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SSAP/RED Auditor Checklist

Soybean farmers – sustainable soybean production requirements

SOYBEAN SUSTAINABILITY ASSURANCE PROTOCOL /RED (SSAP/RED Protocol)



	
	Introduction

	0.0
	Certification body

	0.1.1.
	Name of the Certification Body (CB)
	

	0.1
	Company details

	0.1.1.
	Company Name
	

	0.1.2.
	Address of the company
	

	0.1.3.
	State
	

	0.1.4.
	Country
	

	0.1.5.
	Geo coordinates, latitude
	

	0.1.6.
	Geo coordinates, longitude
	

	0.1.7.
	Main contact person name:
	

	0.1.8.
	Phone:
	

	0.1.9.
	E-Mail:
	

	0.2
	Audit specific data 

	0.2.1.
	Name of Lead Auditor
	

	0.2.2.
	Name(s) of further auditors of the team
	

	0.2.3.
	Name of GHG expert (if applicable)
	

	0.2.4.
	Date of the Audit
	

	0.2.5.
	Name(s) of company representative(s) present during the audit
	

	0.2.6.
	Company activities related to biomass on above mentioned address:
	☐ Farm

	0.2.7.
	Is the company audited onsite or remotely?
(note: remote audits are only allowed in case of reduced risk classification of the FGP and farm)
	☐ Subject to an onsite sample audit
☐ Subject to a remote sample audit

	0.2.8.
	SSAP/RED registration number (required for all companies with own scope certification prior to the initial audit)
	

	0.2.9.
	Is the company applying for initial- or recertification?
	☐ Initial certification
☐ Recertification, please mention year of initial SSAP/RED certification here: 

	0.2.10.
	In case of recertification, mention the previous certification period here
	

	0.2.11.
	Were, during the last 12 months prior to this audit, also other sustainability certification systems used, especially recognized systems of the RED? If yes, mention the other system(s) here.
	

	0.2.12.a.
	What is the overall result of the risk assessment of the company prior to the audit?
	☐ Reduced 
☐ Medium 
☐ High 

	0.2.12.b.
	Indicate methods and tools used during the risk assessment here
	

	0.2.13.
	Analyse tract numbers in the tool, select based on nearby risks in LUC or nearby conservation areas, write down results per tract. Confirm the results during the verification (use of FSA aerial photographs). In case of doubts make a print from the tool so you can compare with the FSA photographs.
	

	0.2.14.
	In case of medium or high risk, please describe the relevant risk indicator(s) that resulted to the increased risk classification here. This could be related to 1) unclarity on LUC from the risk assessment tool; 2) nearby waterways, ponds, creeks and buffer zones. When necessary also set the risk level for sampling of farmers and elevators on the appropriate risk level in order to proof correct execution of sample audits.
	

	0.2.15.
	Are the overall audit results of this audit a reason to reduce or increase the risk level for future audits? If yes, indicate the risk level for future audits here
	☐ Reduced 
☐ Medium 
☐ High

	0.2.16.
	Which option applies to declare GHG emission values of outgoing products?
	☐ Disaggregated default value for cultivation
☐ Own calculation of cultivation emissions

	0.2.17.
	Total number of elevators  / dependent storages used by the farmer
	

	0.2.18.
	Number of elevators / dependent storages without their own SSAP/RED certification. (indicates section 1.2 is relevant for this company)
	

	0.2.19.
	Result of risk assessment elevators  / dependent storages used
	☐ Reduced (square root rounded up remote audits)
☐ Medium (square root rounded up onsite audits)
☐ High (square root*2 rounded up onsite audits)

	0.2.20.
	Amount of elevators  / dependent storages audited
	

	0.3-0.5
	See COC checklist

	0.6
	Farm specific data

	0.6.1.
	In case the farm is subject to a sample audit, is the farm been audited before on behalf of the Certified company?
	☐ yes onsite, mention the date here: 
☐ yes remote, mention the date here:
☐ no

	0.6.2.
	Total farm size in Acres, for all land managed by the farmer
	

	0.6.3.
	Did land use change take place after January 2008?
	☐ yes, mention the type here and address this specifically in Pillar I findings: 
☐ no

	0.6.4.
	Amount of Acres used for soy production in the season subject to the audit
	

	0.6.5.
	Information on sustainable raw material produced by the farmer  in MT during the 12 months prior to the audit

	
	Type of input material
	Amount of Acres
	State(s) of origin
	Amount in MT

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	





	No.
	SSAP/RED requirement and sub-questions
	Guidance for the auditor
	Documents to review
	Answer/Findings during the audit
	Compliance

	
	
	
	
	
	Yes
	No

	
	SUSTAINABILITY REQUIREMENTS FARM

	1.
	PILLAR 1:  Biodiversity and High Carbon Stock Production Control Measures and Regulations

	1.1
	Land with high biodiversity value 

	1.1.1.
	Is it assured that the producer does not use highly biodiverse grassland converted on or after January 1, 2008?
	See SSAP/RED protocol section 1.1.1: defined as a terrestrial ecosystem spanning more than one hectare, dominated by herbaceous or shrub vegetation for at least 5 years continuously, including meadows and pasture that is cropped for hay but excludes land cultivated for other production and cropland lying temporarily fallow and grassland that is natural, or non-natural which is species rich and not degraded. In order to assess this, please follow these steps: 
1) Use the RCA DV Land Use by State NRI 2017 1 (usda.gov) to confirm none of the land was grassland after 1st of January 2008. If that cannot be confirmed, step 2 and 3 are required to assess compliance.
2) (historical) remote sensing imagery of the areas, including satellite or aerial photographs, land use maps or vegetation maps. High-resolution historic satellite or aerial photographs may be used to compare a site under assessment with reference areas in the region to provide an indicator if the land could be considered as highly biodiverse or not.
3) Specific expertise of the NRCS / USDA shall be required to assess the land status was not in line with the he above definition from Highly biodiverse grassland (Article 29 (3) d) of the Revised Renewable Energy Directive EU/2018/2001.

As an alternative to step 2 and step 3 above, the Economic Operator may decide to take the land with the US Grassland status out of the scope for SSAP/RED certification.
	Check RCA DV Land Use by State NRI 2017 1 (usda.gov) to confirm if the area was grassland. Aerial photographs, compare the ones from 2008 with the most recent ones available
	
	
	

	1.1.2.
	Is it assured that the producer does not use primary forest and other wooded land converted on or after January 1st, 2008?
	Primary forests are defined as forest and other wooded land of native species, where there is no clearly visible indication of human activity and the ecological processes are not significantly disturbed. 
In order to assess this, please follow these steps:
1) Use the RCA DV Land Use by State NRI 2017 1 (usda.gov) to confirm none of the land was forest after 1st of January 2008. If that cannot be confirmed, step 2 and 3 are required to assess compliance.
2) (historical) remote sensing imagery of the areas, including satellite or aerial photographs, land use maps or vegetation maps. High-resolution historic satellite or aerial photographs may be used to compare a site under assessment with reference areas in the region to provide an indicator if the land could be considered as forested or not.

	Check RCA DV Land Use by State NRI 2017 1 (usda.gov) to confirm if the area was forested land Aerial photographs, compare the ones from 2008 with the most recent ones available
	
	
	

	1.1.2.i
	Producers are in compliance with U.S. laws prohibiting conversion of primary forests to other uses
	Primary forests are defined as forest or wooded land of native species where there is no clearly visible indication of human activity and the ecological processes are not significantly disturbed.  
	
	
	
	

	1.1.3.
	Is it assured that the producer does not use highly biodiverse forest and other wooded land which is species-rich and not degraded, converted on or after January 1st, 2008?
	Highly biodiverse forest and other wooded land which is species-rich and not degraded or has been identified as being highly biodiverse by the relevant competent authority, unless evidence is provided that the production of that raw material did not interfere with those nature protection purposes 
In order to assess this, please follow these steps:
1) Use the RCA DV Land Use by State NRI 2017 1 (usda.gov) to confirm none of the land was forest after 1st of January 2008. If that cannot be confirmed, step 2 and 3 are required to assess compliance.
2) (historical) remote sensing imagery of the areas, including satellite or aerial photographs, land use maps or vegetation maps. High-resolution historic satellite or aerial photographs may be used to compare a site under assessment with reference areas in the region to provide an indicator if the land could be considered as forested or not.

	Check RCA DV Land Use by State NRI 2017 1 (usda.gov) to confirm if the area was forested land Aerial photographs, compare the ones from 2008 with the most recent ones available
	
	
	

	1.1.3.i
	Producers are in compliance with U.S. laws prohibiting conversion of primary forests to other uses
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.3.ii
	Producers are in compliance with U.S. laws prohibiting the conversion of public lands in National Forests and National Grasslands
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1.4.
	Producers are in compliance with the U.S laws that prohibit altering the habitat where endangered or threatened species are found
	including but not limited to: breeding, feeding, sheltering
	
	
	
	

	1.1.4.ii
	Producers are in compliance with U.S. Endangered Species Act to protect listed animal and plant species from extinction by preserving the ecosystems in which they survive.
	Check the producers’ awareness on this act and what is done to assure compliance. Producer must have a Habitat Conservation Plan is required as part of an application by private entities prior to undertaking projects that might result in the destruction of an endangered or threatened species?
	Check the Habitat Conservation Plan
	
	
	

	1.1.4.iv
	Producers are in compliance with Federal Migratory Bird Treaty for protection of shared migratory bird resource
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2
	Land with high-carbon stock

	1.2.1.
	Soybeans are not produced on forest land
	defined as a land cover/use category that is at least 10 percent canopy cover stocked by single stemmed woody species of any size that will be at least 4 meters tall at maturity.  The minimum areas for classification as forestland is one acre and the area must be at least 100 feet wide
	
	
	
	

	1.2.2.
	Soybeans are not produced on wetlands converted on or after January 1, 2008?
	Wetlands are defined as land that is covered with or saturated by water permanently or for a significant part of the year. In order to confirm if land complies to this definition, specific indicators are used to verify and reflect seasonal changes within a given year.
	Check FSA Aerial photographs, compare the ones from 2008 with the most recent ones available
	
	
	

	1.2.2.i
	Producers are in compliance with Section 404 of Clean Water Act regarding agricultural impacts on wetlands
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2.2.ii
	Producers are in compliance with U.S. Wetlands Conservation provisions
	This means: 
· USDA keeps record of Wetland Determinations.  Producers may obtain aerial imagery of their farms and a printout of their farm and tract records from local USDA office administering their farm
· Producers will maintain compliance with wetland conservation regulations by creating a required conservation system plan
· Producers will not plant on a converted wetland
· Producers will not convert a wetland to make possible production of agricultural commodity

	
	
	
	

	1.3
	Is it assured that the producer does not use land that was peatland converted on or after January 1, 2008?  
	unless evidence is provided that the cultivation and harvesting of that raw material does not involve drainage of previously undrained soil
	
	
	
	

	1.3.1.
	Producers planning to remove fence rows, combine crop fields, divide a crop field into two or more fields, or improve or modify existing drainage must notify USDA-FSA for appropriate technical determinations and obtain prior approval. 
	Improving or modifying existing drainage should not result in drainage of deeper soil layers compared to the drainage existing in January 2008, to stay in line with Article 18 (5) of the  Revised Renewable Energy Directive EU/2018/2001. 
	
	
	
	

	1.4.
	Producers are in compliance with Highly Erodible Land Conservation program, which can be proven by checking the information in the guidance.
	·  USDA maintains records of all land used and cultivated in the United States including land classified as highly erodible land.  Producers may obtain aerial imagery of their farms and a printout of their farm and tract records from local USDA office administering their farm.
· Producers will maintain compliance with highly erodible land regulations by creating a required conservation system plan.  
	Check conservation system plan.
	
	
	

	1.5.
	Soybeans are not produced on designated protected areas
	· By law or by the relevant competent authority for nature protection purposes; or 
· For the protection of rare, threatened or endangered ecosystems or species recognised by international agreements or included in lists drawn up by intergovernmental organisations or the International Union for the Conservation of Nature, subject to their recognition in accordance with the first subparagraph of Article 30(4).
	
	
	
	

	1.5.2.i
	Producers are in compliance with U.S. laws that prohibit the production of soybeans on land under federal protected status, land designated Wilderness or Research Natural Areas, protected land in National Forests and Grasslands, and land in the National Landscape Conservation System 
	
	
	
	
	

	1.5.2.ii
	Producers are in compliance with U.S. laws that prohibit production of soybeans on land protected by National Park Service
	
	
	
	
	

	2.
	PILLAR 2:  Production Practices Control Measures and Regulations

	2.1
	Producers apply conservation tillage methods as appropriate.
	Review which methods are used based on documentation and interview with the farmer
	
	
	
	

	2.1.1 
	Is it assured that conservation tillage control measures will increase soil health and organic matter?
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.2 
	Is it assured that conservation tillage control measures will increase moisture retention?
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.3 
	Is it assured that conservation tillage control measures will reduce soil compaction and soil erosion?
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.4 
	Is it assured that conservation tillage control measures will reduce water and nutrient runoff?
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1.5 
	Is it assured that conservation tillage control measures will reduce energy use
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2
	Soybean seed commerce is in compliance with the Federal Seed Act regarding fair trade and proper labelling 
	Check if farmer is aware of Federal Seed Act and implement his seed selection accordingly
	
	
	
	

	2.3
	Producers are in compliance with Plant Protection Act regulation importation of plants and plant products 
	Check if farmer is aware of Plant Protection Act regulation and implement his use of chemicals accordingly
	
	
	
	

	2.4
	Producers apply crop rotation to improve soil health and biodiversity 
	Check crop tillage plan and mention rotation system in audit findings
	
	
	
	

	2.5
	Producers apply Precision Farming Techniques as appropriate utilizing Global Positioning System (GPS) and other advanced technologies, as listed in following 5 requirements
	Check if equipment of farmer has specified technologies and knowledge of the farmer to use it effectively.
	
	
	
	

	2.5.1
	Producers apply variable rate fertilizer and herbicide application 
	Are fertilizer and herbicide rates tailored on soil and crop needs?
	
	
	
	

	2.5.2
	Producers apply field mapping for seed planting and herbicide and pesticide application 
	
	
	
	
	

	2.5.3
	Producers apply field mapping for fertilizer application 
	
	
	
	
	

	2.5.4
	Producers apply grid soil sampling 
	
	
	
	
	

	2.5.5
	Producers apply yield mapping 
	
	
	
	
	

	2.6
	Producers will limit irrigation and comply with all applicable water conservation efforts in their irrigation districts to ensure effective and equitable allocation of water resources.  	
	Review irrigation records and compare to irrigation needs (link with weather conditions)
	
	
	
	

	2.7
	Producers apply measures to reduce and recycle waste and meet all local regulations as related to waste recycling
	Review local applicable laws or procedures related to waste recycling
	Contracts with waste disposal companies
	
	
	

	3.
	PILLAR 3:  Public and Labor Health and Welfare Control Measures and Regulations

	3.1
	Producers are in compliance with U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Worker Protection Standard for Agriculture Pesticides meeting regulations for: pesticide safety training, notification of pesticide application, use of personal protective equipment, restricted-entry intervals after pesticide application, decontamination supplies, and emergency medical assistance 
	Check knowledge of the farmer with the Worker Protection Standard of EPA and the regulations relevant to the training.
	
	
	
	

	3.1.1  
	An application exclusion zone of 100 feet horizontally from application equipment is required whether the pesticide is applied by air blast application, as a spray or fumigant, mist, or fog. Applicators must suspend application if they are aware of any person in the application exclusion zone per regulation in Worker Protection Standard by Environmental Protection Agency
	Check how the farmer assures this is applied on his farm, in case personnel applies spraying, interview them on this topic
	
	
	
	

	3.2.
	Producers are in compliance with Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) maintaining compliance with agricultural chemical handling, storage, and application regulations
	Check awareness on FIFRA and cross check compliance at chemical storage at the farm and interview how farmer manages chemical application in spraying equipment.
	
	
	
	

	3.2.1.
	All pesticides are registered with EPA with proper labels and used in accordance with specifications including how and under what conditions chemicals can be applied 
	Check pesticide used in log and in storage and compare with positive list EPA
	
	
	
	

	3.2.2.
	Certification and training required for pesticide applicators using restricted use pesticides  
	Check if persons responsible for spraying are trained.
	
	
	
	

	3.2.3.
	Producers adhere to EPA regulations concerning rotation of chemical active ingredients 
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2.4.
	It is required that pesticides used by the producer are classified for general or restricted-use
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2.5.
	The producer should provide evidence proving that pesticides in the restricted category may be used only under the direct supervision of certified applicators, or under such other regulatory restrictions as the EPA administrator may require 
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2.6.
	The producer should assure that applications are done either by a private applicator and/or a commercial applicator
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2.7.
	Did the producer ever receive a penalty for violations of the FIFRA regulations?
	U.S. regulation provide penalties for violations of FIFRA regulations and violation of these instructions is equivalent to violating the law; consequences can include criminal prosecution, civil remedies for damages, and loss of license
	
	
	
	

	3.2.8.
	Does the producer comply to specific states regulation, if applicable?
	FIFRA provides States the authority to regulate the sale or use of any federally registered pesticides in that State.
	
	
	
	

	3.2.9.
	Producers adhere to all Federal regulations and guidelines on farm chemical application and producers observe best management practices.  Additionally producers who apply WHO Class Ia, Ib, and II pesticides shall not apply them within 500 meters of populated areas or water bodies
	
	
	
	
	

	3.3.
	U.S. is signatory to Rotterdam Convention of the Prior Informed Consent (PIC) Procedure for Certain Hazardous Chemicals and Pesticides in International Trade enforcing a banned list of chemicals for producer use
	Check producers awareness on which chemicals are banned, resp. which he is allowed to use
	
	
	
	

	3.3.1.
	Producers are complaint with Toxic Substances Control Act to regulate chemicals that pose an unreasonable risk to health or to the environment and to regulate these chemicals' distribution and use
	Check producers awareness on health risks of chemicals
	
	
	
	

	3.4.
	Producers are in compliance with Fair Labor Standards Act which prescribes standards for basic minimum wage and prohibits the employment of children under age 16 during school hours and in certain jobs deemed dangerous 
	If producer has personnel, check awareness on this act and correct implementation.
	
	
	
	

	3.5.
	Producers are in compliance with Federal Equal Employment Opportunity Law 
	
	
	
	
	

	3.5.1.
	Discrimination against all aspects mentioned in the guidance is prohibited 
	3.5.1.1 prohibits employment discrimination based on race, color, religion, sex, or national origin 
3.5.1.2 protects men and women who perform substantially equal work in the same establishment from sex-based wage discrimination 
3.5.1.3 protects individuals who are 40 years of age or older 
3.5.1.4 prohibits employment discrimination against qualified individuals with disabilities 
3.5.1.5 prohibits employment discrimination based on genetic information
3.5.1.6 provides guidelines on employee selection procedures
	
	
	
	

	3.6.
	Producers are in compliance with Occupational Health and Safety Act (OSHA) to assure safe and healthful working conditions including workplace violence guidelines, see guidance for elements that need to be confirmed in compliance.
	Check familiarity of the farmer with OHSA regulation
	
	
	
	

	3.6.1.
	The elements listed in the guidance of this requirement need specific compliance
	3.6.1.1 The farmer cooperates to request OSHA to inspect workplace
3.6.1.2 Employees may use rights under law without retaliation and discrimination
3.6.1.3 Employees receive training about hazards, methods to prevent harm, and the OSHA standards that apply to their workplace
3.6.1.4 The training must be in a language employees understand
3.6.1.5 Employees can be terminated for noncompliance with safety regulations and employers are at risk when employees don’t follow OSHA regulations
	
	
	
	

	3.7.
	Producers are in compliance with Migrant and Seasonal Agricultural Worker Protection Act which provides safeguards to migrant and seasonal agricultural workers
	Only applicable when migrant/seasonal workers are hired. Check if farmer has awareness on the act and its implications for his role as employer.
	
	
	
	

	3.8.
	Producers are in compliance with the Abolition of Forced Labor Act in that they shall not make use of any type of forced or compulsory labor including:
	Confirm awareness of this act here, specify the findings in 3.8.1-3.8.5.
	
	
	
	

	3.8.1.
	As a means of political coercion or education or as a punishment for holding or expressing political view or views opposed to the established political, social or economic system
	Check how the farmer assures prevention of forced labor situations caused by political views.
	
	
	
	

	3.8.2.
	As a method of mobilizing and using labor for purposes of economic development
	
	
	
	
	

	3.8.3.
	as a means of labor discipline
	
	
	
	
	

	3.8.4.
	As a punishment for having participated in strikes
	
	
	
	
	

	3.8.5.
	As a means of racial, social, national, or religious discrimination 
	
	
	
	
	

	3.9.
	Producers are in compliance with Victims of Trafficking and Violence Protection Act providing protection and assistance for victims of trafficking regardless of immigration status
	Only applicable if the farmer is having any form of hired staff. Check if the farmer has understanding on human trafficking.
	
	
	
	

	3.10.
	Producers follow federal and state regulations prohibiting assault and battery  
	
	
	
	
	

	3.11.
	Producers will recognize the Right of Association for workers, including the right to unionize or engage in collective bargaining in accordance with applicable federal and state laws.
	Check if farmer is aware on regulations related to Unions on federal and state level.
	
	
	
	

	3.12.
	Producers are in compliance with the Clean Air Act and its amendments to protect and enhance air resources to promote public health and welfare 
	
	
	
	
	

	3.13.
	Producers are in compliance with the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act which controls hazardous waste, non-hazardous solid waste, and underground storage tanks 
	
	
	
	
	

	3.14
	Producers are in compliance with Safe Drinking Water Act to protect public health by preventing contamination of surface and ground sources of drinking water
	
	
	
	
	

	3.15.
	Producers shall have documented evidence of land ownership, leases, or other legal agreements to utilize land for purpose of soy production and land owners were compensated with prior and informed consent.
	Please check this requirement by the guidance provided in the SSAP/RED protocol:
3.15.1 The Federal Land Policy Management Act protects public lands for exploitation without authorization or rental agreement 
3.15.2 Land use contracts are governed by state statutory and U.S. common law
3.15.3 The U.S. court system is the mechanism for mediating land use disputes
	
	
	
	

	3.16.
	Producers shall engage with local communities including traditional land users to ensure that communications of concerns, complaints, or other grievances between community members and producers are understood and addressed in a collaborative manner
	Please check this requirement by the guidance provided in the SSAP/RED protocol:
3.16.1 The Emergency Planning and Community Right-to Know Act supports community awareness and response to hazardous substances used in society 
3.16.2 USDA cooperative extension system office is nationwide educational network that provides research based information regarding standard agricultural practices
3.16.3 Producers will follow all local regulations pertaining to burning crop residue leaving crop residue in place to provide desirable agronomic advantages including water storage and soil fertility
3.16.4 The Environmental Protection Agency Surf Your Watershed provides information about potential watershed contamination
	
	
	
	

	3.17.
	Producers will comply with Clean Water Act Law 40 parts 116-117 which regulate discharges of designated hazardous substances.  Facilities must immediately notify the National Response Center and State Agencies of any unauthorized discharge of reportable quantity of designated hazardous substance into navigable waters, the shorelines of navigable waters and contiguous zones.   Discharge of harmful quantities of oil must also be reported immediately.
	Please check this requirement by the guidance provided in the SSAP/RED protocol:
3.17.1 Watershed with stream reaches with demonstrated water quality concerns are listed by each state government on the U.S. EPA Clean Water Act 303 list
3.17.2 State governments may require monitoring under Clean Water Act section 319 to insure the implementation of Best management practices and to determine how conservation measures affect water quality
3.17.3 Producers will comply with National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) requirements on discharges of biological pesticides, and chemical pesticides that leave a residue, into waters of the U.S.
	
	
	
	

	4.
	PILLAR 4:  Continuous Improvement of Production Practices and Environmental Protection Control Measures and Regulations

	4.1.
	Conservation Reserve Program to protect the most sensitive areas by providing financial assistance to set aside on a long-term basis for cropland vulnerable to soil erosion or critical to wildlife habitat 
	Check if farmer’s land is situated nearby such areas and if yes, what the farmer knows about this program.
	
	
	
	

	4.2.
	Conservation Stewardship Program to reward producers for overall conservation performance across entire operations 
	Check what the farmer is doing related to conservation as per definitions of this program.
	
	
	
	

	4.3.
	Environmental Quality Incentive Program to provide financial and technical assistance to increase environmental quality of farmland still in production 
	Check awareness on this program with the farmer, and what is done to comply to it.
	
	
	
	

	4.4.
	Regional Conservation Partnership Program provides financial and technical assistance for multi-state or watershed-scale projects. 
	Check if this program could apply to the farmer and if yes, appropriateness of the farmers implementation.
	
	
	
	

	4.5.
	Conservation Effects Assessment Project to quantify the environmental effects of conservation practices and programs on the environment and develop the science base for managing the agricultural landscape for environmental quality 
	If farmer has to comply to any conservation project, check if conservation effects are measured accordingly.
	
	
	
	

	4.6.
	Cooperative Conservation Partnership Initiative to provide financial assistance for partnerships between producers and Indian Tribes, state and local government units, producer associations, farmer cooperatives, institutions of higher education, and NGOs 
	Check if this partnership initiative applies to the region where the farm is located and if yes, check correct and appropriate implementation.
	
	
	
	

	4.7.
	The National Sustainable Soybean  Initiative will develop Best Management Practices (BMP) by region and determine BMP adoption rates 
	Check if these BMPs are developed for the region of the farmer and if yes, if the farmer is aware of these and implements them. 
	
	
	
	

	4.8.
	Producers apply technology transfer of Best Management Practices available in numerous informational mechanisms such as: Certified Crop Advisors, Discovery Farms, on-line crop rotation data for specific geographies and soil types, plot tours, experimental field and research field days, Tactical Agriculture Programs 
	Check if these BMPs are developed for the region of the farmer and if yes, if the farmer is aware of these and implements them.
	
	
	
	

	4.9.
	Producers and grain handlers utilize transportation methods such as barge and rail to reduce greenhouse gas emissions and fossil fuel use 
	Check if transportation methods are chosen in such a way that GHG emissions are reduced where possible.
	
	
	
	

	4.10.
	Technology transfer and conservation programs are available to all producers regardless of size 
	
	
	
	
	

	4.11.
	Field Office Technical Guides customized for local soil and conditions are available to enable better production and conservation measures by producers  
	Check if guides are available and applicable to local situation.
	
	
	
	

	4.12.
	Development of Additional Performance Metrics Scalability of Performance Metrics – raw data used to provide aggregated national data can be scaled down to state, or even district level crop reporting. Additional information is available to customers of U.S. soy willing to collaborate on development of quantifying smaller scale sustainability metrics 
	Check to what level the farmer is providing such raw data related to the farm. Check also if the result of the performance metrics is known and used by the farmer. 
	
	
	
	

	4.13.
	The National Association of Conservation Districts represents the United States’ 3,000 conservation districts and the 17,000 men and women who serve on their boards. Conservation districts are local units of government established under state law to carry out natural resource management programs at the state level.
	Check awareness of the farmer related to the applicable conservation district(s) of the farmland. Check what kind of communication is spread by the board(s). 
	
	
	
	

	5.
	MANAGEMENT SYSTEM

	5.1.-5.4
	Management system of the Certified main entities (not relevant for farmers)

	5.5.
	Farm specific management system requirements

	5.1.1.
	Did the farm have a management system in place to assure compliance with sustainability requirements?
	
	
	
	
	

	5.1.2.
	Is the management system of the farmer including information on all soybean and other crops cultivated at the farm?
	
	
	
	
	

	5.1.3.
	Did the farmer execute or appoint employees responsible for developing, executing and verifying correct implementation of the management system and keeping it up to date with changes in SSAP/RED requirements relevant to its activities?
	
	
	
	
	

	5.1.4.
	Does the management system have a risk based approach, including identification of critical control points and procedures that mitigate risks?
	See chapter 4 of the SSAP/RED protocol
	
	
	
	

	5.1.5.
	Does the farmer have all technical equipment available relevant for its activities?
	Mainly related to physical storage: check if weighbridges are in place and calibrated and if there is a system in place to link the weighbridge data to a specific vehicle
	
	
	
	

	5.1.6.
	Is all documentation, records, data collection as required by the SSAP/RED available and accessible during the audit?
	If documents are not fully available, or not easy accessible during the audit, this is a reason to increase the risk level of the company
	•Farmers operation permit, layout plan, 
•Weighbridge tickets, delivery notes, self-declarations
•Periodical reporting on opening and closing stock in mass balance for incoming and outgoing sustainable and non-sustainable material
•List and corresponding contracts with relevant elevators, etc.)
	
	
	

	5.1.7
	Are all above mentioned documents kept for at least 5 years or longer where it is required by the relevant national authority.?
	Check the document storage policy and its implementation at the company
	
	
	
	

	6.0
	TRACEABILITY

	6.1
	General requirements – traceability system of the company 

	6.1.1.
	Is there a contract available with the elevator or certified first gathering point?
	
	
	
	
	

	6.1.2.
	Is there a signed self-declaration available, signed latest on the day of the first delivery?
	
	
	
	
	

	6.1.3.
	Are all amounts of soybean produced by the farmer plausible?
	Compare the amount of acres on the self-declaration with the actual amount of soybean delivered
	
	
	
	

	6.1.4.
	If the farmer has its own storage, does the inventory documentation match with the amounts present in the storage?
	
	
	
	
	

	7.
	MASS BALANCE – not applicable for farmers

	8.
	GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSION (GHG) REPORTING

	8.1
	Requirements when using default values – GHG emission reporting of the company 

	8.1.1.
	If the company uses DDV for cultivation, was this declared correctly on the self-declaration as described in chapter 5 of the SSAP/RED Protocol?
	Check if self-declaration mentions the below claims:

Eec: “Use of disaggregated default value for cultivation”
	
	
	
	

	8.2
	Requirements when using own calculated values for TRANSPORT – not applicable for farmers 

	8.3
	Requirements when using own calculated values for CULTIVATION – GHG emission reporting of the company 

	8.3.1
	If the company uses own calculation for cultivation, was this declared correctly on the self-declaration as described in chapter 5 of the SSAP/RED Protocol?
	Check if self-declaration mentions the below claims:

Eec: “Use of own calculated value for cultivation”
	
	
	
	

	8.3.2
	Are evidences on all input data available and plausible, so they can be compared with the data at the FGP/elevator audit?
	Verify the input amounts as listed in the SSAP/RED protocol section 5.2.1. Data may also be collected in U.S. customary units, but must be converted by the FGP in the SI base units as below:
• Amount of soybean (per hectare and year)
• Amount of seeds in kg per hectare and year
• Amount of mineral fertilizers: P2O5-, K2O-, CaO- and N-fertilizer which can be converted in kg nutrient per ha and year (e.g. kg N/(ha*yr))
• Amount of organic N fertilizer in kg N/(ha*yr)
• Amount of crop residues in kg N/(ha*yr)
• Amount and type of used pesticides in kg active ingredient per hectare and year
• Diesel consumption per year and hectare
• Electricity consumption (kWh per hectare and year) and source of electricity
• Moisture content per ton delivered raw material in percentage
	
	
	
	

	8.3.3
	In case any land use change allowed under RED took place by the farmer? If not, verify the evidence of this. If yes, did the allowed land use change have a positive or a negative impact on the carbon soil?
	
In case allowed land use change is detected, verify the evidence of it. The calculation of the carbon stock change must be verified under section 8.4. 
	
	
	
	

	8.4 
	Requirements when using own calculations for Land Use Change– GHG emission reporting of the company (only relevant for FGPs and participating elevators) 

	8.4.1. 
	Is the information received from the farm in line with the calculation of land use change reviewed at the FGP audit?  
	In line with the IPCC guidelines, both direct and indirect N2O emissions shall be taken into account. The GNOC tool shall be used, which is based on the formulas below, following the naming conventions in the IPCC (2006) guidelines: 
N2Ototal−N = N2Odirect − N + N2Oindirect – N 
Where: 
For mineral soils: N2ODirect−N = [(FSN + FON) • EF1ij] + [FCR • EF1] 
For organic soils: N2ODirect−N = [(FSN + FON) • EF1] + [FCR • EF1] + [(FOS,CG,Temp • EF2CG, Temp] + [FCROS,CG,Trop • E2CG,Trop] 
For both mineral and organic soils: N2ODirect−N = [((FSN • FracGASF) + (FON • EracGASM) • EF4] + [(FSN +FON + FCR) • FracLeach-(H) • EF5]
	 Mainly verify the data collected from the farm and compare them with the calculation of the FGP
	 
	 
	 

	8.4.2 
	Has the LUC been indicated prior to the audit and was it clear at which field(s) the LUC occurred ? 
	Further evidence to be audited as part of the farm sample audits, for details see reference in the farm sample audit checklist 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	8.4.3. 
	Could the reference land use (CSR) been determined by reviewing evidences? 
	Review shape files of an appropriate geo-information system proving the reference land category. Assure that the reference land was not protected or could fall under a land-use category that is excluded from certification under SSAP/RED Pillar 1 and according to Article 29 (3) – 29 (5) of the Revised Renewable Energy Directive EU/2018/2001. 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	8.4.4. 
	Has all data collection to determine the land category and the carbon stock been in line with section 5.2.2 of the Protocol? 
	the 2006 IPCC Guidelines for National Greenhouse Gas Inventories – volume 4  
 
Regulation (EU) No 525/2013 and Decision No 529/2013/EU (OJ L 156, 19.6.2018, p. 1)  
 
Regulation (EU) 2018/841 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 30 May 2018 on the inclusion of greenhouse gas emissions and removals from land use, land use change and forestry in the 2030 climate and energy framework 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	



	Non-Conformity overview
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	SSAP/RED requirement and sub-questions
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