from use of fuel f (tCO2/TJ)

	EFb,f,nonCO2
	Non-CO2 emission factor arising from use of fuel f, when the baseline fuel f is biomass or charcoal (tCO2e/TJ). This parameter is omitted when f is a fossil fuel

	fNRB,f,y
	Fractional non-renewability status of woody biomass fuel during year y (fraction). For biomass, it is the fraction of woody biomass that can be established as non-renewable. This parameter is omitted when f is a fossil fuel. 

	f
	Index for baseline fuel types 



The specific energy required to boil water using the baseline technology (SEw,b,y) is determined as follows, by calculating the energy input required to obtain 1 L of boiling water, including boiling and vaporization losses, taking into account default or measured stove efficiency. 

[image: ]
Where:
	360.83
	Default amount of energy required to obtain 1 L of water after 5 minutes of boiling from a first principles approach17 kJ/l 

	ηwb
	Efficiency of the stoves for baseline water boiling (%). Weighted average of baseline stove types. 



So the baseline emissions shall be calculated as follows:
[image: ]
Where:
	BEy
	Baseline emissions from the use of fuel to obtain safe water in the baseline (tCO2e) 

	Cb
	Proportion of project end-users who in the baseline were already using a safe water supply that did not require boiling (%) 

	Xcleanboil,y
	Proportion of project end-users that boil safe water in the project year y (%) 

	Qy
	Quantity of safe drinking water provided by the project in year y (L) 

	Mq,y
	Modifier for the water quality in year y 



The quantity of safe drinking water provided by the project is calculated using one of two methods. Method 1 applies to CWT and CWS, and Method 2 applies to HWT and IWT. 




Method 1 – CWT and CWS technologies

In the case of CWT and CWS, the quantity of safe drinking water provided by the project Qy is determined as follows: 

[image: ]
Where:

	Qm,y
	Monitored quantity of safe water provided by the project in year y (L)

	Qpop,y
	Quantity of safe drinking water that could be consumed by project end-users in year y (L) 



Quantity of safe drinking water shall be calculated as follows:

[image: ]
Where:

	HHp,y
	Number of premises type p served by the project in year y 

	HNp,y
	Number of individuals per premises type p (e.g. household, school) in year y 

	QPWp
	Volume of drinking water per person per day for premises type p (L). Apply the default value or monitored value through water consumption field tests in the project scenario, capped at 5.5 L per person per day

	DOp,y
	Days the project technology is operational for end-users in premises p in year y 





Determination of project emissions (PEy)

Project emissions may result from the operation of new low-emission water treatment technologies. Project emissions (PEy) shall be calculated as follows: 

[image: ]
Where:

	PEy
	Project emissions in year y (tCO2) 

	PEff,p,y
	Project emissions from fossil fuel use in year y (tCO2) 

	PEec,p,y
	Project emissions from electricity use in year y (tCO2) 




Project emissions from fossil fuel use are determined as follows:

[image: ]

Where:

	Pp,f,y
	Quantity of fossil fuel f that is consumed in the project during year y (mass or volume units) 

	NCVf
	Net calorific value of fossil fuel f (TJ/fuel units) 

	EFf
	Emission factor of fossil fuel f (tCO2/TJ) 




Project emissions from electricity use are not applicable here, as no water point consumes electricity from the grid.



Determination of leakage emissions (LEy)

Where relevant, leakage relating to the non-renewable woody biomass shall be assessed as follows. Other types of leakage are excluded for simplification. 


Leakage emissions, LEy, shall be calculated as follows: 

1. First, the project developer must evaluate, ex-ante, the following potential sources of leakage and provide an evidence-based description and preliminary quantification of each potential source and its relevance for the project: 
0. Members of the population who do not participate in the project, and previously used lower emitting energy sources, instead use the non-renewable biomass saved under the project activity. Not applicable. The energy source used in the baseline for water boiling is firewood. It is very unlikely that users who previously (in the baseline) used for example non-GHG emitting methods like chlorine treatment for water purification would switch to boiling drinking water because another ‘zero emission’ technology is promoted by the project. Hence, no leakage has to be accounted for.
0. The project significantly reduces the NRB fraction within an area where other GHG mitigation project activities account for NRB fraction in their baseline scenario. Not applicable: Due to the small size of the project, it’s not expected that it will have significant influence on the national NRB fraction. Hence, no leakage has to be accounted for.
0. The project population compensates for loss of the space heating effect of water boiling by adopting some other form of space heating or by retaining some baseline wood fuel-burning practices: Not applicable. It is unlikely that households would had used the boiling of drinking water for space heating. In addition, end-users retain use of the baseline technologies for cooking and the difference in heat effects from no longer boiling water can be considered minimal. Any retaining use of inefficient technology for water boiling will, anyhow, be covered in the results of the water consumption field test (WCFT). Hence, no leakage has to be accounted for.

Leakage risks deemed very low can be ignored as long as the case for their insignificance is substantiated.


1. A leakage investigation will be conducted every two years using relevant methods. For example, surveys to determine parameters for the leakage calculation may be combined with project monitoring surveys, as is applicable. 

The conclusion is that the leakage emissions are expected to be 0 and excluded from the calculation of Emissions Reductions. 
If the ex-ante evaluation shows that leakage emissions are less than 5% of total emission reductions, then no monitoring is needed, and emission reductions simply shall be adjusted 5% down. In this case, the sources and magnitude of leakage emissions must be reassessed at the time of crediting period renewal.

SDG 5, Gender Equality
The average wage paid during the reporting period to female employees for a specified position will be compared to the average wage paid to male employees for 
the same position. The ratio of the average wages by gender will be used to monitor the impact of the project on women empowerment and gender equality
SDG 6, Clean Water and Sanitation
The number of people getting access to improved sources of water is expected to increase as more households continue to use the project’s water points. Records wil be maintained by the WASH committees and will be used to monitor the number of people with access to improved water sources.
SDG 8, Increased employment growth
As the project implementation continues to improve access , it is also anticipated that there will be increased workload that will result in the need for new employees to ensure efficient project operations. The number of new jobs generated will be monitored through employment records which show the number of new employees as a result of the project.




B.6.2 Data and parameters fixed ex ante 

SDG13
	Data/parameter
	SDWS 1: Number of household per CWT/CWS 

	Unit
	· Coordinates of CWT/CWS 
· Acceptable formats for GPS coordinates include DMS (degrees, minutes and seconds), DMM (degrees and decimal minutes), and DD (decimal degrees) 
· Number of end-user premises, quantity 


	Description
	End users premises (e.g. households, institutions) within 1 km distance of project water source including queuing, using the travel modes of walking or pedaling. 
Recorded for each CWT/CWS installation ex-ante at the time of start of crediting period. In case of progressive installation - for new CWT/CWS units before 1st issuance for new units. 

	Source of data
	Baseline end-user census

	Value(s) applied
	135

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Direct interviews with household representatives

	Purpose of data
	Emission reductions calculations

	Additional comment
	The value will be defined later. 



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 2: Project technology description

	Unit
	N/A

	Description
	Any borehole/pump technology can be involved in the project activity. However, it is foreseen that the most common technologies will be of Afridev or India Mark. For some of the boreholes, solar powered pumps may be installed instead of hand-pumps and/or a standpipe system may be made available for more people accessing water points. 
The rehabilitated/new boreholes will be properly maintained in form of both preventive and corrective maintenance. Water coming from the water points will be periodically tested for E.coli bacteria in order to guarantee safe and clean water at all times. 
It is planned to establish a WASH committee for each borehole. These committees amongst others help to ensure that surroundings of the boreholes are kept clean and protected against animals or vandalism and notify the hand-pump mechanic immediately in case any problem with the borehole occurs.  Additionally, they are community mobilizers who remind their peers of good practices to keep water safe and sensitize them on handwash practices to further reduce instances of waterborne diseases.

Rehabilitated technologies:
Rehabilitation forms are provided upon request, detailing the date of repair, the condition of the water points before repair, the material used, as well as the Pump Test Results.



	Source of data
	Technical reports for the rehabilitations of the water points, as well as MoU with the districts.



	Value(s) applied
	N/A

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	N/A

	Purpose of data
	Emission reduction

	Additional comment
	



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 3: Project technology performance level 

	Unit
	N/A

	Description
	Performance of the treatment technology – less than 1 Colony Forming Unit (CFU) of E.Coli / 100 ml of safe water  

	Source of data
	Water quality test report

	Value(s) applied
	Ex-ante estimation,  Zero Colony Forming Units (CFU) of E.Coli / 100 ml of safe water

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	As per the local laboratory/hospital procedures or alternatively conducted via field tests like IDEXX presence/absence tests in 100 ml for E. Coli.

	Purpose of data
	Estimation of emission reductions

	Additional comment
	Laboratories used for water quality testing must be approved by local health authorities and/or have quality accreditation; and
The laboratory used shall have evidence to demonstrate that it has
an adequate quality management plan in place which addresses
both quality assurance and quality control test procedures.
Table 4.6 Checklist for effective analytical quality assurance of
WHO Guidelines, 1997 may be used as a guideline



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 4: Regulatory framework for safe water supply

	Unit
	N/A

	Description
	The Regulation of Governing Water Supply Services of the Republic of Rwanda is provided to the VVB. This regulation governs all the aspect of the project: water treatment, installation fo water meters and billing and license regime
East African Standard, Potable Water Specification, EAS 12: 2014 describes the Microbiological requirements for quality of drinking water supplies.

	Source of data
	National, sub-national and local authorities - 
Rwanda Standard, East African Standard, Potable Water Specification, EAS 12: 2014[footnoteRef:7] [7:  https://www.mininfra.gov.rw/fileadmin/user_upload/Mininfra/Documents/ Water_and_Sanitation_docs/2_Rural_Drinking_Water_Quality_Framework.pdf] 


	Value(s) applied
	E.Coli in 100 ml: 0

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Water Access Rwanda has applied for a licence as a demonstration of compliance with the regulation. This licence will be shared as soon as it is received.

	Purpose of data
	Calculation of emission reduction

	Additional comment
	All the provisions in the regulatory framework are applied in the project.




	Data/parameter
	SDWS 5: Water sources in the project boundary 


	Unit
	N/A

	Description
	18.18% of the users declare that they use a non-boiling water treatment system. All the other surveyed households boil water to treat it.  

	Source of data
	Baseline studies 

	Value(s) applied
	Majority use boiling as water treatment. Only 18.8% of the population was using non-boiling water treatment before the project. This is distributed as follows:
	 
	during dry season (%)
	during rainy season (%)
	Yearly
	Imprived

	  River/stream
	18.6%
	6.2%
	12.4%
	 

	  Lake/pond
	56.9%
	32.1%
	44.5%
	 

	  protected spring
	4.4%
	3.0%
	3.7%
	x

	  protected spring (e.coli Positive)
	0.2%
	0.0%
	0.1%
	 

	  unprotected spring
	5.1%
	2.5%
	3.8%
	 

	  Another Borehole/Protected well
	4.4%
	3.3%
	3.9%
	x

	  Open(unprotected) well
	1.0%
	0.0%
	0.5%
	 

	  Another Borehole/Protected well (e.coli Positive)
	0.1%
	0.0%
	0.1%
	 

	  Rainwater
	0.8%
	46.23%
	23.5%
	(x)

	  Piped Water (Public tap/basin)
	8.5%
	6.5%
	7.5%
	x

	  Bottled water
	0.0%
	0.0%
	0.0%
	x

	  Piped Water (e.coli Positive)
	0.1%
	0.1%
	0.1%
	 

	  Other
	0.0%
	0.0%
	0.0%
	 

	Check
	100.0%
	100.0%
	100.0%
	 





	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Baseline study
As per the Community Services Activity Requirements v1.2., 4.1.7 “ For the first renewal, CSA project are not required to reassess the Baseline Scenario”. However, the baseline was reassessed using the  tool “Assessment of the validity of the original/current baseline and update of the baseline at the renewal of the crediting period” (Version 03.0.1, EB 66, Annex 47), and it resulted that this parameter is still valid.
This value has been crosschecked with the WHO/UNICEF Joint Monitoring Programme for Progress on Household Drinking Water, Sanitation and Hygiene, 2000- 2020 (2021), which reports an average of 12% of safely managed water resources for Rwanda. This is consistent with the baseline survey, which is more conservative than the study.


	Purpose of data
	Calculation of Emission Reduction

	Additional comment
	Please refer to Section B4



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 6: Stove technologies used in the project boundary 


	Unit
	N/A

	Description
	The proportion of different stove types used in premises in the geographical area of the project. 
Undertake at the start of each crediting period. 

	Source of data
	Baseline survey

	Value(s) applied
	19% ICS
77% three stones
3% Other conventional cookstoves using woody biomass
1% Other fossil fuel conventional system

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	The baseline survey provides the proportion of different stove types used in premises in the geographical area of the project.

	Purpose of data
	To calculate the baseline emissions

	Additional comment
	The classification shall consider at least the following categories
of stoves types:
- Three-stone fire or a conventional system for woody biomass
lacking improved combustion air supply mechanism and flue gas
ventilation system;
- other conventional systems using woody biomass;
- improved cookstoves (≥ 20% thermal efficiency); and
- fossil fuel combusting systems.
If the project is implemented in different geographical locations,
then the proportion of different stove types shall be defined for
each location, where relevant.



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 7: Expected technical life of project technology 

	Unit
	Years 

	Description
	Any water point in the project has a technical lifetime of 25 years.  

	Source of data
	Water Access Rwanda is responsible for the rehabilitation and maintenance of the boreholes, and guarantee its functioning in the MoU signed with the districts. WAR “commits to maintain the ownership fo the waterpoints and mini-grids with its own funding for a period of 25 years from each system commissioning”.  
This is specified in the MoU’s signed with the districts. 



	Value(s) applied
	25

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Continuous monitoring of the waterpoints through WASH committees and regional technical experts who are employees of Water Access Rwanda.

	Purpose of data
	Calculation of Emission Reduction

	Additional comment
	 Please see MoU with Rwamagana district:  Rwamagana New Agreement



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 8: xf 

	Unit
	Percentage of fuel f use in target population 

	Description
	The proportion of each different cooking fuel f used in the project boundary by end-users

	Source of data
	Baseline survey

	Value(s) applied
	Wood: 97.06%
Charcoal: 2.94%


	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Baseline survey with 102 households

	Purpose of data
	Calculation of emission reductions

	Additional comment
	Applies to all project technology types. 

The percentages applied shall be cross-checked against at least one other source on the list. For cross-check purposes, sources applied may be up to 5 years old. Further, cross-check with older sources may be used provided they provide conservative results for example, an older source shows that in the past, a more carbon-intensive fuel mix was used).  Data have been cross-checked with a working paper on Policy and market review for modern energy cooking in Rwanda, June 2021 by Energy4Impact and Modern Energy Cooking services (MECS)[footnoteRef:8]. In table 9, it is shown that approx. 93% residences in rural areas use firewood for cooking purposes, 6% of the households use charcoal. The use of 97% firewood in project baseline is in line with the cross- check source. This parameter is fixed Ex-ante & shall be updated at CP renewal. [8:  https://mecs.org.uk/publications/policy-and-market-review-for-modern-energy-cooking-in-rwanda/] 

It appears from the baseline survey that some households use different fuel (wood + charcoal and wood + agricultural waste). In order to be conservative, when a household was using both wood and another fuel, it was counted under wood. It was counted under charcoal only if charcoal was the only fuel consumed. It results that only 3 surveyed household were consuming charcoal only (3%) and no household was consuming agriculture waste only (0%).



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 9: EFb,f,CO2

	Unit
	tCO2/TJ 

	Description
	CO2 emission factor from use of fuels 

	Source of data
	IPCC defaults 


	Value(s) applied
	For wood and charcoal, the following defaults derived from the IPCC shall be applied: 
Wood: 112 tCO2/TJ 
Charcoal: 165.22 tCO2/TJ (includes charcoal production emissions)

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Default values from IPCC

	Purpose of data
	Calculation of emission reduction

	Additional comment
	-



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 10: EFb,f,nonCO2 

	Unit
	tCO2e/TJ

	Description
	Non-CO2 emission factor from use of fuels, in case the baseline fuel is biomass or charcoal 

	Source of data
	IPCC defaults 
· 

	Value(s) applied
	AR5 GWP 

· Wood: 9.46 tCO2e/TJ 
· Charcoal: 44.83 tCO2e/TJ (includes production emissions of CH4 and N2O) 


	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Default values from IPCC

	Purpose of data
	Calculation of emission reduction

	Additional comment
	-



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 11: ηwb

	Unit
	Percentage

	Description
	Weighted average efficiency of the baseline water boiling devices. Calculate the weighted average of the water boiling efficiency in the project boundary using the proportion of different stove types used and the stove efficiencies. 

	Source of data
	
The following default values may be applied to calculate the weighted average of the water boiling efficiency in the project boundary: 

· Three-stone fire or a conventional system for woody biomass lacking improved combustion air supply mechanism and flue gas ventilation system, that is without either a grate or a chimney: default efficiency 10%. 
· Other conventional systems using woody biomass: default efficiency 20%. 
· Improved cookstoves: manufacturer specification, or if not available, default efficiency 30%. 
· Fossil fuel combusting system: manufacturer specification, or if not available, following the testing procedure described below. 


	Value(s) applied
	The following default values may be applied to calculate the weighted average of the water boiling efficiency in the project boundary: 

· Three-stone fire or a conventional system :10%. 
· Other conventional systems using woody biomass: default efficiency 20%. 
· Improved cookstoves: manufacturer specification, or if not available, default efficiency 30%. 
The weighted average is 14.4%. 

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Default values from the methodology are applied. 
Baseline survey to calculate the weighted average

	Purpose of data
	Calculation of emission reduction

	Additional comment
	-



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 14:𝑁𝐶𝑉 𝑓

	Unit
	TJ /ton

	Description
	Net calorific value of fossil fuel

	Source of data
	IPCC defaults 


	Value(s) applied
	For diesel, the following defaults derived from the IPCC shall be applied: 
Diesel: 0.043

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Default values from IPCC

	Purpose of data
	Calculation of emission reduction

	Additional comment
	-



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 15:  EFf

	Unit
	tCO2/TJ 

	Description
	Emission factor of fossil fuel 

	Source of data
	IPCC defaults 


	Value(s) applied
	For diesel, the following defaults derived from the IPCC shall be applied: 
Diesel: 74.1 tCO2/TJ 

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Default values from IPCC

	Purpose of data
	Calculation of emission reduction

	Additional comment
	-




	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 21: fnrb,f,y 

	Unit
	Percentage

	Description
	Fractional non-renewability status of woody biomass fuel during year y, asthe baseline fuel is biomass or charcoal  

	Source of data
	Determined by: 

· CDM TOOL3020, Calculation of the fraction of non-renewable biomass 

	Value(s) applied
	92%

	Measurement methods and procedures
	CDM TOOL3020, Calculation of the fraction of non-renewable biomass

	Monitoring frequency
	Determined ex-ante and fixed for a given crediting period (if it is fixed ex-ante, then include 𝑓𝑁𝑅𝐵,𝑓,𝑦 in the “data and parameters fixed ex ante” section of the PDD), 
· 

	QA/QC procedures
	Requirements of the CDM TOOL30

	Purpose of data
	Estimation of emissions reductions

	Additional comment
	Results of the fnrb calculation can be found in the report “Calculation of the fraction of non-renewable biomass (fnrb), CDM Tool 30 EB 115 Annex 22 v4.0 2022”, 2024, Seed Ecology and Cape Climate Collective 



	Data/parameter
	SDWS 12: Cb

	Unit
	Percentage

	Description
	Proportion of project end-users who in the baseline were already using safe water, either from an improved water source, or from a water treatment method other than boiling. 


	Source of data
	Baseline survey 

	Value(s) applied
	18.8

	Choice of data or Measurement methods and procedures 
	Baseline survey

	Purpose of data
	Calculation of Emission reduction

	Additional comment
	As per the Community Services Activity Requirements v1.2., 4.1.7 “ For the first renewal, CSA project are no required to reassess the Baseline Scenario”. 

However, the baseline was reassessed using the  tool “Assessment of the validity of the original/current baseline and update of the baseline at the renewal of the crediting period” (Version 03.0.1, EB 66, Annex 47), and it resulted that this parameter is still valid. 


 
B.6.3 Ex ante estimation of SDG Impact 
>> 
Ex-ante calculations related to the outcomes of SDG 13 
The ex-ante calculations of the outcomes of SDG 13are provided in a separate excel spreadsheet[footnoteRef:9] based on calculation presented in Section B.6.1. An average annual net emission reduction of 15.455 t CO2 is estimated. [9:  b. PDD_Renewal_ER_v0.3] 

Ex-ante calculations related to the outcomes of SDG 5 

Ratio of the average wage paid during the reporting period to female employees for a specified position, compared to the average wage paid to male employees for the same position. =1

Ex-ante calculations related to the outcomes of SDG 6
The transparent ex-ante calculations of the outcomes of SDG 6 (i.e. Number of additional persons having access to a safe water source in the project activity compared to the baseline scenario) are provided in a separate Excel Spreadsheet uploaded to SC application. Please refer for Section B.7.1 for further details on monitoring of this parameter.


Ex-ante calculations related to the outcomes of SDG 8
N/A. No specific calculations are needed to be made for the parameter “number of new jobs generated as a result of the project”. Please refer for Section B.7.1 for further details on the values used for ex-ante estimations and regarding the of this parameter.


B.6.4 Summary of ex ante estimates of each SDG Impact
	YEAR
	BASELINE ESTIMATE
	PROJECT ESTIMATE
	NET BENEFIT

	Year 1
	15,459
	4
	15,455

	Year 2
	15,459
	4
	15,455

	Year 2
	15,459
	4
	15,455

	Year 4
	15,459
	4
	15,455

	Year 5
	15,459
	4
	15,455

	Total
	
	
	

	Total number of crediting years
	5
	
	

	Annual average over the crediting period
	15,455
	
	



SDG 5

Ratio of the average wage paid during the reporting period to female employees for a specified position, compared to the average wage paid to male employees for the same position. =1




SDG 6

Ex-ante estimations of SDG 6 Outcomes is presented is based on the annual census and is equal to 38,419 persons. 
- 


SDG 8 
Estimated Annual number of jobs created. No calculation are required 

B.7. Monitoring plan
B.7.1 Data and parameters to be monitored

SDG 13

	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 18: Mq,y

	Unit
	Fraction

	Description
	Ongoing water quality indicated as the fraction of the samples that pass microbial quality standard requirements specified in relevant microbial quality standard for drinking water of the host country. In case a national standard is not available, the water quality shall comply with WHO Guideline values for verification of microbial quality i.e., all water directly intended for drinking must not have detectable E.Coli in any 100 ml sample i.e., less than 1 Colony Forming Unit (CFU) of E.Coli /100ml

	Source of data
	Water quality testing over a minimum sample size of 30 to be collected at household level.. 

	Value(s) applied
	100%

	Measurement methods and procedures
	As per the local laboratory/hospital procedures or alternatively conducted via field tests like IDEXX presence/absence tests in 100 ml for E. Coli.

	Monitoring frequency
	Annual sampling, and the first round of testing shall be conducted at least after six months from the start date. 


	QA/QC procedures
	1. Laboratories used for water quality testing must be approved by local health authorities and/or have quality accreditation; and 
1. The laboratory used must demonstrate that it has an adequate quality management plan in place which addresses both quality assurance and quality control test procedures. 
1. Field testing kits also are eligible, e.g. based on Colony Forming Unit method or Most Probable Number method. To use the field testing kits the project shall meet the following requirements: 
2. Testing kits must be approved by national agency or meet standards set by relevant international organisation e.g. US-EPA, and 
2. Testing kits shall be tested for its accuracy and robustness prior to application for project level monitoring, whereby local or accredited laboratory shall conduct water quality tests using testing kits and a relevant ISO standard or an equivalent standard, in parallel with field testing kits. 

	Purpose of data
	Estimation of emissions reductions

	Additional comment
	If the proportion of samples not meeting Safe Drinking Water Quality Standards exceeds a threshold, no emission reductions can be claimed for the corresponding monitoring period. 
Thresholds: 

- Project or VPA year 1: 20% 
- Project or VPA year 2: 15% 
- Project or VPA year 3 or above: 10% 

When the crediting period is renewed, the year number count continues, i.e. the second crediting period would encompass year 6, year 7, year 8, etc. 
Additionally, when the threshold is exceeded, the project shall provide an explanation for why this occurred and provide a remediation plan. 





	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 22: Xcleanboil,y 

	Unit
	Percentage

	Description
	Proportion of project end-users that boil safe (treated, or from safe supply) water after installation of project technology in year y 

	Source of data
	Project survey 
requirements for sampling, below. 

	Value(s) applied
	7

	Measurement methods and procedures
	Annual Survey

	Monitoring frequency
	Annually


	QA/QC procedures
	The data will be analyzed in the monitoring report and raw data of the Monitoring surveys will be made available for review.

	Purpose of data
	Estimation of emissions reductions

	Additional comment
	-



	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 23: Qm,y 

	Unit
	Liters/year

	Description
	Monitored quantity of safe water provided by the CWS/CWT project in year y 

	Source of data
	At the central location of the CWS or CWT: 
Option 1: Flow meter measures water volume directly 
This may be measured on a sampling basis, in which case follow the section 4.2 |General requirements for sampling, below. 

	Value(s) applied
	71,727,313

	Measurement methods and procedures
	Meters installed on the water points, continuously monitored and monthly registered. 

	Monitoring frequency
	Continuously 


	QA/QC procedures
	Follow manufacturer, sector, national or international standards or guidelines for calibration and maintenance of the measurement device. 

	Purpose of data
	Estimation of emissions reductions

	Additional comment
	Applies to CWT and CWS projects



	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 24: QPWp

	Unit
	Liters/person/day

	Description
	Volume of drinking water per person per day for premises type p 

	Source of data
	Water Consumption Field Test

	Value(s) applied
	5.5

	Measurement methods and procedures
	-Brand-new scales (ACE Series) have been used: Capacity 40 kg, precision: 5 g
-Jerrycans having a capacity of each 20 litres  

	Monitoring frequency
	Every two years 


	QA/QC procedures
	Transparent data analysis and reporting

	Purpose of data
	Estimation of emissions reductions

	Additional comment
	Applies in all cases
Cap is determined based on WHO recommendations (Domestic Water Quantity, Service Level and Health, Table 2: Volumes of water required for hydration, WHO 2003).

https://www.who.int/water_sanitation_health/diseases/WSH03.02.pdf 




	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 25: HNp,y  

	Unit
	Number

	Description
	Number of individuals per premises type p in the project boundary in year y

	Source of data
	Annual Monitoring surveys


	Value(s) applied
	Average of 5.6 persons per household

	Measurement methods and procedures
	Project survey

	Monitoring frequency
	Annual


	QA/QC procedures
	The value applied shall be cross-checked against at least one other source on the list. For cross-check purposes, sources applied may be up to 5 years old. Further, cross-check with older sources may be used provided they provide conservative results. 

	Purpose of data
	Estimation of emission reduction

	Additional comment
	



	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 26: HHp,y

	Unit
	Number

	Description
	Number of premises type p served by the project in year y 

	Source of data
	Survey of the premises (e.g. households, schools) within 1 km distance of project water source to check how often the premises used the project water source during the year. 
 

	Value(s) applied
	8,233

	Measurement methods and procedures
	Project survey

	Monitoring frequency
	Annually

	QA/QC procedures
	In mWater app, which is used to record the monitoring surveys, there is a procedure which includes an approval steps before the surveys are submitted. A coherence check is therefore done before the answers are accepted and submitted.
Also, the monitoring surveys will be conducted in the presence of a WASH committee member. Being accompanied by a Wash Committee member and asking the Kiosk Attendant (when there is one), will be included in the QA/QC procedure for conducting monitoring surveys.
To avoid double counting, the unique information of the households will be collected. This information will include: name of the household head, telephone number of the household; gps coordinate of the household

	Purpose of data
	Calculation of emission reductions

	Additional comment
	Applies to CWS and CWT projects



	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 27: DOp,y

	Unit
	Days

	Description
	Days the project technology is operational for end-users in premises p in year y 

	Source of data
	In order of preference:
 
1. Measure directly using operation sensor, or 
1. Demonstrate from log of operation and maintenance system.

	Value(s) applied
	On average 339 (93%)

	Measurement methods and procedures
	The technology days are calculated taking into account the start and end date of the monitoring period, any days the water point was down and the days for which the water could not be ensured to be E.coli free.  
Or in other words, the days on which the borehole was down due to a technical issue were subtracted when calculating the project technology days.   

	Monitoring frequency
	Annually

	QA/QC procedures
	Values higher than 347 days may only be applied when option 1 is used. 347 days is 95% of days, in line with pump-maintenance in the literature. 


	Purpose of data
	Estimation of emission reduction

	Additional comment
	



	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 29: Up,y

	Unit
	Percentage

	Description
	Usage rate of the project technology by premises type p during year y 

	Source of data
	Survey the premises with a project technology to determine the usage rate of the project technology during the year. 
In-person survey of project premises (e.g. households, schools) covering all topics outlined in Annex - 1. Households that show at least once-in-two-days use may be counted as users. The resulting fraction is multiplied by 100% to get 𝑈𝑝,𝑦 . 

Where project technologies of different ages are being credited, the sample shall be representative of the distribution of project technology ages.
 
The minimum sample size for HWT - for individual technology age-group shall be minimum 30 household.
 
The minimum sample size for IWT – for individual technology age group shall be determined considering the project technology type and in line with the sampling approach applied. For minimum sample size requirements for different sampling approach Guidelines for sampling and surveys for CDM project activities and programmes of activities 

	Value(s) applied
	78.83%

	Measurement methods and procedures
	Field Survey

	Monitoring frequency
	Annually


	QA/QC procedures
	Where a WCFT is undertaken to determine QPWp, this may be used to cross check the usage percentage. 

	Purpose of data
	Estimation of emissions reductions

	Additional comment
	The usage survey provides a single usage parameter that is representative for project technologies in the total sales record. 
Applies to all HWT and IWT technologies and projects 



	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 33: Pp,f,y

	Unit
	mass or volume units (e.g. kg, Litres, standard m3) 

	Description
	Quantity of fossil fuel f that is consumed in the project during year y 

	Source of data
	Any of the following methods shall be used:
 
· Direct measurement with meter, scales
· Fuel invoice or purchase receipt 
· Estimation with e.g. tank capacity table 
· Taken from fuel invoice or purchase receipt, or 
· In the case of direct fuel use by water treatment systems, may be estimated from the manufacturer’s specification of the equipment and operating hours or volumes (e.g. fuel consumption per hour times utilization hours or fuel consumption per litre times the litres of water treated). 

	Value(s) applied
	N/A

	Measurement methods and procedures
	Calculation based on the fuel invoices 

	Monitoring frequency
	Continually

	QA/QC procedures
	

	Purpose of data
	Estimation of project emission

	Additional comment
	Where back-up fossil-fuel engine(s) are used, use the monitored fuel amount to estimate the number of operating hours during the monitoring period, and compare this to the total number of operating hours of the project pump for the same period. If the use of the engine surpasses 10% of pump operating hours, then determine the number of days in which the backup technology was used to operate the pump for more than 10% of total operating hours during the day. The project is ineligible for crediting on the days when the use of back-up technology was more than the 10% threshold, and the number of ineligible days shall be subtracted from DOp,y. 





	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 34: ECp,y

	Unit
	kWh

	Description
	Quantity of electricity that is used by the project during year y 

	Source of data
	Any of the following methods shall be used:
 
· Direct measurement with electric meter 
· Sample based using electricity loggers, or 
· In the case of direct electricity use by water treatment systems, may be estimated from the manufacturer’s specification of the equipment and operating hours or volumes (e.g. electricity consumption per hour times utilization hours or electricity consumption per litre times the litres of water treated). 

For sampling, follow the section 4.2 |General requirements for sampling, below. 

	Value(s) applied
	0

	Measurement methods and procedures
	The grid electricity consumed for pumping water in a standpipe system to the different water points is measured through electricity meter(s). 

If possible, cross-check with invoices/receipts.  

	Monitoring frequency
	Continually


	QA/QC procedures
	Follow manufacturer, sector, national or international standards or guidelines for calibration and maintenance of the measurement device. 

	Purpose of data
	

	Additional comment
	Only applicable if grid electricity is consumed for pumping water in a standpipe system to the different water points. 
Any emissions from electricity use would have to be taken into account only if they were material, i.e. if they are 5% or more of the overall project emissions.



	Data / Parameter
	SDWS 35: LEy

	Unit
	tCO2e per year

	Description
	Leakage emissions during year y 

	Source of data
	Sources established by following Leakage emissions section 

	Value(s) applied
	0

	Measurement methods and procedures
	Field survey

	Monitoring frequency
	Every two years


	QA/QC procedures
	Compliance with the general requirements for sampling and general requirements for data and information sources 

	Purpose of data
	Emission reduction calculations

	Additional comment
	Monitoring parameters required for calculating leakage emissions shall be included in the monitoring plan in the PDD as required to monitor and quantify the sources of leakage determined by following the Leakage emissions section. 




SDG 5
	Data / Parameter 
	Ratio of the average wage paid to female employees for a specified position, compared to the average wage paid to male employees for the same position 

	Unit 
	Ratio

	Description 
	See above

	Source of data 
	Salaries information from HR department

	Value(s) applied 
	1

	Measurement methods and procedures 
	Transparent disclosure of pay slip information

	Monitoring frequency 
	Annual

	QA/QC procedures 
	N/A

	Purpose of data 
	Calculation of SDG5

	Additional comment 
	N/A



SDG 6
	Data / Parameter 
	Population using safely managed drinking water services 

	Unit 
	Number

	Description 
	Population served by the project in year y 

	Source of data 
	Complete end user census

	Value(s) applied 
	38,419

	Measurement methods and procedures 
	The list of Water Sanitation and Hygiene trainings during the corresponding monitoring period

	Monitoring frequency 
	Annual

	QA/QC procedures 
	N/A

	Purpose of data 
	Calculation of SDG6

	Additional comment 
	N/A



SDG 8
	Data / Parameter 
	Annual number of jobs created

	Unit 
	Number

	Description 
	Number of new jobs created

	Source of data 
	Employment records

	Value(s) applied 
	5

	Measurement methods and procedures 
	The number of new employees employed over the monitoring period will be determined from the employment records

	Monitoring frequency 
	Annual

	QA/QC procedures 
	N/A

	Purpose of data 
	Calculation of SDG8

	Additional comment 
	N/A



B.7.2 Sampling plan

The sampling approach is to be used for following surveys as summarized below:

Project Survey (PS) of end-user characteristics 
- The Project Survey has the same requirements as the Baseline Survey (described in Section B.4 of this PDD) regarding the representativeness and sample sizing i.e. at least 100 households need to be sampled when the target groups size is > 1000.
- When applicable the Project Survey and the Usage Survey will be implemented together using the same sample.

Water Consumption Field Test (WCFT)
- Two valid options are allowed for the statistical analysis of the WCFT. In all cases, the sample size must be greater than 20:
 
a. 90/10 rule. When the sample sizes are large enough to satisfy the “90/10 rule”, i.e. the endpoints of the 90% confidence interval lie within +/- 10% of the estimated mean, overall emission reductions can be calculated on the basis on the estimated average value for each of the respective variable mentioned above. 
b. 90% confidence rule. When the sample size is such that the “90/10 rule” is not complied with, the result used for the each of the respective variable mentioned above  is not the mean (or average) test result, but a lower value, i.e. the lower bound of the one-sided 90% confidence interval (in order to reach a conservative estimate). 
Water quality testing
- The sample for water quality testing will be made following the 90/10 precision rule indicated by the applied methodology. A minimum sample size of 30 must be selected.

System Maintenance Reporting 
- A timeline of system maintenance operations led by local WASH committees will be provided at the time of Verification. Potential non-operative days won’t be considered within the creditable period.

Usage Survey
- In line with the applied methodology, any sampling methods can be used, provided that the sample is selected randomly. If sampling approach other than simple random sampling is applied, ‘Guidelines for sampling and survey for CDM project activities and program of activities’ must be followed.
- When applicable the Usage Survey and the Project Survey will be implemented together using the same sample. 

Leakage Assessment 
-	Leakage assessment regarding the potential leakage sources will be completed every other year together with the Usage Survey and therefore no separate sampling approach are used for the leakage assessment.

B.7.3 Other elements of monitoring plan

In line with the methodology, the monitoring activities will involve data collection during distribution, installation and construction as well as post-implementation usage information regarding the project safe water supply / treatment technologies.

Firstly, the project proponent must keep records of the information collected in an electronic database for enabling the unique identification of the project water supply systems. This database will include the following information:

-	Unique identification number of each Water Supply System
-	Date of installation of each Water Supply System
-	GPS location of each Water Supply System
-	Model of the pump and filter used for each Water Supply System
-	Total quantity of the constructed Water Supply Systems
-	The total number of people obtaining their water from each Water Supply System

The total number of households using each water supply and treatment system will be determined through the lists supplied for example by the WHASH Committee, community group and or district water officer responsible for that water supply and treatment system. Using this method, the total number of people using each borehole can be determined and hence a figure for person days can be calculated. Moreover, this list will be used for confirming that the end-user households locate within 1 km from the water source.

Secondly, after the project implementation start, the project proponent must conduct the following studies for each project scenario: 

A.	Project Non-Renewable Biomass (NRB) Assessment – at least at renewal of crediting period
In accordance with the methodology, the NRB assessment will remain fixed for the entire crediting period, although the project proponent may choose to re-examine the assessment at any time following the guidelines of the applied methodology. In case of a renewal of the crediting period and as per Gold Standard rules, the NRB fraction must be reassessed as any other baseline parameters and updated in line with most recent data available.

B.	Project Survey (PS) of end-user characteristics – completed annually 
The safe water project survey has the same requirements as the baseline survey (described in Section B.4 of this PDD) but is conducted with end-users representative of the project scenario target population and currently using the safe water project technology.

In the guidance data collected, questions about end-user characteristics and baseline technology and fuels should be treated as specific to safe water supply and water treatment. These questions should be asked twice, first regarding to the baseline scenario water supply and water treatment, including boiling technologies, and second in regards to the project scenario clean water supply, including treatment and boiling technologies.

During the monitoring activities the Project Survey and the below described Usage Survey will be implemented together.
 

C.	Water Consumption Field Test (WCFT) - completed at least biennially
The project proponent will carry out the WCFT to determine the actual safe water consumption and boiling volumes (both of raw/unsafe water and safe water)  for each project scenario. The WCFT is to be completed prior to first verification and then at least every two years after with randomly selected end-users representative of the project scenario target population and currently using the project technology following the WCFT Procedure designed for the project . 

Three different volumetric variables are measured:

Qp	Quantity of safe water in litres consumed in the project scenario p and supplied by project technology per person per day 
Qp,rawboil,y 	Quantity of raw or unsafe water boiled in the project scenario p per person per day
Qp,cleanboil,y	Quantity of safe (treated, or from safe supply) water boiled in the project scenario p per person per day

E.	On-going Monitoring Studies: Usage rates, leakage, water quality 
Water quality testing  – completed every quarter and once a year under the supervision of the local health authority in rainy season.

The quality of the treated water will be assessed to ensure that it is fit for human consumption. In line with the national standard  the quality shall be 0 Colony Forming Unit (CFU) of E.Coli / 100 ml of safe water . The water quality must be every year, with the first test within 6 months of the stated project start date. In addition project participants shall ensure that water quality is tested at least once during season where there is a high chance of contamination, for example the rainy season. 

The water quality testing is foreseen to be made in a laboratory or alternatively conducted via field tests like IDEXX presence/absence tests in 100 ml for E. Coli. However, at least ones every two years, an accredited laboratory will perform the water quality testing. It is the decision of the accredited laboratory whether they perform the test in the field using water quality field test kits or define an adequate procedure for transporting the water samples to their laboratory. The water quality testing with the accredited laboratory shall be carried out at a time when there is the most annual chance of contamination. If accredited laboratory results differ materially from non-accredited laboratory results, testing with the aberrant non-accredited laboratory must be discontinued. Lab where tests are conducted is any accredited laboratory available in the near distance. WHO Guidelines of water quality standards are followed for water testing.

Also, the monitoring of hygienic use of water at the end-user end  may further complement the testing process.

Usage Survey – completed at least annually

The Usage Survey is completed annually, and all cases on time for any request of issuance. The usage survey provided a single usage parameter that is weighted based on drop off rates that are representative of age distribution for project technologies in the sales/distribution/construction record. 

A usage parameter must be established to account for drop off rates as project technologies age are replaced. Prior to verification, a usage parameter is required that is weighted to be representative of the quantity of project technologies of each age being credited in a given project scenario. For example if only technologies in the first year of use (age0-1) are being credited, a usage parameter must be established through a usage survey for technologies age0-1. If an equal number of technologies in the first year of use (age0-1) and second year of use (age1-2) are credited, a usage parameter is required that is weighted to be equally representative of drop off rates for technologies age0-1 and age1-2. To ensure conservativeness, the usage survey with technologies in the first year of use (age0-1) must have technologies that have been in use on average longer than 0.5 years. For technologies in the second year of use (age1-2), the usage survey must be conducted with technologies that have been in use on average at least 1.5 years, and so on.

Leakage Assessment – completed every other year

As the leakage risks related to the safe water supply and treatment technologies can be deemed very low, the leakage can be ignored and leakage is expected to be 0. However, to confirm that leakage can be deemed very low, the below described leakage assessment regarding the potential leakage sources (listed in the methodology, pages 15) shall be completed every other year, starting on time for the first verification in line with  the section 3.8 (“Leakage”) of the applied “Methodology for emission reductions from safe drinking water supply”.

a)	The displaced baseline technologies are reused outside the project boundary in place of lower emitting technology or in a manner suggesting more usage than would have occurred in the absence of the project. 
Not applicable and therefore not counted. In this project the baseline technologies are referring to the methodologies used for water boiling which are traditional charcoal stoves and three stone fires. As these baseline methodologies will be continued to be used by the families for cooking activities (even though the project will replace the need for boiling the water for purification purposes), it’s not foreseen that the project would lead to the displacement of the baseline technologies outside the project boundary.

b)	Non-project users who previously used lower emitting energy sources use the non-renewable biomass or fossil fuels saved under the project activity. 
Not applicable and therefore not counted. The energy sources used in the baseline for water boiling are charcoal and firewood. It is very unlikely that users who previously (in the baseline) used for example non-GHG emitting methods like use of liquid chlorine for water purification would switch to boiling drinking water because another ‘zero emission’ technology is promoted by the project.

c)	The project significantly impacts the NRB fraction within an area where other CDM or VER project activities account for NRB fraction in their baseline scenario. 
Not applicable and therefore not counted. It’s not expected that it will have significant influence on the national NRB fraction. Also, relevant registry have been consulted and no other activities accounting for NRB fraction has been found.
 
d)	The project population compensates for loss of the space heating effect of inefficient technology by adopting some other form of heating or by retaining some use of inefficient technology. 
Not applicable and therefore not counted. It is unlikely that households would had used the boiling of drinking water for space heating. In addition, end-users retain use of the baseline technologies for cooking and the difference in heat effects from no longer boiling water can be considered minimal. Any retaining use of inefficient technology for water boiling will, anyhow, be covered in the results of the water consumption field test (WCFT).

e)	By virtue of promotion and marketing of new technology with high efficiency, the project stimulates substitution within households who commonly used a technology with relatively lower emissions, in cases where such a trend is not eligible as an evolving baseline. Not applicable and therefore not counted. The technologies used in the baseline for water boiling are three stone fires and traditional charcoal stoves with either non-renewable biomass or fossil fuels and/or the end-users are lacking access to safe water. It is very unlikely that users who previously (in the baseline) used for example non-GHG emitting methods like use of liquid chlorine for water purification would switch to boiling drinking water because another ‘zero emission’ technology is promoted by the project. In case residual usage of fossil fuels would take place in the project scenario, relative households will not be accounted for Emission Reductions.


F.	Hygiene Survey – completed annually

Community wide trainings are led by one or two trainers from Water Access Rwanda and the 5 trained trainers in the village. The mWater field book  and the resource packet (visual diagrams of lessons) is used with more attention given to hard to implement lessons while easy to implement lessons are given less focus.
Several focus groups are created with each trainer leading one to talk about one of the lessons or to do the requested activity. 
It is sometimes not easy to secure the community’s availability during these trainings; thus they are dividing into two sessions of a maximum 4 hours/per each training day. 
During these times the following WASH Facilities may be set-up in a model house
•	A pit latrine 
•	A tippy-tap handwashing facility
•	An utensils drying rack
•	A fence to keep animals out of key places (this will always be done for the borehole). 
•	A garbage disposal pit

At the end of the training, a WASH committee is either created, or the existing one presented to the village. The WASH Committee of five people should have at least one community-health worker. 
Created or reactivated WASH committee will have an active exercise to conduct a supervision aiming to assess hygiene and sanitation status in their own communities. The results of that assessment are to upgrade water, hygiene and sanitary facilities to be improved in all village where local leaders will contribute by organizing community workers to help vulnerable households as well the promise of sustainability of water point/borehole since it will be rehabilitated.

Yearly refresher trainings will receive input form the WASH Committee on which practices the community is struggling to implement. Those will be the focus of the refresher trainings and the field book with the resource package will be used during these refresher trainings. 

Water Access Rwanda will conduct ongoing monitoring activities to measure the impacts of WASH training in the communities. All the agents conducting the usage survey or other project monitoring activities will communicate WASH related information.
The success of education on hygiene issues will be monitored through the WCFT which will study the ratio of end-users that are still boiling their drinking water in the project scenario and through the usage/monitoring survey to check on the use of clean/safe containers and devices for transport and storage of water used for drinking, cooking, food preparation and basic personal hygiene.

[bookmark: _Ref49515970]SECTION C. DURATION AND CREDITING PERIOD
C.1. Duration of project 
C.1.1 Start date of project 
03/10/2018
C.1.2 Expected operational lifetime of project 
25 years
C.2. Crediting period of project 
C.2.1 Start date of crediting period
01/03/2024 – 28/02/2029
C.2.2 Total length of crediting period
5 years
[bookmark: check1][bookmark: _Ref49515984][bookmark: _Ref49848946]
[bookmark: _Ref128431741]SECTION D. SUMMARY OF SAFEGUARDING PRINCIPLES AND GENDER SENSITIVE ASSESSMENT 
D.1 Safeguarding Principles that will be monitored
A completed Safeguarding Principles Assessment is in Appendix 1, ongoing monitoring is summarised below. 

	Principles
	Mitigation Measures added to the Monitoring Plan

	Principle 1. Human Rights
	N/A

	Principle 2.  Gender Equality
	N/A

	Principle 3. Community Health,
 Safety and Working Conditions
	N/A

	Principle 4.1  Sites of Cultural
 and Historical Heritage
	N/A

	Principle 4.2 Forced Eviction 
and Displacement
	N/A

	Principle 4.3  Land Tenure and 
Other Rights
	N/A

	Principle 5. Corruption
	N/A

	Principle  6.1 Labour Rights
	N/A

	Principle  6.2 Negative Economic
 Consequences
	N/A

	Principle  7.1   Emissions
	N/A

	Principle 7.2  Energy Supply
	N/A

	Principle  8.1 Impact on Natural 
Water Patterns/Flows
	N/A

	Principle  8.2 Erosion and/or 
Water Body Instability
	N/A

	Principle  9.1  Landscape
 Modification and Soil
	N/A

	Principle 9.2 Vulnerability to
 Natural Disaster
	N/A

	Principle 9.3 Genetic Resources
	N/A

	Principle 9.4 Release of pollutants
	N/A

	Principle 9.5  Hazardous and
 Non-hazardous Waste  
	N/A

	Principle 9.6 Pesticides & Fertilisers
	N/A

	Principle 9.7  Harvesting of Forests
	N/A

	Principle 9.8 Food
	N/A

	Principle 9.9  Animal husbandry
	N/A

	Principle 9.10  High Conservation
 Value Area sand Critical Habitats
	N/A

	Principle 9.11  Endangered Species
	N/A



D.2. Assessment that project complies with GS4GG Gender Sensitive requirements
	Question 1 - Explain how the project reflects the key issues and requirements of Gender Sensitive design and implementation as outlined in the Gender Policy?
	The project reflects the key issues and requirements of gender sensitive design and implementation: The project activities provide access to clean and safe water for local communities. The access to water is free and located in central places and thus will not put at risk the access of women or any other marginalized groups. The access to clean and safe water will contribute to improve health of the local population and will reduce the workload related to the water purification activities. The reduction on the workload benefits especially women and girls who are mainly responsible on fuel collection and water purification activities. The implemented activities related to the stakeholder consultation as well as the future implementation of the project activities takes into the account gender roles and the abilities of women and men to participate in the decision/designs of the project activities. For example, the stakeholder consultation made in the project design phase was designed in a way which enabled both women and men participating in the consultation meeting (Please refer to the separate Stakeholder Consultation Report uploaded to SC application). Moreover, for example, the future annual hygiene campaigns will be planned and organized in the way to avoid any discrimination of women or other marginalized groups. In fact, the women’s participation will be essential for guaranteeing the success of the project.
	

	Question 2 - Explain how the project aligns with existing country policies, strategies and best practices
	The Project is in line with Rwanda’s constitution. Rwanda has ratified the principle of equality into its respective constitution (Article 9), which shall guarantee equal gender rights.
Article 9 (g) mentions ‘that the Government all its agencies accord equal opportunities to all citizens, men and women alike without regard to their color, tribe, region, or station in llife It will be ensured that the project is committed to equal gender rights and women empowerment following
Rwanda’s constitution.
	

	Question 3 - Is an Expert required for the Gender Safeguarding Principles & Requirements?
	N/A
	

	Question 4 - Is an Expert required to assist with Gender issues at the Stakeholder Consultation?
	N/A
	



[bookmark: _Ref49515999]SECTION E. SUMMARY OF LOCAL STAKEHOLDER CONSULTATION 
[bookmark: _Ref47423348]The below is a summary of the 2 step GS4GG Consultation for monitoring purposes. Please refer to the separate Stakeholder Consultation Report for a complete report on the initial consultation and stakeholder feedback round.  
E.1 Summary of stakeholder mitigation measures 
The PP carried out a local stakeholder consultation in each of the districts included in the project boundary: (i) Rwamagana: 12/06/2018; (ii) Ngoma: 13/06/2018; (iii) Bugesera: 14/06/2018; and (iv) Rusizi: 19/06/2018. A wide range of different groups of stakeholders have been invited comprising of end-users, leaders of women groups active at district levels, leaders of Youth groups active at district level, heads of villages, national and local policy makers, representatives of Universities in the district, health centre leaders in the district, DNA representative, local NGOs, international development organisations, research institutes, GS representatives and GS international NGO supporters. 
As per Gold Standard Stakeholder Consultation & Engagement Procedure,
Requirements & Guidelines, no other LSC has been conducted for the renewal of the crediting period. 


E.2 Final continuous input / grievance mechanism
	METHOD
	INCLUDE ALL DETAILS OF CHOSEN METHOD (S) SO THAT THEY MAY BE UNDERSTOOD AND, WHERE RELEVANT, USED BY READERS.

	Continuous Input / Grievance Expression Process Book (mandatory)
	Physical grievance books are located in the district offices 

	GS Contact (mandatory)
	help@goldstandard.org 

	Other
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[bookmark: _Appendix_1_-][bookmark: _Ref128431792]Appendix 1 - Safeguarding Principles Assessment 
Complete the Assessment below and copy all Mitigation Measures for each Principle into SECTION D above. Please refer to the instructions in the Guide to Completing this Form.

	SOCIAL SAFEGUARDING PRINCIPLES

	Reference requirement 
	Question
	Response

	P.1 |Human Rights

	P.1.1.1 |
	Does the project developer, its representatives and the Project disrespect internationally proclaimed human rights? 
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.1.1.1 |
	Is the project involved or complicit in violence or human rights abuses of any kind as defined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.1.1.2 |
	Have local communities or individuals raised human rights concerns regarding the project (e.g., during the stakeholder engagement process, grievance processes, public statements)?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.1.1.3 |
	Is there a risk that rights-holders (e.g., Project-affected stakeholders) do not have the capacity to claim their rights?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.1.1.3 |
	Does this project undermine national or regional measures for the realisation of the right to development?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain the reason and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here…

	Would the project potentially involve or lead to:

	P.1.1.1 |
	adverse impacts on enjoyment of the human rights (civil, political, economic, social or cultural) of the affected population and particularly of marginalised groups?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.1.1.2 |
	inequitable or discriminatory impacts on affected populations, particularly people living in poverty or marginalised or excluded individuals or groups, including persons with disabilities?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.1.1.3 |
	restrictions in availability, quality of and/or access to resources or basic services, in particular to marginalised individuals or groups, including persons with disabilities?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.1.1.3 |
	exacerbation of conflicts among and/or the risk of violence to project-affected communities and individuals?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	Briefly describe below how the project incorporates a human rights-based approach. 
For example, by describing how the project design: 
· is informed by human rights analysis, including from UN human rights mechanisms (human rights treaty bodies, universal periodic review, special procedures)
· includes measures to assist the government to realise (respect, protect and fulfil) human rights under international law and to implement human rights-related standards in national law (whichever is higher) 
· enhances the availability, accessibility and quality of benefits and services for potentially marginalised individuals and groups, and to increase their inclusion in decision-making processes that may impact them (consistent with the non-discrimination and equality human rights principle)
· provides reasonable accommodations to strengthen inclusivity and accessibility of project benefits and services to persons with disabilities.

	Please add text here…. 



	P.2 |Gender Equality and Women’s Empowerment

	P.2.1.1 |
	Have women’s groups/leaders raised gender equality concerns regarding the project, (e.g., during the stakeholder engagement process, grievance processes, public statements)?
	☐ YES
☒ NO


	P.2.1.2 |
	Does the project undermine the principles of non-discrimination, equal treatment, and equal pay for equal work?
	☐ YES
☒ NO


	P.2.1.2 |
	Does the project prevent men and women from having equal opportunities to participate in identified tasks and activities, whether through paid work, volunteer work, or community contributions, as appropriate?
	☐ YES
☒ NO


	P.2.1.2 |
	Does the project limit the participation of women or men based on pregnancy, maternity/paternity leave, or marital status?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.2.1.2 |
	Is information about project objectives being communicated in a way that is inappropriate for the local context and not tailored to the methods of understanding of both women and men, which could hinder their participation?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.2.1.3 |
	Has the project assessed gender risks without referencing the country's gender strategy or equivalent national commitment?
	☒ YES
☐ NO

	P.2.1.4 |
	Has expert stakeholder(s) been involved, and has their input been requested for the project design on gender equality and women's empowerment?
	☒ YES
☐ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain the reason and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	Would the project potentially involve or lead to:
	

	P.2.1.1 |
	adverse impacts on gender equality and/or the situation of women and girls?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.2.1.1 |
	exacerbation of risks of gender-based violence? For example, through the influx of workers to a community, changes in community and household power dynamics, increased exposure to unsafe public places and/or transport, etc.
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.2.1.2 |
	reproducing discriminations against women based on gender, especially regarding participation in design and implementation or access to opportunities and benefits?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.2.1.2 |
	limitations on women’s ability to use, develop and protect natural resources, taking into account different roles and positions of women and men in accessing environmental goods and services?
For example, activities that could lead to natural resources degradation or depletion in communities who depend on these resources for their livelihoods and well-being.
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	Briefly describe below how the project is addressing any identified risk to gender equality and women’s empowerment.

	Please add text here….


	P.3 |Community Health AND Safety

	P.3.1.1 |
	Does the project involve potential risks to the health and safety of affected communities during its life cycle?
	☐ YES
☐ NO

	P.3.1.2 |
	Does the project involve any potential risks to the workers' safety and health?
	☐ YES
☐ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain the reason and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	Would the project potentially involve or lead to:

	P.3.1.1 |
	construction and/or infrastructure development (e.g., roads, buildings, dams)?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.3.1.2 |
	air pollution, noise, vibration, traffic, injuries, physical hazards, poor surface water quality due to runoff, erosion, sanitation?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.3.1.2 |
	harm or losses due to failure of structural elements of the project (e.g., collapse of buildings or infrastructure)?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☐ NO

	P.3.1.2 |
	risks of water-borne or other vector-borne diseases (e.g., temporary breeding habitats), communicable and noncommunicable diseases, nutritional disorders, mental health?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.3.1.2 |
	transport, storage, and use and/or disposal of hazardous or dangerous materials (e.g., explosives, fuel and other chemicals during construction and operation)?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.3.1.2 |
	adverse impacts on ecosystems and ecosystem services relevant to communities’ health (e.g., food, surface water purification, natural buffers from flooding)?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	Briefly describe below how the project is addressing any identified risk related to community health and safety.

	Please add text here….


	P.4 |Cultural Heritage, Indigenous People, Displacement and Resettlement

	P.4.1 |Sites of Cultural and Historical Heritage

	P.4.1.1 |
	Does the project involve altering, damaging, or removing sites, objects, or structures of significant cultural heritage?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain the reason and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	Would the project potentially involve or lead to:

	P.4.1.1 |
	activities adjacent to or within a cultural heritage site?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.1.1 |
	significant excavations, demolitions, movement of earth, flooding or other environmental changes?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.1.1 |
	alterations to landscapes and natural features with cultural significance?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.1.1 |
	adverse impacts to sites, structures, or objects with historical, cultural, artistic, traditional or religious values or intangible forms of culture (e.g., knowledge, innovations, practices)? (Note: projects intended to protect and conserve Cultural Heritage may also have inadvertent adverse impacts)
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☐ NO

	P.4.1.2 |
	utilisation of tangible and/or intangible forms (e.g., practices, traditional knowledge) of Cultural Heritage
for commercial or other purposes?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.1.2 |
	If answer to question above is “YES” or “POTENTIALLY” - are the communities made aware of their right under the law, scope and nature of proposed development and its potential consequences?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA 

	P.4.1.3 |
	If answer to question above is “YES” - does the project provide equitable sharing of benefits from commercialisation of such knowledge, innovation, or practice, consistent with their customs and traditions?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.4.1.4 |
	If answer to question above is “YES” - are opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder(s) not sought and demonstrated as being included in the project design?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.4.1.4 |
	If answer to question above is “YES”, has project design been changed, modified, updated considering opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	P.4.2 |Forced Eviction and Displacement

	P.4.2.1 |
	Does the project involve any risks related to involuntary relocation of people?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain the reason and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	Would the project potentially involve or lead to:

	P.4.2.1 |
	risk of forced evictions or involuntary relocation of people?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.2.2 |
	temporary or permanent and full or partial physical displacement (including people without legally recognisable claims to land)?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.2.2 |
	economic displacement (e.g., loss of assets or access to resources due to land acquisition or access restrictions – even in the absence of physical relocation)?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.2.2 |
	If answer to question above is “YES” or “POTENTIALLY”, 
· has the project developed Resettlement Action Plan or Livelihood Action Plan in consultation and agreement with affected individual, group or community?
· has the project integrated Resettlement Action Plan or Livelihood Action Plan into the Project design?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA 

	P.4.2.3 |
	If answer to question above is “YES” - are opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder(s) not sought and demonstrated as being included in the project design?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.4.2.3 |
	If answer to question above is “YES”, have project design been changed, modified, updated considering opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	P.4.3 |Land tenure and other rights

	P.4.3.1 |
	Does the project involve any risks related to identifying and managing legitimate tenure rights that may be affected by the project?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain the reason and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	Would the project potentially involve or lead to:

	P.4.3.1 |
	impacts on or changes to land tenure arrangements and/or community-based property rights/customary rights to land, territories and/or resources?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.3.1 |
	uncertainties with regards to land tenure, access rights, usage rights or land ownership?
Examples include, but are not limited to water access rights, community-based property rights and customary rights.
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.3.2 |
	Changes in legal arrangements, if yes, are the changes done in line with relevant laws and regulations?

	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA 

	P.4.3.2 |
	Changes in legal arrangements, if yes, are these changes agree with free, prior and informed consent of the involved stakeholders?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.4.3.3 |
	Does some other entity (other than the project developer) hold uncontested land title for the entire Project Boundary?	
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.4.3.4 |
	Are opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder(s) not sought and demonstrated as being included in the project design?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.4.3.4 |
	If answer to question above is “YES”, have project design been changed, modified, updated considering opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.4.3.5 |
	Have project developer in consultation with stakeholders established a functioning mechanism to receive, process, resolve, communicate and record grievances? 
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	P.4.4 |Indigenous peoples

	P.4.4.1 |
	Does the project involve Indigenous People within the Project area of influence who may be affected directly or indirectly by the Project?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	Would the project potentially involve or lead to:

	P.4.4.1 |
	affect areas where indigenous peoples are present (including project area of influence) 
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.4.1 |
	affect areas, land and territory claimed by indigenous peoples?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.4.1 |
	impacts (positive or negative) to the human rights, lands, natural resources, territories, and traditional livelihoods of indigenous peoples?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.4.7 |
	If answer to above questions is ’’YES’’ or “POTENTIALLY”, 
· Is it determined that the proposed project may affect the rights, lands, resources, or territories of indigenous people?
· Has an "Indigenous People Plan" (IPP) or "Indigenous People Plan Framework" been elaborated and included in the project documentation?
· Was the plan developed in accordance with the effective and meaningful participation of indigenous peoples and in accordance with UNDP Guidelines?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA 

	P.4.4.3 |
	risk of forcibly removing indigenous people from their lands and territories?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.4.4 |
	utilisation and/or commercial development of natural resources on lands and territories claimed by indigenous peoples?

Consider, and where appropriate ensure, consistency with the answers under Principle 4.1 above
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.4.4.5 |

P.4.4.6 |
	If answer to question above is “YES” or “POTENTIALLY”
· Did the project obtain free, prior and informed consent from indigenous people before taking their cultural, intellectual, religious, and/or spiritual property?

· Does the project ensure that the indigenous people receive an equitable sharing of benefits resulting from the use of their traditional knowledge and practices? ?

· Does the project ensure that the sharing of benefits resulting from the use of indigenous peoples' traditional knowledge and practices is culturally appropriate and inclusive?

· Does the project ensure that the provision of equitable sharing of benefits does not impede land rights or equal access to basic services including health services, clean water, energy, education, safe and decent working conditions, and housing?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.4.4.8 |
	Does the project lack appropriate feedback and grievance channels for Indigenous Peoples and their representatives?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.4.4.8 |
	Has a grievance mechanism not been established at the beginning of programme or project implementation with due consideration given to customary dispute settlement mechanisms among the Indigenous Peoples concerned and will it remain operational throughout the project cycle?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.4.4.9 |
	Are opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder(s) not sought and demonstrated as being included in the project design?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.4.4.9 |
	If answer to question above is “YES”, have project design been changed, modified, updated considering opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	P.5 |Corruption

	P.5.1.1 |
	Does the project involve, or is it complicit in, contributing to or reinforcing corruption or corrupt projects?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.5.1.1 |
	Does the project have a risk of encouraging bribery, kickbacks, or other unethical behavior?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	ECONOMIC SAFEGUARDING PRINCIPLES

	P.6 |Economic Impacts

	P.6.1 |Labour Rights and Working Conditions

	P.6.1.1 |
	Does the project involve, facilitate, or condone forced labor, or pose a potential risk of forced labor?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.1 |
	Does the project violate any labor or health and safety laws, international obligations, or ILO conventions?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.2 |
	Does the project violate the principles of equal opportunity and fair treatment in its employment decisions?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.3 |

	Does the project violate national laws, if available regarding non-discrimination in employment?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.4 |
P.6.1.5 |
	Does the project allow child labor?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.7 |
P.6.1.8 |
	Does the project have insufficient processes and measures in place to ensure the safety and health of project workers?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.9 |
	Does the project have insufficient measures to safeguard and support vulnerable project workers, such as women, people with disabilities, migrant workers, and young workers, and to prevent any kind of harassment, abuse, bullying, or exploitation, including gender-based violence (GBV)?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.10 |
	Does the project have no grievance mechanism available for workers to voice workplace concerns? Is information about this mechanism not provided to workers at the time of recruitment, or is it not easily accessible?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	Would the project potentially involve or lead to: 
(note: applies to both project and contractor workers)

	P.6.1.1 |
	use of forced labour?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.1 |
	working conditions that do not meet national labour laws and international commitments?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.1 |
	working conditions that may deny freedom of association and collective bargaining?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.1 |
	absence of documented working agreements with all individual workers 

if such agreements do not exist, or do not address working conditions and terms of employment, the project developer shall provide reasonable working conditions and terms of employment.   
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.1 |
	use of migrant workers?

if engaged, the developer shall ensure that they are engaged substantially equivalent terms and conditions to non-migrant workers carrying out similar work.
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.1 |
	having no arrangements for basic services[footnoteRef:10] for workers? [10:  Basic services requirements refer to minimum space, supply of water, adequate sewage and garbage disposal system, appropriate protection against heat, cold, damp, noise, fire, and disease-carrying animals, adequate sanitary and washing facilities, ventilation, cooking and storage facilities and natural and artificial lighting, and in some cases basic medical services.
] 


the project developer shall put in place and implement policies on the quality and management of the accommodation and provision of basic services in a manner consistent with the principles of non-discrimination and equal opportunity. Workers’ accommodation arrangements should not restrict workers’ freedom of movement or of association
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.2 |
	any form of discrimination or harassment based on factors unrelated to job requirements, such as gender, race, nationality, ethnicity, social or indigenous origin, religion or belief, disability, age, or sexual orientation?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.2 |
	any form of discrimination in any aspect of employment, such as recruitment, compensation, working conditions, training, job assignment, promotion, termination, or discipline?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.2 |
	harassment, intimidation, and/or exploitation, especially in regard to women?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.3 |
	discriminatory working conditions and/or lack of equal opportunity where national law provides provision to address non-discrimination in employment?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.4 |
	use of child labour? (including third-party engaged workers)
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.1.4 |
	inadequate and verifiable mechanisms for age verification?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.7 |
	no processes and measures in place for the safety and health of project workers?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.7 |
	No provision of safety and health training provisions, including on the proper use and maintenance of personal protective equipment conducted by competent persons and the maintenance of training records?
	☐ YES
☐ NO

	P.6.1.7 |
	No provision to record and document accidents, diseases, incidents, and any resulting injuries, illnesses, or deaths?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.8 |
	occupational health and safety risks due to physical, chemical, biological and psychosocial hazards (including violence and harassment) throughout the project life-cycle?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.9 |
	No measures to protect vulnerable project workers from harassment, exploitation, and gender-based violence (GBV)? This includes women, people with disabilities, migrant workers, and young workers.
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.10 |
	No grievance mechanism available for workers to voice workplace concerns.
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.1.11 |
	No measures for due diligence and the establishment of policies and procedures to manage and monitor the performance of third-party employees in the project?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	P.6.2 |Negative Economic Consequences

	P.6.2.1 |
	Is there a risk of project failure during implementation or after project certification due to a lack of financial resources?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.2.2 |
	Does the project have potential negative impacts or pose a risk to the local economy?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.6.2.2 |
	Are there any potential risks or negative impacts this project may have on vulnerable or marginalised social groups, despite the benefits it may bring?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here…


	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.6.2.2 |
	economic impacts (negative/detrimental) to the local economy?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.6.2.2 |
	negative economic consequences during and after project implementation, e.g., for vulnerable and marginalised social groups in targeted communities?
	☐ YES
☒ POTENTIALLY
☐ NO

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	P.7 |Climate and Energy

	P.7.1 |GHG Emissions

	P.7.1.1 |
	Does the project have a risk of increasing greenhouse gas emissions over the Baseline Scenario?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.7.1.1 |
	increase greenhouse gas emissions over the Baseline Scenario?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to the above question, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.7.2 |Energy supply

	P.7.2.1 |
	Does the project pose a risk to the availability and reliability of energy supply to other users?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.7.2.1 |
	negative impact on the availability and reliability of energy supply to other users?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to the above question, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.8 |Water

	P.8.1 |Impact on Natural Water Patterns/Flows

	P.8.1.1 |
	Does the project increase water usage to a level that will not allow for the maintenance of environmental flows?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.8.1.1 |
	Does the project result in the discharge of wastewater that does not meet the required standard for beneficial reuse and could therefore negatively impact the environmental flow?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.8.1.1 |
	Does the project have the potential risk to exceed the rate of recharge for the groundwater source?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.8.1.1 |
	Does the project involve any processes or activities that could contaminate the groundwater and render it unsuitable for use?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.8.1.1 |
	affect the natural or pre-existing pattern of watercourses, groundwater and/or the watershed(s) such as high seasonal flow variability, flooding potential, lack of aquatic connectivity or water scarcity?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.8.1.1 |
	Wastewater discharge of quality that does not meet the required standard for beneficial reuse?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.8.1.1 |
	significant extraction, diversion of ground water? For example, construction of dams, reservoirs, river basin developments, groundwater extraction
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.8.1.2 |
	Are opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder(s) not sought and demonstrated as being included in the project design?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.8.2 |Erosion and/or Water Body Instability

	P.8.2.1 |
	Does the project have a risk of negatively impacting the catchment and has it been assessed and addressed?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.8.2.2 |
· 
P.8.2.5 |
	negatively impact on the catchment area?

If yes, Erosion prevention measures, including soil and slope protection measures, must be implemented before project commencement. These measures should involve natural terracing, infiltration strips, permanent ground cover, hedge and tree rows, and effective slope length assessment. Regular reassessment of these measures is necessary.
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.8.2.6 |
	Are opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder(s) not sought and demonstrated as being included in the project design?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9 |Environment, ecology and land use

	P.9.1 |Landscape Modification and Soil

	P.9.1.1 |
-
P.9.1.3 |
	Is there any risk of soil resource degradation or loss of ecosystem services provided by soils in the project?

If yes, the project shall maintain healthy soils by minimising negative impacts on soil health, productivity, structure, and water retention. Steps to minimise soil degradation include crop rotation, composting, using N-fixing plants, and reducing tillage and ecologically harmful substances.
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.1.4 |
	production, harvesting, and/or management of living natural resources by small-scale landholders and/or local communities?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.1.4 |
	if answer to above question “yes” or “potentially”, does project adopt appropriate and culturally sensitive sustainable resource management practices?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.2 |Vulnerability to Natural Disaster

	P.9.2.1 |
	Does the project have any risks associated with natural or man-made hazards that could result from land use changes due to the project?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.2.2 |
	any potential risks that require emergency preparedness and response planning?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.2.2 |
	if answer to above question “yes” or “potentially”, did the project developer disclose appropriate information about emergency preparedness and response to affected communities?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.3 |Biosafety and Genetic Resources

	P.9.3.1 |
	Does the project involve the transfer, handling, and use of genetically modified organisms/living modified organisms that may result in adverse effects on biological diversity?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….


	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.3.1 |
	the transfer, handling and use of genetically modified organisms/living modified organisms (GMOs/LMOs) that result from modern biotechnology
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.3.1 |
	If answer to above question is “yes” has a risk assessment by a competent Expert stakeholder been carried out in accordance with Annex iii of the Cartagena protocol on biosafety to the convention on biological diversity?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.9.3.2 |
	If answer to above question is “yes” has any risks identified in the risk assessment?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.9.3.3 |
	Forestry (for example Afforestation/Reforestation) involving GMO planting?

Note - Forestry projects (for example Afforestation/ Reforestation) involving GMO planting are not eligible for Certification under Gold Standard for the Global Goals.
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.4 |Release of pollutants

	P.9.4.1 |
	Does the project have a risk of releasing pollutants to air, water, and land in routine, non-routine, or accidental circumstances?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.4.1 |
	any potential risk of pollutant release that cannot be avoided?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.4.3 |
	If answer to above question is “Yes” or “potentially”, has the project identified all potential pollution sources that may degrade the quality of soil, air, surface, and groundwater in the project area?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.9.4.2 |
	If answer to above question is “Yes” or “potentially”, do the pollution prevention and control technologies and practices applied during the project life cycle align with national regulations or international best practices?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.9.4.3 |
	If answer to above question is “Yes”, is there a monitoring plan to ensure that mitigation measures are implemented, and resources are protected?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.5 |Hazardous and Non-hazardous Waste

	P.9.5.1 |
	Does the project involve the generation of waste materials (both hazardous and non-hazardous)?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.9.5.3 |
	Does the project involve risk of release of hazardous materials resulting from their production, transportation, handling, storage, or use?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.9.5.5 |
	Does the project involve the use of any chemicals or materials subject to international bans or phase-outs?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.5.1 |
	 the generation and management of waste materials?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.5.1 |
	treatment, destruction, or disposal of waste material?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.9.5.1 |
	If answer to above question is “Yes”, does the project involve an environmentally friendly method that includes appropriate control of emissions and residues resulting from the handling and processing of waste material?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.9.5.3 |
	risk of release of hazardous materials resulting from their production, transportation, handling, storage, or use? 
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.9.5.3 |
	If answer to above question is "yes”, does project has measures in place to address health risks?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.9.5.4 |
	Involve manufacture, trade, and use of chemicals and hazardous materials subject to international bans or phase-outs due to their high toxicity to living organisms, environmental persistence, potential for bioaccumulation, or potential for depletion of the ozone layer
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.6 |Pesticides & Fertilisers

	P.9.6.1 |
	Does the project involve the use of chemical pesticides? 
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.9.6.5 |
	Does the project involve purchase, store, manufacture, trade or use products that fall in Classes IA (extremely hazardous) and IB (highly hazardous)
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.9.6.6 |
	Does the project use fertilisers, and if so, are measures being taken to minimise their use and nutrient losses to the environment?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.6.1 |
	 chemical pesticides use for pest management?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.6.4 |
	If answer to question above is “yes” or “potentially”, does project has documented Chemical Pesticides Policy in place?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.9.6.5 |
	purchase, store, use, manufacture, or trade in Class II (moderately hazardous) pesticides?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.6.5 |
	If answer to question above is “yes” or “potentially”, does project has appropriate controls on manufacture, procurement, or distribution and/or use of these chemicals?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above questions, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.7 |Harvesting of Forests

	P.9.7.1 |
	Does the project have a risk of unsustainable forest management, including timber harvesting?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.9.7.1 |
	Does the project pose a risk of depleting biodiversity and ecosystem functionality in areas where improved forest management is undertaken?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.9.7.1 |
	Does the project risk not meeting requirements for environment-friendly, socially beneficial, and economically viable plantations using native species whenever possible?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.8 |Food Security

	P.9.8.1 |
	Does the project involve the risk of negatively influencing access to and availability of food for people affected?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to the question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.8.1 |
	modification of the quantity or nutritional quality of food available such as through crop regime alteration or export or economic incentives?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to the above question, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.9 | Animal Welfare

	P.9.9.1 |
	Does the project involve any risks to animal welfare?

Animal welfare shall be ensured by providing access to water and food, appropriate environment, humane treatment, and staff training. Evidence of mistreatment will be treated as an immediate non-conformity.
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.9.9.2 |
	Does the project involve any potential risk of excessive or inadequate use of veterinary medicines?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.9.9.4 |
	Does the project involve the risk of administering synthetic growth promoters, including hormones?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.9.1 |
	animal husbandry or harvesting of fish populations or other aquatic species?[footnoteRef:11] [11:  'Involve' means if the project mechanism and/or impact(s) are achieved via changing animal husbandry practices in some way.] 

	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.9.9.1 |
	limiting access for animals to basic needs like drinking water, adequate food, daylight, appropriate shelter etc.?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.9.3 |
	inadequate measures to isolate sick animals and control the spread of disease, especially zoonotic diseases? 
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.9.9.5 |
	inadequate low-stress methods, equipment, and facilities that facilitate calm animal movement.
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.9.9.6 |
	inadequate measures to ensure that animals are exposed to the least stress possible during transportation and slaughtering?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.9.9.7 |
	inappropriate spacing per animal and stocking rates per land unit?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.9.9.8 |
	inadequate measures to address the specific needs of aquatic animals?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	P.9.9.9 | P.9.9.10 |
	primary production of living natural resources such as animal husbandry, aquaculture, and fisheries?

If the answer is yes, implement industry-standard sustainable management practices in line with to one or more relevant and credible standards and utilise available technologies.
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above question, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.10 |High Conservation Value Areas and Critical Habitats

	P.9.10.1 |
	Does the project have the risk of negatively impacting HCV areas and/or critical habitats?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	P.9.10.2 |
	Does the project in the project area or area of downstream impacts have risks to the following: native tree patches, individual native trees, freshwater resources (including rivers, lakes, swamps, temporary water bodies, and wells), habitats of rare, threatened, and endangered species, and biodiversity-enhancing areas?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to any of the questions above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.10.1 |
	identified habitats as HCV areas and or Critical habitats?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.10.1 |
	If answer to above question is “yes”, does the project have any risks that could negatively impact the catchment, project success, and surrounding HCV and ecological assets, as well as any measurable adverse impacts on the criteria or biodiversity values for which the critical habitat was designated, and on the ecological processes supporting that biodiversity? 
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ NA

	P.9.10.1 |
	If answer to above question is “yes”, is a robust, appropriately designed, and long-term Habitats and Biodiversity Action Plan absent which will make the project unable to achieve net gains of those biodiversity values for which the critical habitat was designated?
	☐ YES
☐ NO
☒ N/A

	P.9.10.2 |
	Does the project area or area of downstream impacts have native tree patches, individual native trees, freshwater resources (including rivers, lakes, swamps, temporary water bodies, and wells), habitats of rare, threatened, and endangered species, and biodiversity-enhancing areas?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.10.2 |
	If the answer to the above question is “yes”, will the project have any adverse effects on these areas?
	☐ YES
☐ No
☒ NA

	P.9.10.3 |
	If the answer to above question is “yes”, does the project has opportunities to minimise unwarranted conversion or degradation of the habitat and to enhance the habitat as part of its development?
	☐ YES
☐ No
☒ NA

	P.9.10.4 |
	Is the project applying Land Use & Forest Activity Requirements and managing a minimum 10% of the project area to protect or enhance the biological diversity of native ecosystems following HCV approach as per the given requirements?
	☐ YES
☐ No
☒ NA

	P.9.10.5 |
	Are opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder(s) not sought and demonstrated as being included in the project design?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA 

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above question, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.11 |Endangered Species

	P.9.11.1 |
	Does the project lead to the reduction or negative impact on any recognised Endangered, Vulnerable or Critically Endangered species?
	☐ YES
☒ NO

	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.11.2 | 
	distortion of habitats of endangered species? 
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NA

	P.9.11.2 |
	If answer to the above question is “yes”, does the project plan to protect and enhance them?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☐ NO
☒ N/A

	P.9.11.2 |
	Are opinions and recommendations of an Expert Stakeholder(s) not sought and demonstrated as being included in the project design?
	☐ YES
☒ NO
☐ NA

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above question, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	P.9.12 |Invasive Alien species

	P.9.12.1 |
	Does project introduce any alien species (not currently established in the country or region of the project) into new environments?
	☐ YES
☒ NO


	If the answer to question above is "yes," please explain project situation and how the project will ensure compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….



	Would the project involve or lead to:

	P.9.12.1 |
	risk of introducing any alien species with a high risk of invasive behaviour regardless of whether such introductions are permitted under the existing regulatory framework?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.12.1 |
	risk of potential accidental or unintended introductions including the transportation of substrates and vectors (such as soil, ballast, and plant materials) that may harbour alien species.
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	P.9.12.2 |
	risk of spreading alien species  into areas in which they have not already been established?
	☐ YES
☐ POTENTIALLY
☒ NO

	If the answer is "yes" or "potentially" to any of the above question, please provide a brief description of the project situation below. Also, provide justification and/or evidence as necessary to demonstrate compliance with applicable requirements.

	Please add text here….







[bookmark: _Ref49516032][bookmark: _Ref128431799]Appendix 2 - Contact information of project developer(s)

	Organization name
	CO2Logic

	Registration number with relevant authority
	

	Street/P.O. Box
	Kantersteen 47A

	Building
	

	City
	Brussels

	State/Region
	Brussels

	Postcode
	1000

	Country
	Belgium

	Telephone
	

	E-mail
	

	Website
	www.co2logic.com

	Contact person
	Herman NOPPEN

	Title
	Project Director

	Salutation
	

	Last name
	NOPPEN

	Middle name
	

	First name
	Herman

	Department
	Climate Project

	Mobile
	

	Direct tel.
	

	Personal e-mail
	


[bookmark: _Ref49516052]

[bookmark: _Ref128431812]Appendix 3 - Design Changes
[bookmark: _Hlk128433891]A4.1. Details of proposed or actual design change 

Change in methodology: the project was first registered under the “Technologies and practices to displace decentralized thermal energy consumption (TPDDTEC) v3.1.
On 03/05/2021, Gold Standard released a new methodology “Methodology from Emission Reductions from Safe Drinking Water Supply v1.0”, which was more appropriate and fully applicable for this type of projects. Therefore, it has been decided to apply this new methodology for the new crediting period. The scale of the project has also change from large scale to small scale of the project. 

A4.2. Describe the impacts of design change on the following
a. Additionality
These changes have no impact on additionality, as the project activity remains the same as during CP1 and is automatically additional.

b. Applicability of methodology and other methodological regulatory documents with which the project activity has been certified

This project concerns community level water treatment technologies (CWT) and therefore the methodology “Methodology from Emission Reductions from Safe Drinking Water Supply v1.0” is applicable to it.

c. Compliance with the monitoring plan of the applied methodology
The monitoring plan has been adapted in this PDD for CP2 and is compliant with the methodology “Methodology from Emission Reductions from Safe Drinking Water Supply v1.0”.
 
d. Level of accuracy and completeness in the monitoring of the project activity compared with the requirements contained in the registered monitoring plan
The monitoring plan has been updated in this PDD according to the “Methodology from Emission Reductions from Safe Drinking Water Supply v1.0”

e. Scale of the project activity 
The project has been changed to “small scale”, in order to apply the suppressed demand baseline scenario as defined in the methodology “Methodology from Emission Reductions from Safe Drinking Water Supply v1.0”. This project is considered as “Type III – Other activity” and annual emissions reduction do not exceed 60,000 tCO2e. 

f. Stakeholder consultation
A stakeholder feedback round was organised on February 22 in order to present the design changes to the local stakeholders and collect their feedback.

g. Sustainable development criteria 
As per the “SDG Impact Tool” Rule Update (14.03.2022), 2.1.3: “The SDG Impact Tool application is mandatory for all new projects submitted (…) for design certification review and renewal after 14.03.2022. 
Therefore, the SDG tool has been applied accordingly in this PDD and the corresponding SDG’s have been included in this PDD.

h. Safeguarding assessment
The design change does not affect safeguarding assessment, as the project activity is not affected by the design change.

i. Compliance with applicable legislation
The design change does not affect compliance with the applicable legislation , as the project activity is not affected by the design change
	
	
	
	
	
	
	





Revision History

	Version
	Date
	Remarks

	1.5
	29 June 2023
	Editorial changes to match V2.1 of the Safeguarding Principles Requirements

	1.4
	21 June 2023
	Editorial changes to match V2.0 of the Safeguarding Principles Requirements

	1.3
	14 April 2023
	Integrated the design change memo as annex of the document.

Editorial changes

	1.2
	14 October 2020
	Hyperlinked section summary to enable quick access to key sections
Improved clarity on Key Project Information
Inclusion criteria table added
Gender sensitive requirements added 
Prior consideration (1 yr rule) and Ongoing Financial Need added
Safeguard Principles Assessment as annex and a new section to include applicable safeguards for clarity
Improved Clarity on SDG contribution/SDG Impact term used throughout
Clarity on Stakeholder Consultation information required
Provision of an accompanying Guide to help the user understand detailed rules and requirements

	1.1
	24 August 2017
	Updated to include section A.8 on ‘gender sensitive’ requirements

	1.0
	10 July 2017
	Initial adoption
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