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additional. If the carbon farming practice had Depending on the combination of additionality and
recently been implemented before the start of the permanence attached to a carbon credit, as well as its
carbon farming contract, then the resulting carbon measuring, monitoring, reporting, and verification
credits are likely to be considered weakly additional. (MMRV) costs, a carbon credit might be used for

If the same carbon farming practice has been offsetting scope 1 emissions or insetting scope 3
implemented for many years on the same field, the emissions. Figure 2 describes a simplified pathway
resulting carbon sequestration is considered non- to understand the most likely uses of carbon credits
additional, and it is therefore ineligible as a “carbon generated through carbon farming practices.

farming” practice.

Figure 2. Schematic representation of the likely uses of carbon credits from a carbon farming practice.

* Different carbon initiatives use different number of years to define “recent” practices. Some initiatiyes use
a typical farm in the area to define whether a practice is additional (i.e., different from the typical farm).

——————— MMRYV costs will influence the likely use of these carbon credits.
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Additionality and Permanence under EQIP
and CSP

Additionality is an essential quality of carbon
credits. The requirements to participate in NRCS
programs do not explicitly address additionality.
Figure 3 explains the plausible additionality levels
of carbon farming practices supported by EQIP and
CSP (which also address one or more local resource
concerns).

EQIP only offers payments for new conservation
adoption; therefore, they are strongly additional. On
the other hand, CSP provides financial incentives
for additional activities (new practice adoption and
enhancement of existing practices) and maintaining
existing activities. As a result, CSP’s additional
activity payments (AAPs) can be associated with
strong additionality for new conservation practices

and weak additionality for enhancement activities.
However, CSP’s existing activity payments (EAPs)
incentivize persistence and reduce the risk of dis-

adoption, supporting non-additional practices.

The contract length of EQIP and CSP is typically
five years. Agricultural producers receiving EQIP
financial support for a particular conservation
practice can apply for CSP to maintain the same
practice on the same field once the current EQIP
contract expires, as long as it addresses an active
local resource concern. Moreover, existing CSP
participants may be eligible to renew their contract
for another five years. In total, financial incentives
for implementing a conservation practice may be
provided for fifteen years under EQIP and CSP.
Hence, permanence can be conceived as being
properly incentivized by these programs.

Figure 3. Suggested additionality levels of NRCS-funded conservation activities.
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Disclosure

This publication is not intended to encourage or
discourage enrollment in EQIP, CSP, or private
carbon initiatives, but to inform agricultural
stakeholders about those alternatives.
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