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Executive Summary

This study analyses and compares all standproduction that were approved to comply
with the EU RED requirements. The study
-

Aim of the study
1. Identify strength and weaknesses of the analyses standards.
2. Give recommendations to standard owners for improvments.
3. Provide guidance to economic operators and regulators regarding the quality
of RED requirements.

Intoduction
-

The Directive lists the following options for implementation: National regula-

4

Methodology

tion schemes. The tool asks questions and has a scoring methodology to assess

-

do not evaluate how a given scheme’s requirements are implemented in practice.

Key findings

Yet many of the analysed standards performed on a middle or low level against

schemes cover more comprehensively ecological and social requirements.

-

»
»

-

-

6

»
and social performance. This means that the multi-stakeholder schemes will
-

»
» The analysis shows that some important issues are poorly represented in the

-

a non-GMO option. Many standards do not adequately address transparency

-

»
ry:
ment

»

requirements that are currently volun-

voluntary standards is inadequate
There is very little documenta-

multi-stakeholder standards have various mechanisms in place that should en-

»

in place for dealstakeholders.

»
audits on the farm level are conducted without consideration of the risk classi-

EC should include the following points during the
RED:

» The EC should require a multi-stakeholder approach for all approved standards.
»
»
6

»
»

address the EC’s recognition and approval process for voluntary standards.

»

stakeholder participation and include a grievance mechanism .

»

-

»
incorporated into the approval process.

1

Introduction

1.1 Objective of this study

rights and food prices. This is especially the case for countries with inconsistent
law enforcement and weak governance.

the most pressing social and environmental challenges of our time. The prem-

operating practices for the movement as a whole.

-

9

schemes can improve.

1.2 EU RED
-

-

-

RED. The EC may decide in the future to make non-mandatory requirements
were under discussion in 2012 and 2013.
-

10

10

1.3 Methodology

scheme’s requirements are implemented.
Table 1.3
Schemes approved by
the EC

ISCC EU
Bonsucro EU
RTRS EU RED
RSB EU RED
2BSvs
RSPO RED
NTA 8080
Redcert
SQC
Red Tractor
RBSA
Greenergy
Ensus

Information sources used for the study include current versions of the standards
-

-

1.3.1 Categorization of the analysed schemes
-

-

prehensive criteria set. Not all standards were developed with the participation
-

scheme and the standard as well as to implementation and further development.

Table 1.3.1
Categorization
of standards

12

Global

Comprehensive
Criteria

RSPO
RSB
RTRS
Bonsucro
ISCC
NTA8080

EU RED
Criteria

2BSvs
RedCert11
RBSA
Ensus

Multi-Stakeholder
Involvement

RSPO
RSB
RTRS
Bonsucro
ISCC12
NTA8080

Geographical scope

Coverage of criteria

Multi-stakeholder involvement

National

Greenergy

Red Tractor
SQC

Greenergy13

2

Results of the analysis

2.1 Compliance with ISEAL Alliance Code
of Good Practice

the environment.14

the structure and content of standards.

tion criteria and requirements.

2.2 Assessment results
2.2.1 Overview of assessment results

-

criterion.

there is need for improvement.

14

Table 2.2. Overview of assessment results

: Non-applicable
F: Full membership

N: no information

SCHEME REQUIREMENTS
Development and operation of scheme/standard
A

Conformance requirements

R

F

F

R

Overview of assessment results

: Non-applicable

Environmental and social criteria

Biodiversity and conservation

Water

Soil

Agrochemicals and fertilizers

Greenhouse gases

Waste management

16

Overview of assessment results

: Non-applicable

Social: Labour

Spraying of pesticides and health protection

Social: Surrounding communities

2.2.2 Key findings
tal and social criteria.

-

-

-

» Stakeholder participation: Most multi-stakeholder schemes have a comstandard. There are opportunities for improving transparency and documen-

»

-

-

»
» Accreditation: The standards use a very wide range of accreditation ap-

»

standards have requirements for dealing with complaints regarding the certiternational multi-stakeholder schemes with comprehensive criteria have much

»

Nearly half of the schemes
-

»

itoring and evaluation system should include steps for identifying the impact
-

-

Environmental and social requirements
pressing social and environmental issues of our time. The premise is that

to social and environmental criteria.

improvements.

» Compliance with EU RED criteria:

-

» Biodiversity and social criteria:

»
»

Most standards do

-

-

20

3

Conclusion
weaknesses.

-

The most important conclusion is that

. Based on the

»
»
terms of ecological and social aspects. This means that the multi-stakeholder
-

»

-

»

-

social issues.

-

safeguarding food security.

-

requirements.

3.1 Potential areas of improvement for the analysed standards and schemes

»

of interests is key to improving the standards. The active involvement of

»

-

involvement of stakeholders.

»

-

»

place.

»
Conventions. They should also require producers to reduce and actively seek

»

22

»
»

3.2 Mutual recognition between schemes

-

-

3.3. Recognition and revision process of the EC
the analysis:

»

and approved standards.

»

requirements that are currently volunmandatory

-

»

»

should include mandatory audits of farms in risk areas and limit the group

3.4 Additional recommendations for the EU RED revision and recognition
process (not limited to the analysis results)

and schemes that do not include the input and participation of stakeholders. In
-

recognition process is open to the input and involvement of stakeholders.

any mechanisms in place that give stakeholders the option to appeal or contest
of inadequate implementation of the standard and potential withdrawal of the
recognition.

to challenge them.

-

24

-

-

either not implement or not completely implement the EC’s requirements. The

-

4

Key findings by
certification scheme

requirements and environmental social require-

4.1 Roundtable on Sustainable Palm Oil (RSPO)

4

www.rspo.org

»
»
»
CAT criteria

criteria

» Environmental and social requirements are covered comprehensively.
»

Governance and organisational structure
criteria

»

The standard has a clear pro-

» There is a detailed
» The standard contains detailed principles and criteria dealing with

pliance at various levels
al treaties. It also includes a system for tracking any changes in the legislation.

»

26

through

»

is not allowed. Companies are required to draw up and

Weaknesses

»

multi-stakeholder participation in decision
in the system for maintaining the standard. The
-

»

system

» The

-

ensured and how it relates to the activities.

»

Environmental and social criteria

»
»

»

is required. The
standard requires the management system to incorporate a social and environmental impact assessment.

expected with regard to a

on

.

» There are clear requirements on the implementation of
and good practices.

-

» There are comprehensive

» Comprehensive requirements regarding the

Weaknesses
» There are some weak spots concerning the criteria related to
invasive species

»

-

-

water-related requirements
in the criteria

The standard requires the implementation of a water management plan that

»

16

-

» The standard requires tracking of
» There are weaknesses in the details concerning the criteria for

hours and disciplinary practices. The standard includes clear require-

workers and communities are indirectly addressed through the various criteria

» Food security

4.2 Round Table on Responsible Soy Association (RTRS)
-

included in the overall scheme.
www.responsiblesoy.org

»

4

cial requirements.

»

-

» Environmental and social requirements are covered comprehensively.
»
CAT criteria

»

for non-GMO materials.

criteria

Governance and organisational structure

» Comprehensive information on multi-stakeholder participation in setting and

criteria

anced.

»
within the international system.

»

-

Weaknesses
» There are weak points as regards
and international laws
a system to track relevant changes in the legislation.

»

system

»

lines for handling complaints are not clear.

» The
proposition for the operators.

»
» There are still weaknesses in the accreditation area. The accreditation is not

Environmental and social criteria

»

materials.

» The standard includes comprehensive criteria on

-

» The standard has a many requirements

.
Details and measurement procedures are provided in the standard’s annexes
and in national interpretations.

»

IPM system.

internationally accepted practices for storing agrochemicals and fertilisers.

»

Weaknesses

»

is not explicitly
required. The standard requires a social and environmental impact assessment. It also implies that there is a management programme and monitoring

required.

30

» The requirement related to

is not covered

-

» Parts of the section on water are not explicitly addressed. There are no

rain-fed systems and no mention of leaching.

» There is a lack of details in terms of requirements for improving soil struc» The most
» The requirement on

-

»

moni-

»

-

mechanism for local communities in place.

»

.

4.3 Roundtable on Sustainable Biomaterials (RSB)
-

http://rsb.org/

»
»

»
»
CAT criteria

RED threshold.

»
agrochemicals are less comprehensive.

criteria

Governance and organisational structure
criteria

» Comprehensive information on multi-stakeholder participation in

» Total compliance with the requirements regarding
» The standard clearly requires conducting proactive stakeholder consultations during audits.

»

-

practical exercises.

32

Weaknesses

» There are weak spots with respect to compliance with

and international laws. The standard does not include a list of all relevant
lation.

»

system

»

-

»

complaint and appeal procedures

for handling complaints.

» The
resources for implementing them.

»
-

Environmental and social criteria

»

targets.

»

is required. The
standard requires that the management system incorporate a social and
environmental impact assessment.

» Detailed procedures are required with regard to

-

. Biodiversity assessments and protection of ecological
corridors and endangered species are mandatory.

» The requirement pertaining to
requirement on topography.

is comprehensively cov-

»

-

and land use rights. It also includes a clear requirement on grievance procelocal communities.

Weaknesses
» There are weak spots with respect to the criteria for handling
materials

-

»

-

storing riparian areas.

» The most
comprehensively addressed.

» There are no explicit requirements on IPM

-

detailed requirements or internationally accepted practices.

» There is a lack of details with respect to the criterion for
work conditions

-

»

34

. Principle 4 of the standard indirectly addresses a key element

4.4 Bonsucro

part of the overall scheme.
http://www.bonsucro.com/

»

4

»
requirements.

»
and good practices.
CAT criteria

»

criteria

»

for all application areas.

Governance and organisational structure
criteria

» Comprehensive information on multi-stakeholder participation in

» Bonsucro is the only standard which contains a

»

»

courses are provided. The standard provides training
for producers and auditors. The duration of the training is listed on the

Weaknesses

» There is a lack of details with regard to compliance with

and international laws. The standard essentially requires compliance with
conventions and international treaties in the guidelines on the relevant criteria.
legislation.

» There are weak spots in the area of
and communication

-

» There are no clear processes or procedures for
» There is a lack of detailed information as regards

.
-

»

-

the process is not stringent enough.

» There are weaknesses with respect to accreditation
»

stakeholder

» Sanction mechanisms
sanctions.

Environmental and social criteria

»

are
covered in the standard.
conservation

» The standard contains a detailed requirement for improving water quality
.

36

»

mance is comprehensively covered.

» The standard includes references to preserving

.

Weaknesses
» Not all of the criteria for
-

»

the criteria on
ity

-

tural practices used.

» Requirements for

-

are not detailed enough and do not include any accepted practices.

»

chemicals.

» Requirements for

use are not detailed enough. There is a lack
of details on the criteria regarding the storage and disposal of agrochemicals.
The standard does not include an internationally accepted practice for the use
of agrochemicals.

» Requirements related to social groups and surrounding communities are only
social
.

4.5 International Sustainability & Carbon Certification (ISCC EU)

-

www.iscc-system.org/

»
requirements.

»
decision making procedures or with respect to inclusion of stakeholders in the

»

tical implementation of these requirements in third-world countries needs
further investigation.

CAT criteria

»
criteria

»
Governance and organisational structure
criteria

»

facilitate harmonisation and the scheme includes a system for tracking changes in the legislation.

» There is a
»
»

-

own

which monitors the performance of the involved
accreditation process.

Weaknesses

» There are weak points with regard to the written commitment to reduce
the impacts

-

» There is a lack of details concerning
and international laws

is no system in place to systematically track changes in the legislation.

»

cation system
stakeholder groups.

»

and evaluation system

»

of the

-

»

-

have to comply with all the other principles and there is no mandatory time-

» There are weaknesses with respect to accreditation

harmonise implementation of the standard.

»

tion process. The standard requires documented procedures on how

engage in proactive and culturally appropriate external consultation with stake-

Environmental and social criteria

» The standard includes comprehensive requirements on

» Requirements on
»

are comprehensively covered.

implementation of an IPM. It also contains detailed requirements for the safe
disposal of agrochemical and fertiliser containers.

» The standard has a precise requirement for

-

» Detailed requirements regarding

-

»

are covered.
and involvement in promoting social welfare programmes are required.

»

Weaknesses

»

is not explicitly
-

» There are only limited criteria concerning

.

invasive species

is not

»
tory requirements.

»

currently no separate chain of custody for non-GMOs.

» The standard does not contain any criteria on
or detailed requirements regarding

.

»
»

40

.
disciplinary practices is not included.

4.6 NTA 8080
-

www.sustainable-biomass.org

»

-

»
»

CAT criteria

Governance and organisational structure
criteria

» Comprehensive information on multi-stakeholder participation in set-

criteria

»

e.g. the entire production unit is assessed and not only one particular area.

» Comprehensive coverage of conformance requirements related to
is covered.

Weaknesses

»

written commitment to reduce impacts
commitment to reduce key environmental and social impacts in the standard’s

» There are weak areas with regard to compliance with
and international laws.

»

system

»

standard’s documents and processes. The text of the standard is not

»
forthcoming once more experience is gained in the regions concerned.

» There is a lack of details in the criterion for a

. It is

» There are weaknesses in the

» There are weak points in terms of accreditation. NEN solely enters into

»

Environmental and social criteria

»
one of the three standards which contain these advanced targets.

»

are cov-

»

-

Weaknesses

»

is not explicitly
required.

» There are weaknesses in some of the criteria regarding
conservation

-

42

»

currently no separate chain of custody for non-GMOs.

» The requirement for water management is not covered comprehensively.
is not addressed. Criteria on

standard contains criteria related to risks for ground water and surface water

» Detailed criteria for soil management are limited to soil quality. Crop rota»

-

chemicals

»

are not

» Not all

»

is not entirely clear how the grievance mechanism exactly works.

» There are weak areas in the criterion for

-

4.7 Greenergy Brazilian Bioethanol verification programme (Greenergy)
The scheme was developed as a management system for the Greenergy company.
The standard focuses on sugarcane and the geographical scope of the standard

www.greenergy.com

»

-

»
»

-

practices.

»

ing the standard.

CAT criteria

Governance and organisational structure
criteria

»

involvement of relevant
stakeholders.

»

-

criteria

» There are clear sanctions for
conformities.

Weaknesses

» There is no criterion regarding a written commitment to reduce key
environmental and social impacts

» There are weak points concerning multi-stakeholder participation in

.
-

of details in the criterion on

. The description of the scheme

procedure used to develop the Greenergy standard.

44

»

system

» There is no

of
the standard’s documents and processes. None of the key documents are avail-

» There is no criterion regarding a

-

cess.

»
» There are weak areas with respect to

for auditors and standard users.
There are no training courses organised for auditors and users of the standard.

»

are not covered in the stand-

Environmental and social criteria

»

national laws
on protecting
vation. References to national laws and examples of existing systems are pro-

» There are clear criteria on soil quality and structure. The standard has desoil structure and quality as well as to regularly measure them.

» IPM is explicitly recommended.
»
of social criteria.

Weaknesses

»

is not explicitly
required. The standard requires environmental impact assessments as well as

» There is a lack of details as regards the requirements for

.

»
»

-

relation to internationally accepted practices for storing agrochemicals and
fertilisers.

»
»

is not covered. The standard does not contain criteria

sively. The criteria on
hours
are not addressed.

» The requirements regarding

are not fully
addressed. There are no criteria on
security. The standard does not have a clear provision requiring a grievance
procedure.

46

4.8 Red Tractor Farm Assurance Combinable Crops & Sugar Beet System
(Red Tractor)
-

assurance.redtractor.org.uk/rtassurance/global

» Only limited areas of the conformance criteria are covered with regard to the
» Environmental and social requirements are not comprehensively covered.
»
Governance and organisational structure

» The standard is developed and maintained with
input.

CAT criteria

criteria

»

and

» There is a

are clearly

mechanism in place.

» There is a formal
criteria

Weaknesses
» There is no criterion regarding a written commitment to reduce key environmental and social impacts

» There is no criterion with respect to

and international laws. The standard does not make any reference to

» There are weaknesses in terms of multi-stakeholder participation in

stakeholder groups.

»

system

» There are weak areas as regards

. None

» There are weaknesses in the

. The standard organisation

»
» There are weak points concerning accreditation
»
»

are not covered in the
standard.

Environmental and social criteria

» One of the few standards which provide guidelines on crop rotation as a
measure of soil management.

» There are clear criteria on
.

»

are implemented in the standard.

» The standard includes criteria regarding the
health protection.

»

.

Weaknesses

»

is not explicitly re-

»
not specify a requirement in this regard. Invasive species are not addressed
in the standard.

»

is currently no separate chain of custody for non-GMOs.

»
standard.

»
standard requires a written strategy for conserving organic soil matter and

»

of

IPM and
are not addressed in detail. Regarding

documented other than invoices and delivery notes.

» Most of the

»
» Food security

are not covered. No criteria are set

. There are

4.9 Scottish Quality Farm Assured Combinable Crops Limited (SQC)
-

-

also not a component of the approval. www.sqcrops.co.uk

»
»
»
» There are no detailed requirements regarding social performance such as

Governance and organisational structure

» The review process
CAT criteria

criteria

»

as a prerequisite.

»
Weaknesses
» There is no criterion regarding a written commitment to reduce key environmental and social impacts

criteria

» There are weaknesses with respect to multi-stakeholder participation

which industry sectors are included and how it is ensured that decision-mak-

» There is no
»

system

» There is no criterion concerning a
»

» There are weak points concerning accreditation
» There is a lack of details with respect to the audit process. Detailed information
» Neither

Environmental and social criteria

» The standard includes requirements related to the
»

.

and health protection

»

in the form of a guideline which states that

Weaknesses

»

is not explicitly required.

» Requirements for

»

is currently no separate chain of custody for non-GMOs.

»

. The standard does not address

»

. The criteria regarding

»
» Requirement for

are not comprehensively covered. IPM in
connection with the use of agrochemicals is not addressed.

»
»

4.10 Biomass Biofuel, Sustainability Voluntary Scheme (2BSvs)
-

swww.2bsvs.org

» The standard was developed with a focus on compliance with the mandatory

-

standard.

»
»

CAT criteria

criteria

» The technical advisor that runs the standard’s day-to-day operations also acts
»

Governance and organisational structure
criteria

» The

conducted annually.

»

regard to
approach.

» The standard organisation has a complaint procedure
mechanism.

Weaknesses
» There is no evidence of a written commitment to reduce key environmental and social impacts
documentation.

» The standard does not include any references to relevant
and international laws.

»

stakeholder participation
tion provided indicates that not all important groups are represented. There is
process. Details on decision making and voting procedures are not provided.

»

system

» There are weaknesses as regards

.

-

» The standard does not have

.

» Regular
»
» There are weak points concerning accreditation
» Stakeholder consultation

-

» There are weak areas as regards the
is always lower than the square root of y.

»

timeframes for correcting them.

Environmental and social criteria

» The standard covers all EU RED criteria

-

-

Weaknesses

» The standard does not include any criteria related to a social and environ.

» Regarding
-

»
ments for safeguarding endangered species. The standard does not contain
species. It does also not have requirements regarding

.

» There is only limited coverage of requirements for water. The standard does

» In terms of soil conservation

and do not explicitly address soil quality and soil structure maintenance.

» There is no mention of

structure in the standard.

» The standard does not contain any requirement on the use of

.

not covered. IPM is not required in the standard.

» It does not include requirements on

or use of

» None of the
-

» There are no requirements on

4.11 REDcert

-

www.redcert.org

»

requirements.

»
-

»
CAT criteria

Governance and organisational structure
criteria

» REDcert is developed and operated with the aid of
participation from a limited

and

.

» There are national interpretations
criteria

»

and

» The standard has a clear
»

regard to

Weaknesses

»

written
commitment is not required.

» The standard does not refer to compliance with relevant
and international laws.

» There are weaknesses with respect to multi-stakeholder participation

-

»

system

»
» The

»

-

ard

» The standard does not include any requirements are concerning partial
groups of companies.

»
is no mandatory training for all of the auditors involved.

» REDcert states that the

Environmental and social criteria

» The standard covers all EU RED criteria
-

»
»

regarding

.

. The standard has detailed requirements for implementing various soil erosion preven-

especially in the case of soil tillage practices.

» Clear requirements on IPM
has detailed requirements on the

»

are fully
covered.

Weaknesses
» The standard does not include criteria related to a social and environmen.

»

protection of

gered species for commercial purposes. The standard does not contain criteria
on invasive species and
.

»
riparian

»

-

crop
rotation
.

»

cals

-

» It does not include requirements on
»

aspects

or the use of

social
-

clear indicators to take into account. The standard relies on national legal
requirements to regulate several social issues.

»

surround-

food security.

4.12 Abengoa RED Bioenergy Sustainability Assurance (RBSA)

as feedstock for ethanol production. www.abengoabioenergy.com

»

requirements.

» The standard was developed without stakeholder participation.
»

structure requirements.

»
»
CAT criteria

criteria

Governance and organisational structure

»

and

»

is comprehensively covered.

criteria

Weaknesses
» There is no evidence of a written commitment to reduce key environmental and social impacts
documentation.

» The standard does not include any reference to relevant
and international laws.

»

system

» There are no
» There are weak points with respect to the
» Regular
reviewing the standard.

of the standard.
. The stand-

-

»
» There are weak points concerning accreditation
» Stakeholder consultation

Environmental and social criteria

» The standard covers all EU RED criteria

-

-

Weaknesses

»

is not explicitly
required.

» Not all of the criteria on

are covered in
detail. The standard requires the development of a map for determining comnot refer to the use of internationally accepted tools. The issue of endangered
-

include criteria on
and invasive species.

» There are weaknesses in the criteria for handling
» Requirements on water
are not addressed.

»

soil is not included in the standard. Criteria regarding erotopography are also not covered.

»

chemicals.

» Requirements on
IPM

60

are not covered. Criteria concerning the

»

» The standard does not contain any criteria with respect to social context and

-

4.13 Ensus Voluntary Scheme under RED for Ensus Bioethanol Production (Ensus)
Ensus was developed as a management scheme for the Ensus company. It is
applies to feed wheat for the production of ethanol. The geographical scope is

http://www.ensusgroup.com/about_us.php

»
»
»

requirements.

organisational structure requirements.

without the participation of stakeholders.

» The standard does not specify any criteria for environmental aspects.
»
CAT criteria

criteria

Governance and organisational structure

»
»

sanction mechanism exists for the

process.
-

criteria

»

accreditation are comprehen-

Weaknesses
» There is no evidence of a written commitment to reduce key environmental and social impacts
documentation.

» The standard does not include any reference to relevant
and international laws.

»

system

» There is a lack of

the standard’s documents and processes. The text of the standard is not
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-

» There are no

of the standard.

» There are weak points with respect to the

. The stand-

ard setting process.

» Regular
»
» The standard does not require stakeholder consultation

-

cation process.

»

for auditors and users of the standard is not provided for in the
scheme.

» There is a lack of details concerning the

-

Environmental and social criteria

» The standard covers all EU RED criteria

-

-

Weaknesses

»

it does not include any additional environmental or social criteria.

Appendix A: Assessment methodology

»
»

Comments received were integrated.
Table: Details of the
communication with the
standard organizations
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Appendix B: Certification Assessment Tool

-

REQUIREMENTS
Compliance with
ISEAL’s Code of Good
Practice for Setting
Social and Environmental Standards

Written Commitment
to Reduce Impacts

STANDARD DEVELOPMENT AND OPERATION
Compliance with
Regional, National,
International Laws

»
»
»

Multi-Stakeholder
Participation in
Standard Development Process

Multi-stakeholder Participation in Standard
System
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Results-Oriented
Performance

Transparency in
Public Reporting

Transparency in
communication of the
standard documents
and process

National/Regional Adaptations for Global
Schemes available

Complaint and Appeal
Mechanisms (Grievance Mechanism)

Regular Standard
Review

Business Model

CONFORMANCE REQUIREMENTS
Accreditation

Stakeholder Consulta-

Training of Auditors

Training opportunities
for standard users

Audit Frequency

Audit Sample Size

Sanctions for

Approval sanctions
bodies

Traceability System

EU RED REQUIREMENTS
EU RED ecological
criteria

Cut-off date

High Carbon Stock
Areas

Minimum GHG
reduction threshold

ENVIRONMENTAL AND SOCIAL GOVERNANCE
Social and Environmental Management
System (EMS)

BIODIVERSITY AND CONSERVATION
Biodiversity
Assessment

Priority Habitat
Conservation

Buffer zones, wildlife
corridors

Endangered Species

Invasive Species

Organisms & Segregated Supply Chains

WATER
Riparian Vegetation

Water availability

Water Quality
Improved

Water Use and

Run-off and Leaching

SOIL
Erosion Prevention

Soil Quality

Crop Rotation/Intercropping

Soil Structure

Topography

AGROCHEMICALS
Integrated Pest
Management

Hazardous Agrochemicals Restriction

Agrochemical and
Fertilizer Application

Agrochemical and Fertilizer Documentation

Agrochemical and
Fertilizer Storage

Agrochemical and
Fertilizer Disposal

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS
Greenhouse Gas
Emissions reduction
(beyond the RED GHG
criteria)

WASTE MANAGEMENT
Waste management

SOCIAL LABOR
Forced Labour

Child Labour

Safe and Healthy Work
Conditions

Spraying of Pesticides
and Health Protection

Grievance Mechanisms
for Workers

Freedom of
Association

Working Hours

Remuneration

Disciplinary Practices

Discrimination

SOCIAL-SURROUNDING COMMUNITIES
Social Context and
Welfare

Land Availability and
Rights

Grievance mechanisms
for Local Communities

Cultural Heritage

Food Security

Sources

-

-

Footnotes

-

-

-

-

other stakeholders.
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