


Action Document Mainstreaming Annex
Guiding Questions for mainstreaming purpose
 (to be filled in and submitted prior to Quality Review Meeting)
[bookmark: _GoBack]Article 8.8 of the NDICI-Global Europe regulation provide that ‘Programmes and actions under the Instrument shall mainstream the fight against climate change, environmental protection, human rights, democracy, gender equality and, where relevant, disaster risk reduction, and shall address interlinkages between the SDGs, to promote integrated actions that can create co-benefits and meet multiple objectives in a coherent way. Those programmes and actions shall be based on a comprehensive multi-disciplinary analysis of context, capacities, risks and vulnerabilities, integrate a resilience approach and be conflict sensitive, taking into account conflict prevention and peacebuilding. They shall be guided by the principles of ‘do no harm’ and of ‘leaving no one behind’.
The guiding questions in the present annex to the Action Document (AD) are to be used primarily to support the drafting of the AD by the Lead and/or Responsible Service to ensure mainstreaming of key cross-cutting issues linked to policy and programmatic priorities. Please limit your answers to 10 lines per question maximum.
For support in these topics, please contact:
	Greening-Facility
	INTPA-GREENING-FACILITY@ec.europa.eu 

	Gender equality & rights-based Approach
	INTPA-GENDER@ec.europa.eu

	Conflict Sensitivity and Resilience
	INTPA-G5@ec.europa.eu


Environment & climate change
	Article 25.5 of the NDICI-Global Europe Regulation establishes a mandatory environmental screening, including for climate change and biodiversity impacts, at the level of actions in accordance with the applicable legislative acts of the Union. The NDICI-Global Europe Regulation also establishes that, when relevant, strategic environmental assessments, including the impact on climate change, shall be used in the implementation of sectoral programmes.
The procedure is found in Annex 3 of the Guidelines for the integration of environment and climate change into EU international cooperation and development which establishes an extended Environment and Climate Risk Screening aligned to the legislative acts indicated above and adapted to the context of EU development cooperation. The screening is mandatory for all actions. 
The screening must be carried out at the design stage for each new action; it helps us identify if an action is likely to have significant effects on the environment or to entail high climate risks and determine the need to prepare a Strategic Environmental Assessment (SEA), an Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and/or a Climate Risk Assessment (CRA). 
Please complete the Environment and Climate Risk Screening and indicate below the outcomes and a brief justification. The outcomes are also reflected in the Action Document.
In the case that none of the above assessments are necessary, the screening process will nevertheless help identify a number of environment and climate-related risks and opportunities that should be addressed in the design of the action.

	Outcome of the SEA screening (Strategic Environmental Assessment – relevant for budget support and strategic-level interventions)
☐   An SEA is required.
Please provide a clear justification.
 ☐   An SEA is not required but key environment and climate-related aspects will be addressed during the design of the action. 
Please provide a clear justification and indicate the key environment and climate change issues that will be addressed during the design of the action.
☐   No further action required.
Please provide a clear justification.

	To be filled in

	Outcome of the EIA (Environmental Impact Assessment) screening 
☐  Category A project: an EIA is required (action likely to have a significant adverse impact on the environment)
☐  Category B project for which an EIA is required (idem)
Please provide a brief indication of the main aspects that will be addressed in the EIA.
☐  Category B project not requiring an EIA, but for which environmental aspects will be addressed during the design of the action
Please provide a clear justification and a brief indication of the main aspects that will be addressed in the EIA.
☐  Category C: an EIA is not required

	To be filled in

	Outcome of the CRA (Climate Risk Assessment) screening
☐  Climate high-risk project: a CRA will be prepared
Please provide an indication of the key climate risks that motivated the decision.
☐  Climate high-risk project: CRA elements will be integrated as part of the EIA (if an EIA is required)
Please provide a brief indication of the climate risk aspects (vulnerability and emissions) that will be addressed as part of the EIA.
☐  Climate low-risk project: no further action; climate risk aspects will be addressed during the design of the action
Please provide a brief indication of the climate risk aspects (vulnerability and emissions) that will be addressed as part of the design of the action, or justify why no further action is necessary.

	To be filled in

	Independently of whether an action requires a dedicated tool such as an SEA, an EIA or a CRA, all actions must integrate environment and climate change to contribute to environmental sustainability, low carbon development and resilience. The questions below will allow you to reflect on key environmental and climate change aspects of the action. The first two questions are related to the principle of ‘do no harm’, which is the minimum expected from any action; questions 3 and 4 are related to the vulnerability of the action to environmental degradation and climate change; and questions 5 to 7 are related to opportunities for the action to contribute to transformational change towards sustainability.

	1. Is the action likely to have adverse impacts on the environment? If so, are the chosen mitigation measures relevant to avoid or minimise these impacts?

	To be filled in

	2. Is the action likely to result in significant emission of greenhouse gases or the degradation of carbon sinks? What measures are integrated to minimise its carbon footprint?

	To be filled in

	3. Is the feasibility and effectiveness of the action vulnerable to environmental degradation (e.g., land degradation, water pollution)? If so, what measures are foreseen to minimise this risk?

	To be filled in

	4. Is the action vulnerable to climate variability and climate change (e.g., reduced water availability, increased frequency, and intensity of extreme weather events)? How does its design integrate climate-proofing?

	To be filled in

	5. Does the action seize opportunities to maximise environmental benefits (e.g., enhancing ecosystems through nature-based solutions)?

	To be filled in

	6. Does the action seize opportunities to contribute to low carbon development and to building climate resilience? Is the action aligned to the relevant NDC (Nationally Determined Contributions) or NAP (National Adaptation Plan)?

	To be filled in

	7. Does the action integrate opportunities to contribute to Disaster Risk Reduction and implementation of the Sendai Framework?

	To be filled in


Gender equality & rights-based Approach
	Guiding questions
	Yes
	No
(Justification needed)
	Comments/Justification

	The NDICI-Global Europe Regulation establishes that at least 85% of all new actions will have gender equality as a significant (OECD Gender Marker 1) or principal objective (OECD Gender Marker 2). This target is also part of the Gender Action Plan III. Is this action contributing to the achievement of this target?
	
	
	

	Has the G-marker been correctly attributed according to the OECD minimum criteria?
	
	
	

	If the action has been marked G0, was this decision based on a gender analysis?
	
	
	Mandatory justification for G0 to be included here.

	Does the risk analysis cover any possible unintended negative human rights impacts or risks that perpetuate gender inequalities and mitigate any barriers to the full participation of women and girls? If yes, are the chosen mitigation actions to avoid or minimise these negative impacts satisfactory?
	
	
	

	Does the action include protection, promotion and fulfilment of human rights by building the capacities of the duty-bearers (state actors)? Does the action empower rights-holders (affected people and groups who have claims and human rights) to claim their rights?
	
	
	If yes, please state in which section of the Action Document this has been addressed.

	Does the program cycle including the action design process ensure meaningful and inclusive participation accessible to all of rights-holders throughout the action? What about in governance structures?
	
	
	If yes, please state in which section of the Action Document this has been addressed.

	Have efforts been made to include people living in the most vulnerable and marginalized situations (people living in poverty, persons with disabilities, indigenous peoples, etc.) to leave no one behind throughout the programme cycle including in the design process? 
	
	
	If yes, please state in which section of the Action Document this has been addressed.

	Has the Disability-marker been correctly attributed according to the OECD criteria?
	
	
	

	Are the key findings and recommendations of the mandatory gender analysis (gender country profile and gender sector analysis) reflected in the design of the action?
	
	
	If yes, please state in which section of the Action Document this has been addressed.

	How will the action contribute to gender equality, women’s and girl’s empowerment and gender transformative change, in line with the EU Gender Action Plan III? Have some objectives/expected results/activities/indicators been included in the action to effectively ensure that it contributes to gender equality and women’s empowerment (for objectives and indicators see notably SWD (2020)284 part II)?
	
	
	If yes, please state in which section of the Action Document this has been addressed.

	Is this action’s contribution to the implementation of the Gender Action Plan (GAP) III reflected into the GAP III country level implementation plan? 
If not, please make sure to include it into the CLIP revised version (to be signed off by the EU Delegation in 2023).
	
	
	


Resilience and Conflict Sensitivity
	 Does the action consider and address risks related to the different dimensions of fragility: societal, political, economic, environmental, security-related, and how?

	To be filled in

	Does the proposed action aim at strengthening the resilience of individuals, households, communities, society and the state in the specific sector/area/geographic region (I.e., capacity to absorb, adapt, respond to or transform risks of future shocks and stresses, and progress towards SDG goals)? Does the action build on existing resilience capacities and address where relevant, the humanitarian-development-peace nexus?

	To be filled in

	What risks do the planned programme hold in terms of unintended negative impacts with regards: potential exacerbation of tensions and/or conflicts and violence, increasing fragility dimensions, divisions among interest groups/ social groups/ ethnic or religious groups, specific do-no-harm risks in a conflict-affected areas?

	To be filled in

	How will you ensure that the action is conflict sensitive, apply a do no harm approach and mitigate related risks, while promoting peace and inclusion? Is the action taking into account recommendations on conflict sensitivity from existing or ongoing conflict analyses, EU conflict Early Warning System, etc.?


	To be filled in
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