
  

 

   

 

 

 

 
Decision: 

M49_ART_TREES_v2.0_HFLD_2026 
 

 

The Governing Board considered the Draft Evaluation Report and the 
Recommendation from the Standards Oversight Committee and decides1: 

 
b) The Category/Categories meet(s) the relevant criteria and requirements for 

CCP-approval if the relevant program takes remedial action 
 

- The REDD+ Environmental Excellence Standard (TREES), v2.0 Emissions 
reductions generated using the HFLD Crediting Level (HFLD) applied under ART, 
where the following remedial action is taken: 
 
1) The methodology or Program documentation must explicitly require that: 
o The Trees Registration Document (TRD) provides a summary of the new 

or ongoing mitigation actions and activities and describes how the 
activities address the key drivers of deforestation and degradation at 
jurisdictional scale to reduce emissions 

 
2) The methodology or Program documentation must explicitly require that: 
o HFLD Participants detail the activities that have been undertaken to 

reduce emissions from deforestation and degradation during the 
reference period (the five years prior to the crediting period); and 

o HFLD Participants supply evidence2 that activities conducted during the 
reference period significantly reduced emissions and/or supply evidence 
that reference period emissions will significantly underestimate future 
emissions; and 

 
1 This is in no way an assessment of or Decision in relation to any identical or substantially similar methodology used in a 
compliance system in respect of which this methodology is used. 
2 Evidence must be specific to the accounting area and inter alia refer to patterns of deforestation in the years prior to the 
reference period, independent research and/or documented changes in country circumstances 



  

 

   

 

o VVBs must assess whether the evidence supplied by the HFLD 
Participant in respect of the reference period confirms that there is a 
significant3 threat of increased emissions in the first crediting period; 
and 

o At each crediting period renewal, VVBs must assess whether evidence 
supplied by the HFLD Participant confirms that there is a significant 
threat of increased emissions in the next crediting period.  

 
3) The methodology or Program documentation must explicitly require that 

each public VVB Report: 
o Includes the results of a VVB cross check* of key HFLD baseline data 

inputs against other credible sources including, at a minimum, carbon 
stocks; and  

o Includes a VVB assessment whether stratification, or other forms of data 
sampling have been conducted in a manner that is demonstrably 
conservative for the whole accounting area - or are accurate where all 
potential sources of uncertainty are appropriately captured. 

(*VVBs, therefore, must always employ a cross check of carbon stocks) 

4) With reference to the Reversal Risk Assessment (7.1.1)  
o remove the automatic deduction of 10% for low interannual variability of 

forest emissions; and 
o develop a process to demonstrate that the contribution to the buffer 

pool, after relevant deductions are applied, suitably addresses 
permanence risks for the participant jurisdiction 

where the following condition is met: 

 The HFLD Participant must ensure full monitoring and compensation of material 
risks of reversals twenty years from the start of their first crediting period. 

 

Date of Board Decision 30th April 2026 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
3 When interpreting the concept of significance, the VVB shall consider whether evidence indicates that future increased 
emissions are likely to be comparable to the proxy emissions derived from the Participant’s HFLD Score and carbon stocks (in 
equation 5) 



  

 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Notwithstanding any other term or provision of the Assessment Procedure, the Summary for Decision Makers, Assessment 
Framework, Definitions or the Terms and Conditions, the Integrity Council shall have no liability whatsoever (and whether 
contractual or noncontractual) arising out of or in connection with the implementation, application or operation of the 
Assessment Procedure, related documents and/or the carrying out of any Assessment, the completion or outcome of any 
Assessment or the use of or reliance upon any Assessment by any person including, but not limited to, the labelling/tagging or 
failure to label/tag any carbon credit (or the suspension or termination of such labelling/tagging) or otherwise howsoever 
arising. Any Assessment is wholly dependent upon information and documentation provided by the applicant carbon-crediting 
program (for which the Integrity Council has no responsibility or liability). Any Assessment is an opinion, not a statement of fact 
or a recommendation. No contract, express or implied, exists between the Integrity Council and any person in respect of any 
Assessment, other than the applicant carbon crediting program under the relevant Contract. No representation, 
warranty, undertaking or assurance, express or implied, is or will be made by the Integrity Council, its affiliates, associates, 
advisers, directors, employees or representatives or any other person as to the truth, accuracy, completeness, correctness or 
fairness of any Assessment.  

 

 


