


Global Tree C‑Sink Eligibility Pre-Screening Declaration 
Document purpose
The Eligibility Pre‑Screening Declaration (“Declaration”) is a mandatory signed self‑assessment completed by the Project proponent before submitting a Project Design Document (PDD). By signing, the Project proponent confirms, to the best of its knowledge and belief after due inquiry, that it has reviewed the exclusion criteria in this Declaration and determined that the Project complies with them. Projects with disqualifying conditions must be redesigned before PDD submission or must not be submitted.
Relationship to the Standard and the PDD
This Declaration is a pre‑screening gate only; it does not replace the Tree Standard requirements, the PDD requirements, or any monitoring, reporting, corrective-action, stakeholder engagement, or consent obligations (including FPIC where applicable).
Activities that are not screened out by this Declaration may still be ineligible or require additional evidence and controls during validation/verification, including land eligibility evidence (soils, land-use history, and land rights/authorization to operate).
How this Declaration applies 
Unless explicitly stated otherwise, each screening question applies at both (i) the Project level and (ii) the MU level, including activities carried out by contractors and subcontractors engaged in Project implementation.
Consequences of non-compliance / misrepresentation
If, at any time (including after validation/issuance), CSI or Validation and Verification Body (VVB) determines that an MU was enrolled or credited despite a disqualifying condition - whether through omission or misrepresentation - CSI may require corrective actions and may apply an appropriate status to the affected MU (including inactive/suspended/under review) to block further issuance and transfers until resolved.
Project internal controls are expected to include procedures for conflict resolution and sanctions where a land manager violates requirements or submits false/low-quality data, and CSI may take further action consistent with its procedures where exclusion conditions were ignored, concealed or misrepresented.
If unsure – Duty to disclose
If there is uncertainty as to whether a screening condition applies, the Project Developer must disclose the uncertainty to CSI and obtain a determination before proceeding with PDD submission.
Instruction: Tick “No” or “Yes” for each item in sections A to D.  

A. Social and Human Rights Exclusions 
Rule: The Project is not eligible if any item A1–A4 occurs anywhere in the Project or any proposed MU, including where they occur in connection with Project establishment (land access or acquisition, permitting, contracting, site preparation), or implementation, whether by the Developer or any (sub)contractor.
A1. Forced labour / child labour / core ILO breaches
Any forced labour, child labour, or serious breach of core ILO conventions linked to the Project (including in contracting and on-site activities).
☐ No 	☐ Yes
A2. Serious human rights violations / land rights abuse
Any serious human rights abuse linked to the Project, including land grabbing, intimidation/coercion, violence, or denial of customary/legal land rights without due process.
☐ No 	☐ Yes
A3. Involuntary resettlement / forced eviction / loss of subsistence access
Any involuntary resettlement, forced eviction, or loss/restriction of subsistence access attributable to the Project.
 ☐ No 	☐ Yes
A4. Corruption / illegal practices
Any corruption or illegal practice linked to the Project, including bribery, fraudulent permits or approvals, falsified documentation, or deliberate circumvention of applicable law.
☐ No 	☐ Yes

B. Land tenure, displacement, disputes & leakage 
Rule: The Project is not eligible if any item B1–B3 applies at any time in the Project area or in any proposed MU, including where they occur in connection with Project establishment or implementation.
B1. Forced displacement (physical or economic)
Any forced displacement linked to the Project, including displacement of settlements or the loss/restriction of livelihoods (e.g., farming or pastoral activities) to enable Project activities.
☐ No 	☐ Yes
B2. Unresolved land disputes / overlapping claims / boundary conflicts
Any unresolved land dispute, overlapping claim, or boundary conflict affecting any MU proposed for enrolment.
☐ No 	☐ Yes
B3. Material leakage that cannot be managed
Material leakage/displacement that cannot be credibly monitored and effectively prevented, managed, or compensated, including displacement of deforestation, land-use pressure, or grazing into areas surrounding the Project boundary that would materially reduce net removals.
☐ No 	☐ Yes

C. Environmental, biodiversity, wetlands & high‑carbon soils
Rule: The Project is not eligible if any item C2–C4 applies at any time in the Project area or in any proposed MU. Commitment to comply in C5 must be confirmed. 
Additional rule (C1 – MU-level with exceptions): If item C1 applies to any proposed MU, that MU is not eligible unless the relevant exception conditions are met; any MU that does not meet the exception must be removed from the certification scope before PDD submission.
How to answer Section C: For C1 (a) and (b), answer “Yes” if the condition applies to any MU you intend to include in the PDD. If “Yes,” either remove the affected MU(s) before submitting the PDD or meet the exception conditions for each affected MU.
C1. Location in conservation zone / protected area / indigenous territory
Project MUs are located within a designated conservation zone/protected area and/or within indigenous territory as determined by nationally recognized authorities.
☐ No 	☐ Yes
C1 Exception Check: if C1 = Yes: Tick the applicable exception pathway and ensure all bullets are met for each affected MU you intend to submit.
C1(a) Conservation zone / protected area exception (restoration only)
☐ Primary objective is ecological restoration.
☐ Collaboration with the relevant authority or written authorization is held.
☐ Applicable safeguards/requirements are met.
C1(b) Indigenous territory exception
☐   Explicit written consent from the recognized indigenous authority is held.
☐   Indigenous communities are empowered stakeholders (meaningful role in decisions).
☐   Indigenous communities benefit from the Project (defined benefit-sharing).
C2.  Wetlands / organic soils 
Any proposed MU is located on Histosols or Gleysols (or nationally recognized equivalent wetland/organic soil classes).
☐ No 	☐ Yes
C3. Hydrology modification 
Planting depends on drainage or deliberate lowering/alteration of the groundwater table or wetland hydrology to enable establishment (including planting high water-demand species where establishment depends on drying).
☐ No 	☐ Yes
C4. Permanence / reversal risk inconsistent with the Standard 
The Project is primarily designed for short-lived biomass production and/or systematic harvesting that prevents meaningful temporary carbon storage over the crediting period.
☐ No 	☐ Yes
C5. Biodiversity Level 1 commitment (Tree Standard v1)
The Project proponent confirms that the Project is structured to achieve at least Biodiversity Level 1 under the Global Tree C-Sink Standard, Version 1
☐ No 	☐ Yes


D. Governance & carbon integrity exclusions
Rule: If “Yes” to D1-D3, the Project must not proceed to PDD submission unless resolved with CSI. Commitment to comply in D4 must be confirmed. 
D1. No double issuance or parallel registration
The Project Proponent confirms that no mitigation outcome from the Project or any proposed MU is registered, issued, or certified for the same climate service under another carbon program, registry, or label.
☐ No 	☐ Yes

D2. No double claiming or misleading carbon claims
The Project Proponent confirms that mitigation outcomes from the Project are not subject to double claiming and that no materially misleading ownership, exclusivity, durability, or climate impact claims are being made.
☐ No 	☐ Yes
D3. Obstruction of oversight
The Project Proponent confirms that it will allow independent monitoring, verification, functioning grievance mechanisms, and access to all information necessary to assess material social, environmental, or carbon integrity risks.
☐ No 	☐ Yes

D4. National framework compliance & double counting prevention
The Project Proponent confirms that it has assessed applicable host-country carbon market frameworks and commits to comply with relevant national requirements and to engage with authorities as necessary to prevent double counting of mitigation outcomes.
☐ No 	☐ Yes




Developer’s Declaration

[the entire document to be initialed, signed and returned to CSI]


I, the undersigned, am authorized to sign this Declaration for and on behalf of [Company].
I confirm that [Company Name of the Project Developer] has reviewed this Declaration and, to the best of our knowledge and belief after reasonable inquiry, has completed it as it applies to the Project and all proposed Management Units (MUs) intended for inclusion in the PDD submission.
I confirm that no exclusion applies to the Project or any proposed MU except where the Declaration expressly permits eligibility by exception, and in such cases the applicable exception conditions are met for the relevant MU(s) and are supported by documentation.
I confirm that information submitted to CSI in connection with this pre-screening is true, accurate, complete, and not misleading, and that we will promptly notify CSI if circumstances change or new information arises that may trigger an exclusion or any exception condition to no longer be met.
I understand that CSI may rely on this Declaration when making eligibility decisions.  

Project Proponent (legal name):

Project name:


Name (authorized signatory):

Title:

Date:

Signature (for and on behalf of Project Proponent):
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