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STANDARDS

FSC-STD-20-011 (V2-0) CHAIN OF CUSTODY EVALUATIONS

Code INT-STD-20-011_04

Requirement (s) | Clauses 2.7 and 8.4

Publication date | 21 November 2013

Can an on-site audit exceptionally be replaced by a desk audit if the organization is
located in a country or region with an actual demonstrated security risk for the life or
health of auditors?

In the case of a demonstrated security risk for the life or health of auditors, the CB may
apply for derogation from PSU to replace an on-site audit by a desk audit. The application
shall include:

a) Certificate code of the company;

b) Activities under the scope of the certificate (products and processes);

c) Evidences of security risks confirmed through verifiable public sources (e.g. an official
travel warning);

d) Other additional information, as required by FSC.

Derogation applications will be evaluated on a case by case basis.

Code INT-STD-20-011_12 (also published under FSC-PRO-20-001 with code
INT-PRO-20-001_01)

Requirement (s) | Clause 2.7d

Publication date | 11 February 2016; amended 28 April 2016

How are CBs required to verify that a certificate holder (CH) demonstrates its
commitment to comply with the values of FSC as defined in the “Policy for the
Association of Organizations with FSC” (FSC-POL-01-004)?

CBs have to verify (audit) the CH’s commitment to comply with the values of FSC as defined
in the Policy for Association according to FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1 Clause 1.5.1. This needs
to be done by evaluating the existence of a self-declaration signed by the CH (FSC-PRO-
20-001 V1-1 Section 3).

See also INT-PRO-20-001_02 for situations of evidenced infringements of the Policy for
Association.

Code INT-STD-20-011_14 (also published under FSC-PRO-20-001 with
code INT-PRO-20-001_02)

Requirement (s) | Sections 1 and 3

Publication date | 28 April 2016

Shall the CB raise corrective action requests (CARs) to a CoC certificate holder
(CH) if there is objective evidence for infringements of the Policy for Association?

If the CB witnesses evidence of infringements of the FSC Policy for Association in the
audit (FSC-PRO-20-001 V1-1 Section 1) or detects such evidence through other means
such as by reviewing (evaluating) complaints, disputes or allegations of nonconformity
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received from stakeholders (FSC-STD-20-011-V2-0 Clause 2.7d), the CB shall record the
evidence for infringements in the audit report and alert FSC International about a potential
non-compliance with the FSC Policy for Association for further evaluation.

The CB shall not raise CARs about infringements of the FSC Policy for Association to the
CH as relevant conclusions are the subject matter of FSC International and require a
decision by the international FSC Board of Directors.

If, however, the evidenced infringements of the Policy for Association also indicate
nonconformities with applicable FSC certification requirements, the CB shall raise CARs
accordingly.

Code INT-STD-20-011_13

Requirement (s) | Clause 2.7d

Publication date | 11 February 2016; amended 28 April 2016

Does the requirement per FSC-STD-20-011 V2-0 Clause 2.7 d) to review “complaints,
disputes or allegations of non-conformities received by the organization and/or the
certification body” also apply to those related to infringements of the Policy for
Association?

1) Yes. Complaints, disputes or allegations of nonconformity received from stakeholders
have to be reviewed by the certification body in all cases according to FSC-STD-20-011
V2-0 Clause 2.7.d. Further evaluation is only required if the review indicates that there is:

a) evidence of nonconformities of the CH with any FSC certification requirements
applicable to the scope of certification; or

b) a risk for nonconformities with applicable FSC certification requirements due to other
activities of the organization (including non-certified entities or operations) that may
affect the integrity of the chain of custody system, such as illegal timber trade,
document forgery or product counterfeiting.

The CB shall record the complaint, dispute or allegation and any identified evidence for
infringements of the Policy for Association in the audit or complaint investigation report
and alert FSC International about a potential non-compliance with the FSC Policy for
Association for further evaluation.

Complaints received by the CH have to be reviewed in all cases according to ISO 65 Clause
15 for conformity with FSC-STD-20-001 V3-0. If they relate to nonconformity with applicable
certification requirements in certified entities or operations, appropriate action must be taken
by the CH and documented. Otherwise similar considerations apply as provided under point
1) above.

Code INT-STD-20-011_02

Requirement (s) | Clause 2.7e

Publication date | 23 April 2013

Is it acceptable to audit loggers through desk audit when the logger does not have a
log yard to visit?

Yes. The desk audit is applicable to loggers holding a FSC Chain of Custody certificate and
that do not have a log yard. The desk audit shall cover all applicable standard requirements
of FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1, except the ones that only apply to COC certificates with physical
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possession of products, namely Clauses 2.2, 3.4, 5.1, Part Il (8 Percentage System, 9 Credit
System) and Part IV. Evaluation against the standard requirements related to labeling of
products are only required when the FSC label is used by the logger.

Code INT-STD-20-011_09 (also published under FSC-STD-20-007 with code
INT-STD-20-007_25)

Requirement (s) | Clause 4.3.2

Publication date | 19 May 2014

When a nonconformity is to be graded by the Certification Body, shall the attribute
‘repeated’ (‘recurring’) be applied at the level of a 5-year certification cycle or at the
level of the full lifetime of a certificate?

‘Repeated’ means that the same root because that already resulted in a minor nonconformity
in a previous audit has been re-detected as a reason for a nonconformity in a following audit
within the same 5-year certification period/cycle. This is usually indicated by a nonconformity
with the same indicator / requirement than in a previous audit.

Code INT-STD-20-011_05 (also published under FSC-STD-20-007 with code
INT-STD-20-007_24)

Requirement (s) | Clause 4.5

Publication date | 20 February 2014

According to a PSU interpretation, surveillance evaluations shall take place at least
once per calendar year for FM audits and at least once per calendar year, but not later
than 15 months after the last audit for CoC audits.

However, FSC-STD-20-007 and FSC-STD-20-011 require minor non-conformities in FM
and CoC to be fully corrected within one year (under exceptional circumstances
within two years in CoC).

If there are outstanding minor non-conformities to be evaluated, shall a surveillance
evaluation take place within the next 12 months to have the CAR closed?

If an onsite surveillance evaluation is required to confirm the correction of the outstanding
minor non—conformity, the audit shall take place within the 12-month period.

If an outstanding minor non-conformity can be closed by evidence not requiring an onsite
evaluation, the normal audit timelines can be followed.

Code INT-STD-20-011_01

Requirement (s) | Clauses 4.5 and 4.6

Publication date | 15 April 2011

When does the given timeline commence for correction of non-conformities?

The given timeline commences from the moment when the corrective action request is either
formally accepted by or formally presented to the certificate holder (whichever happens first).
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Code INT-STD-20-011_08 (also published in FSC-PRO-20-003 with code
INT-PRO-20-003_02)

Requirement (s) | Clause 4.6

Publication date | 19 May 2014

How does the status of open minor nonconformities not evaluated within the 12
months’ timeframe affect the ability to transfer certificates to a new certification body?

Minor nonconformities not evaluated by the preceding certification body within the required
12-months timeframe do not automatically upgrade to majors. The certificate may still be
transferred to the succeeding certification body but the pending minor nonconformities shall
be evaluated in the transfer audit and then be upgraded if not closed.

Code INT-STD-20-011_10

Requirement (s) Clause 5.11

Publication date | 13 January 2015

For a company to source Controlled Wood in areas that have been designated as
‘unspecified risk’ in a National Risk Assessment or risk assessment by a company, it
must include the relevant Forest Management Units (FMUS) in its company
verification program according to Annex 3 of FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1. FSC-accredited
Certification Bodies are then required to conduct field verification to audit the
performance of the company verification program.

If an area is designated as ‘unspecified risk’ for risk assessment indicator 1.4
(relating to the perception of corruption), how would field verification by the FSC-
accredited Certification Body check whether an FMU or supplier has been controlled
for this indicator, and, would field verification be required when an area is designated
as unspecified risk only for this indicator?

Unspecified risk designations are relevant for the whole Controlled Wood category and not
only for particular indicators. Requirements for the verification of unspecified risk areas as
outlined in Annex 3 of FSC-STD-40-005 and in ADVICE-40-005-19 are relevant for Controlled
Wood categories and do not contain indicators relevant for risk assessment. Therefore, the
Certification Body’s evaluation of verification programs in unspecified risk areas shall not
focus on assessing conformance against risk assessment indicators and shall follow the
relevant normative requirements.

Code INT-STD-20-011_07

Requirement (s) | Clause 5.11

Publication date | 13 May 2014

Is a certification body required to conduct consultation with stakeholders while
evaluating company compliance to Annex 3 of FSC-STD-40-005 FSC standard for
company evaluation of controlled wood?
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No, a certification body is not required to conduct consultation with stakeholders while
evaluating company compliance to Annex 3 of FSC-STD-40-005. The company is required to
conduct stakeholder consultation for relevant Categories of controlled wood and the
certification body shall verify the company’s compliance with standard requirements.

Code INT-STD-20-011_06

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-20-011 V2-0 Clause 5.12

Publication date | 11 April 2014

FSC-STD-40-005, Annex 3 sets the minimum sampling rate for certificate holders to
apply when selecting FMUs for their Annex 3 controlled wood supplier verification
program. FSC-STD-20-011 defines the equation that CBs are required to use when
selecting from FMUs included in the supplier verification program.

In cases where the certificate holder voluntarily decides to include a higher number
of FMUs for field visits than is required by FSC-STD-40-005; is it acceptable for the
CB to calculate their sample size on the minimum number required rather than the
actual number of FMUs visited by the certificate holder?

For example, certificate holder is required to include 35 FMUs, but they select to
increase their sample size to 60. Is the CB required to sample 5 FMUs (0.8 * V35) or 7
FMUs (0/8 * V60)?

FSC does not want to discourage certificate holders from electing to sample CW suppliers
at higher rates.

It is acceptable for the CB to base their sample size on the minimum number required to be
included in the supplier field visits as per FSC-STD-40-005, Annex 3, 1.8., provided the CB
has analyzed the reason(s) for extending the sampling rate by the certificate holder and the
CB has come to the conclusion that the minimum sampling rate is sufficient to verify
unspecified risk in the given conditions.

In the example above, the CB would calculate their minimum sample size to be 5 FMUs.

Code INT-STD-20-011_11

Requirement (s) | Clause 7.1

Publication date | 05 October 2015

FSC-STD-40-007 V2-0 Clause 4.1 sets out the sampling rate for organizations to apply
when performing on-site audits of their suppliers included in their Supplier Audit
Program. FSC-STD-20-011 V2-0 Clause 7.1 then defines the calculation for CBs to
apply when selecting from those audited suppliers.

In cases where the organization voluntarily decides to conduct a higher number of
on-site audits of their suppliers than required, is it acceptable for the CB to calculate
their sample size on the minimum number required rather than the actual number of
suppliers visited by the organization?
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FSC does not want to discourage organizations from electing to sample suppliers at higher
rates.

It is acceptable for the CB to base their sample size on the minimum number required to be
included in the supplier site audits as per FSC-STD-40-007 V2-0 Clause 4.1, provided that
the CB has analyzed the reason(s) given by the organization for extending the sampling rate
within their Supplier Audit Program and the CB has come to the conclusion that the minimum
sampling rate is sufficient.

Code INT-STD-20-011_03

Requirement (s) | Clause 8.2.f

Publication date 29 May 2013

FSC considers outsourcing across national borders to countries with Corruption
Perception Index (CPI) lower than 50 as high risk activity. If a company based in China
establishes an outsourcing agreement with another company situated in Hong Kong,
is this situation considered as cross-border outsourcing?

Recognizing that Hong Kong is a Special Administrative Region of the People's Republic of
China, FSC does not consider the outsourcing activity of a company based in Hong Kong to
a company based in mainland China to be cross-board outsourcing in the context of FSC-
STD-20-011 V2-0 Clause 8.2.f.
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FSC-STD-20-011 (V3-0) CHAIN OF CUSTODY EVALUATIONS

Code INT-STD-20-011_15

Requirement (s) | Definition ,Scope of Chain of Custody certificates”; Definition ,FSC
certified product” of FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1

Publication date | 11 November 2016

An FM/CoC organization has sold standing trees to a CoC organization before the
certification of the FM/CoC organization is suspended or expired. Is the CoC
certificate holder allowed to harvest the trees and consider the logs as FSC-certified?

No, once the FM/CoC certification is suspended or expired the forest stand loses the FSC
status, even if it has been sold already. The harvesting of standing timber is only allowed if
covered by a valid FM certification. Thus the CoC certified organization, which has
purchased the standing trees can not anymore claim the logs to be FSC certified.

Code INT-STD-20-011_17

Requirement (s) | Section 6, Note

Publication date | 27 September 2016

1) Does a CB have to perform a stakeholder consultation for an organization sourcing
material from an area classified as low risk through an FSC-NRA or FSC-CNRA?

2) Does a CB have to perform a stakeholder consultation for all surveillance audits?
1) No, a stakeholder consultation conducted by the CB is not mandatory.

2) No, a stakeholder consultation conducted by the CB is mandatory only for initial FSC-
STD-40-005 V3-0 audits and re-audits.

Code INT-STD-20-011_16

Requirement (s) | Table B, Clause 2 e) and Footnote 6

Publication date | 11 November 2016

Shall Certification Bodies list all sub-sites of Single CoC certificates in the FSC
database of certificates?

No. In the case of Single CoC certificates, only the main site that holds the FSC chain of
custody certificate shall be listed in the FSC database of certificates. Only participating sites
of Multi-site and Group CoC certificates shall be listed in the FSC database.
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FSC-STD-20-011 (V4-0) CHAIN OF CUSTODY EVALUATIONS

Code INT-STD-20-011_18

Requirement (s) | Section 6, Note

Publication date | 27 September 2016

1) Does a CB have to perform a stakeholder consultation for an organization sourcing
material from an area classified as low risk through an FSC-NRA or FSC-CNRA?

2) Does a CB have to perform a stakeholder consultation for all surveillance audits?
1) No, a stakeholder consultation conducted by the CB is not mandatory.

2) No, a stakeholder consultation conducted by the CB is mandatory only for initial FSC-
STD-40-005 V3-0 audits and re-audits.

Code INT-STD-20-011_19

Requirement (s) | Clauses 2.6 €) and 3.2

Publication date | 15 March 2017

Can certification bodies conduct desk-audits to approve the transition of certificate
holders from V2-1 to V3-0 of FSC-STD-40-0047

Yes, except when there are elements of the standard that need to be verified on-site for the
confirmation of certificate holder’s conformity with the requirements. Desk audits for standards
transition do not replace the need for annual surveillance audits, except when the
requirements of Clause 2.6 €) and 3.2 of FSC-STD-20-011 V4-0 are met.

Code INT-STD-20-011_20

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-20-011 V4-0 Clause 4.8, Clause 6.2

Publication date | 16 January 2018

1. An organization is currently certified to FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1 and is planning to
make the transition to V3-1. However, it is not currently sourcing controlled material
and will not have purchases planned by the audit date. In such cases, can the
transition audit to FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 be conducted on the DDS they have in place
prior to actual sourcing?

2. If the transition audit can be conducted on the DDS prior to sourcing, is a follow up
audit required after sourcing commences, to verify full implementation of the DDS?
Further, is an additional audit required in situations where risk designation for the
supply area changes from ‘low‘ to ‘specified/unspecified‘ risk?

3. Is an additional audit required in situations where there is a change of the scope of
the DDS by an organization between audits to source controlled material from new
supply area?

1. The transition audit to FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 can be conducted on the DDS that the
organization has in place prior to actual sourcing.
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2. The occurence of an additional audit after sourcing commences depends on the risk
identified in the DDS:

a. If low risk’ is identified in the risk assessment for the origin, and there is no risk of
mixing within the DDS, no additional audit is required after sourcing commences.

b. If ‘low’ risk cannot be determined in the risk assessment for the origin, and/or there is
risk of mixing , an additional audit is required.

c. In cases where there is a change in the risk designation of the supply area in a
company risk assessment or an extended company risk assessment, the certification
body is required to evaluate the DDS for relevance, adequacy and effectiveness and
whether the organization has reviewed the risk assessment and made changes
accordingly.

NOTE 1: The process of review of the DDS could involve an additonal field audit, or the
requirement may be satisfied with a desk audit. It is upto the certification body to decide,
depending on the scope and scale of the organization’s operations and the extent of change
in the DDS.

NOTE 2: In regular cases (when the transition audit is performed on the implemented DDS
and/or there is no sourcing from new supply areas in between the transition evaluation audits
and subsequent surveillance audits), no additional audit is required when risk is identified as
a result of newly approved FSC risk assessment.

3. Where there is a change of the scope of the DDS by an organization (between the
transition audits and subsequent audits) to source controlled material from new supply
areas, the occurence of an additional audit depends on the risk designation of the new
supply area:

a. If low risk’ is identified in the risk assessment for the origin, and there is no risk of
mixing relevant for the new supply area, no additional audit is required after sourcing
from the new supply area commences.

b. If risk other than ’low' is identified in the risk assessment for the origin, and/or there is
risk of mixing, relevant for the new supply area, an additional audit is required.

Code INT-STD-20-011_21

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-20-011 V4-0 Table B, FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 2.1

Publication date | 16 January 2018

Does the organization need to review potential suppliers not currently included in their DDS as
part of the summary of the findings for field verification?

If the organization chose to exclude sites at the risk assessment stage, there is no requirement
under FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 to include this information in the summary of the DDS. Potential
suppliers are not yet a part of the DDS. However, if field verification undertaken as a control
measure resulted in one or more supply units, suppliers or sub-suppliers being excluded from
the organization’s DDS, this should be stated in the summary of the organization’s findings
required by FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 sub-clause 6.2(d), as this is effectively a control measure
taken to address identified risk.

Code INT-STD-20-011_22

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-20-011 V4-0 clause 6.2, FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 Annex E

Publication date | 16 January 2018
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If the organization develops a control measure based on a desk evaluation, can the
certification body apply evaluation of control measures at the forest level if the
examples in Annex E Table B suggest that a field based control measure should have
been developed?

FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 Section 4 (Risk mitigation) does not specify the type of control
measures that shall be established by the organization. FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 Annex E is
informative, and contains guidance and examples, not normative requirements. However,
when field based control measures have been designed by the certification body in the system
for evaluating the relevance, effectiveness, and adequacy of the DDS, according to Clause
6.2, then the certification body can apply evaluation of the control measures at the field level.
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FSC-STD-40-003 (V2-1) CHAIN OF CUSTODY CERTIFICATION OF MULTIPLE
SITES

Code INT-STD-40-003_01

Requirement (s) | Clause 3.1

Publication date | 23 November 2011

How should a CB deal with the following scenario? A Participating Site of a Group
CoC certification surpassed the defined threshold and the transitional membership
phase of 2 years is coming to an end. In the meantime, the FSC National Office
applied for nationally adapted eligibility.

In this scenario FSC would exceptionally allow an extension of the transitional membership
phase until FSC has taken a formal decision on the proposal for nationally adapted eligibility
criteria submitted by the FSC National Office.

Code INT-STD-40-003_03

Requirement (s) | Clause 3.1

Publication date | 11 November 2016

Is it acceptable that the total annual turnover of non-profit organizations offering
sheltered workshops for disabled people and of prison workshops is calculated
based on the sales of forest-based products rather than based on revenues of all
goods and services?

Yes, this is allowed. The national and international total annual turnover thresholds were
calculated considering commercial activities of enterprises, not considering such types of
non-profit organizations and prison workshops for prison labor.

Code INT-STD-40-003_02

Requirement (s) | Clause 5.2.4

Publication date | 13 February 2015

According to Clause 5.2.4, for certificates with more than 20 Participating Sites and
where the Participating Sites are not linked through common ownership, the Central
Office’s auditors shall be in possession of a formal ISO 9001, ISO 14001 or OHSAS
18001 lead auditor certificate achieved through a recognized accredited training
course. Is there an alternative solution for the qualification of Central Office’s
auditors?

Yes, training provided by FSC-accredited certification bodies or training organizations
recognized by FSC satisfies the requirements of Clause 5.2.4 alternatively, provided the
following conditions are met:

* The training includes an equivalent of a 3-days ISO 19011 training course (incl. exam)
provided by a formally qualified QMS, EMS or OHSAS lead auditor.
« If the training is provided by an FSC-accredited certification body through an in-house
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trainer:

- The training course agenda and course material needs to be approved by ASI in
advance.

- ASI must be given the right to witness the implementation of trainings at its sole
discretion.

NOTE: The certification body should carefully consider and address potential conflicts of
interest.
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FSC-STD-40-004 (V2-1) FSC STANDARD FOR CHAIN OF CUSTODY

CERTIFICATION

Code

INT-STD-40-004_20

Requirement (s)

Scope

Publication date

13 February 2015

Is it allowed to classify wood-based resin adhesives and lignin sulfonate used for
sizing in paper production as “neutral”?

Yes, until FSC has developed an approach to verify this type of NTFP material it is
acceptable to classify such material as “neutral’”.

NOTE: “Neutral” means that this material is exempt from Chain of Custody control

requirements.

Code

INT-STD-40-004_30

Requirement (s)

A Scope; INT-STD-40-004_03

Publication date

11 November 2016

Are logistics companies expected to be covered by an outsourcing agreement, if
there is risk that FSC certified material is mixed with non-FSC material during
transport or temporary storage?

Yes, in such cases the logistics companies need to be covered by an outsourcing
agreement in accordance with the requirements of section 12 of FSC-STD-40-004.

Code

INT-STD-40-004_21

Requirement (s)

Definition FSC claim

Publication date

10 June 2015

Do FSC claims need to be spelled in sales documents as they are spelled in the COC
standard FSC-STD-40-004?

The standard is not prescriptive about how the FSC claims should be spelled in sales
documents. Therefore, only the 'FSC' acronym needs to be written in capital letters in FSC
claims. The certified content specification (e.g. 100%, Mix Credit, Recycled 85%) may be
spelled in lower case and/ or upper case (e.g. both FSC Mix Credit and FSC MIX CREDIT).

Code INT-STD-40-004_19 (also published under FSC-STD-40-006 with code

INT-STD-40-006_04)

Requirement (s) | Section E

Publication date | 05 September 2014
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Do the terms FSC-pure and FSC-mixed still apply?

No, the terminology for claims was updated in FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1. FSC-pure is now
referred to as FSC 100%; FSC-mixed as FSC Mix.

Code INT-STD-40-004_02

Requirement (s) | N/A

Publication date | 01 February 2011

Can an industry use old coconut palm trees from plantations as recycled wood?

Coconut fibre is not considered as wood since it is a palm-derived material, despite of its
similar commercial and functional properties compared to material from trees. This conclusion
is based on the botanical definition that wood is an organic material produced by Dicots
species and palms pertain to Monocots group of plants. FSC considers this material as a non-
timber forest product where it originates from forests and as non-forest based material where
it originates otherwise. The certification of coconut fibre would be possible in case that the
material is produced in a forest based system (native forest or plantations). Therefore, palms
produced from other land use systems are not subject to FSC certification and their material
can be included in FSC certified products as non-forest based material. Also, this material is
not eligible to be certified as FSC Recycled, since FSC considers the use of this material as
a primary use of the palm trunks and, to be post-consumer reclaimed, it should be necessarily
reclaimed from consumers.

Code INT-STD-40-004_25

Requirement (s) | Clause 1.4.2

Publication date | 24 July 2015

Are organizations required to keep records of both supplier invoices and delivery
documents (where available)?

Organizations need to keep sales documents as key records (documents showing the transfer
of ownership). Where available, these shall be the invoices. It is not required to keep multiple
sales documents of the same transaction. Legal obligations for record keeping remain
unaffected.

Code INT-STD-40-004_23

Requirement (s) | Clause 2.1.1

Publication date | 24 July 2015
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Can a COC certificate holder establish a product group list that includes products that
are not eligible to be sold with an FSC claim?

No, Clause 2.1.1 of FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1 specifies that organizations shall establish product
groups for the products that will be sold with FSC claims. Therefore, FSC product groups shall
only include products that are eligible to be sold with FSC claims.

Code INT-STD-40-004_05

Requirement (s) | Clause 2.1.2b

Publication date | 15 April 2011

Is it acceptable to switch between credit and percentage control systems in a product
group? For example, an organization uses the percentage system, but when the end of
the claim period comes, they have not obtained enough input volume to reach the
labelling threshold of 70%. Then they switch to the credit system and sell a volume of
FSC Mixed Credit material equal to the Mixed XX% calculation.

No, the organization cannot have two systems of control for the same product group and
switch from one to another ad libitum. In a situation where the organization cannot reach the
minimum threshold for labelling, the products can still be claimed as FSC certified on
invoices informing the applicable FSC percentage (e.g. FSC Mixed 45%), but the FSC label
shall not be applied.

However, an organization may decide to permanently switch from one control system to
another by defining a new product group. In this case the following shall apply regarding
remaining eligible material:

1. from the percentage to the credit system: the organization may enter in its credit account
an input equivalent to the volume of FSC Mixed x% output resulting from the last claim
period or job order that was not sold under the percentage system.

2. from credit to percentage system: the remaining credits from the credit account cannot be
used as input for the percentage system.

Code INT-STD-40-004_09

Requirement (s) | Clause 2.1.3

Publication date | 18 April 2011

Is it acceptable to define credit system product groups by FSC claim and product
type only, with no regard to input characteristics?

For example, a door manufacturer produces the following door types:

a) Solid wood door — sawn material components, dowels as minor components

b) Sandwich door Type 1 — sawn material components, veneer, skins, chip board
c) Sandwich door Type 2 — sawn material components, veneer, fiber board, chip
board, honey comb

Could they define one product group (FSC Mixed Credit doors) and use one credit
account for all of these door types?

No, product groups under the credit system shall share similar input and output
characteristics, in terms of quality and conversion factor, as defined in FSC-STD-40-004

INTERPRETATIONS OF THE NORMATIVE FRAMEWORK
CHAIN OF CUSTODY
—-18 of 36 -




Clause 2.1.3 and “Terms and Definitions”. The term “quality” represents characteristics in
terms of species, composition/ specifications or value of the materials. It means that
products that contain inputs of different quality (e.g. sawn wood and fiber board) and/or with
different conversion factors (e.g. solid wood and sandwich door) cannot be combined in the
same product group. Credits from materials of a certain quality (e.g. chip board) cannot be
transferred to materials of different quality (e.g. veneer). Thus, the credit system is not
applicable for the production of products composed by materials of different “qualities”,
unless the organization establishes separate credit accounts for each input material.

Code INT-STD-40-004_10

Requirement (s) | Clause 3.1.2

Publication date | 15 August 2011

Is PEFC certified material eligible to be used in FSC product groups as FSC certified
or FSC Controlled Wood?

No. Material certified by the Program for Endorsement of Forest Certification (PEFC) is not
accepted as FSC certified input and does not automatically meet the requirements of the FSC
Controlled Wood standards. Therefore, PEFC certified material classifies as non-FSC
certified input and must comply with FSC Controlled Wood standards before its use in FSC
product groups.

Code INT-STD-40-004_26

Requirement (s) | Clause 4.1

Publication date | 05 October 2015

Can a product that is invoiced simultaneously containing FSC claims and claims of
another forestry certification scheme (such as PEFC or SFI) be considered as FSC
certified input by the buyer?

Yes. However, in the case the buyer is certified against FSC and another forestry
certification scheme, the buyer shall provide its FSC Certification Body access to both
production and certification controls (access to both FSC and e.g. PEFC or SFI credit
accounts) for verification that the volumes received are not being double counted. This
requirement also applies in cases where the FSC accredited Certification Body is not
accredited for certification against the other forestry certification scheme.

Amended on 05.10.2015; First published on 06.08.2012

Code INT-STD-40-004_28

Requirement (s) | 4.1.1

Publication date | 01 July 2016
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In some cases, the verification of supplier invoice and support documentation is not
possible or feasible on receipt of material or prior to further use. In these cases, is
there any alternative for companies to meet the requirement of Clause 4.1.17?

Yes. The intended outcome of this requirement is that organizations ensure that only eligible
inputs are used in FSC product groups and that any incorrect claims on suppliers’
documentation are identified before the organization sells materials or products with FSC
claims. Organizations that have a system in place that ensures that these objectives are met
may be considered as in conformity with this requirement.

Code INT-STD-40-004_18

Requirement (s) | Clauses 4.1.1;6.1.1; 6.1.2

Publication date | 19 May 2014

Where non-certified organizations that are not required to be certified are involved in
issuing sales or delivery documents (e.g. transporting companies, sub-contractors,
'del credere' agents), is it acceptable that only the invoice or the delivery document is
used to identify inputs and outputs sold with FSC claims?

Yes, non-certified organizations shall not use the certification code of certified organizations
in their own documents. In these exceptional cases it is sufficient that only the sales or delivery
document issued by the certified organization contains all information as specified in Clause
6.1.1 and is used to identify inputs and outputs sold with FSC claims. The document issued
by the non-certified organization shall contain sufficient information to link the sale and related
delivery documentation to each other.

Code INT-STD-40-004_14 (also published under FSC-STD-20-007 with code
INT-STD-20-007_11)

Requirement (s) | Clause 5.2

Publication date | 06 February 2012

We are aware that where a main assessment had been carried out for a CoC
certificate, the client may, after the certificate had been issued, sell the certified
timber products that were in stock at the time of the main assessment, as certified.
My first question relates to the CoC aspect of this, i.e. does this also mean the client
may sell all certified timber products purchased between the time of the main
assessment and the date the certificate is issued, as certified, after the certificate had
been issued?

This brings me to the FM situation, i.e. would this same rule apply for FM
certification? If the rule does apply, does this mean that any standing stock that is
felled in the period between the main evaluation and the date the certificate is issued,
may then be sold as certified after the certificate had been issued?

The answer to the first question is Yes, according to FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1, which states:
Organizations in the certification process may use towards their input calculations material

held in their stock at the time of the main assessment as well as material received between
the date of the main assessment and the issue date of the organization’s FSC Chain of
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Custody certificate. However, the organization may not sell any material with FSC claims
prior to holding an FSC Chain of Custody certificate.

The answer to the second question is also Yes, with the conditions specified in FSC-STD-
20-007:

In the case of joint Forest Management and Chain of Custody certification, timber that had
been felled prior to the issue of a certificate, but which has not yet been sold by the forest
management enterprise may be sold as certified if it was felled in the same calendar year or
harvesting period and if the main evaluation did not reveal any major nonconformity.

Code INT-STD-40-004_24

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.1.1

Publication date | 24 July 2015

Is an organization allowed to include the FSC Chain of Custody code of its supplier on
the invoice, in addition to its own code?

Yes, but it must be clear which code belongs to the organization issuing the invoice and which
is the suppliers’ code.

Code INT-STD-40-004_17

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.1.1

Publication date | 19 May 2014

Are certified or non-certified subcontractors allowed to include the certificate code of
the contracting certified organization in their own sales and delivery documentation?

No, organizations can only use their own certificate code in their sales and delivery
documentation, not the certificate code of another certified organization.

Code INT-STD-40-004_16

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.1.1

Publication date | 23 April 2013

Is the FSC Mix 100% claim allowed?

Yes, the FSC Mix 100% claim is allowed on sales and delivery documents only. Although the
FSC Mix 100% claim is accepted it is recommended to use the FSC Mix Credit claim instead.
For labelling of these products, the FSC Mix label shall be used.

Code INT-STD-40-004_12

Requirement (s) | 6.1.1f

Publication date | 05 September 2011

INTERPRETATIONS OF THE NORMATIVE FRAMEWORK
CHAIN OF CUSTODY
—-210f36-




In some countries, self-billing Invoices (SBIs) prepared by the purchaser are a
substitute document for an invoice by the seller. It is acceptable that the purchaser
uses the certification code of the seller in SBIs?

Yes. As SBIs represent a long established business practice in the forestry industry and fully
accepted by the tax authorities, it is acceptable that purchaser uses the certification code of
the seller, or includes both the seller's and the purchaser's certification code in SBIs.

Code INT-STD-40-004_08 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-004 with code
INT-DIR-40-004_01)

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.1.1

Publication date | 18 April 2011

Is it acceptable that the FSC Claims are abbreviated (e.g. FSC Mix Cred) due to space
constraints in invoices?

Yes, with the condition that:

a) The abbreviation of FSC Claims is clearly defined in the organization’s documented
procedures, and

b) The complete FSC claim is provided to customers through supplementary evidence, as
defined in ADVICE-40-004-05 of FSC-DIR-40-004.

Code INT-STD-40-004_07

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.1.1

Publication date | 18 April 2011

In which language shall the FSC claims on sales and delivery documents be written?

The FSC Claims on sales and delivery documents shall be written in English in the case of
international sales. However, it is acceptable that the FSC Claim is translated to the other
languages in the case of sales at national level (e.g. when both supplier and customer are
located in the same country) or when the official language in the country of the supplier and
customer is the same.

Code INT-STD-40-004 06

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.1.1

Publication date | 15 April 2011

Is it acceptable that a product sold with a FSC claim also contains claims of other
forestry conformity assessment schemes in its sales and delivery documents?

Yes. The FSC Chain of Custody and Trademark standards only present restrictions for the
use of the FSC label on products together with the label of other forestry conformity
assessment schemes. However, these restrictions do not apply for the identification of sales
and delivery documents. In this case, the FSC claims and claims of other certification

INTERPRETATIONS OF THE NORMATIVE FRAMEWORK
CHAIN OF CUSTODY
—-220f 36 -




schemes shall not be merged. All elements of the FSC claim must be comprehensible and
easily identifiable.

Code INT-STD-40-004_22

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.1.1g

Publication date | 24 July 2015

Is it possible to downgrade an FSC output claim?

Yes, the following FSC output claims may be downgraded in any of the three systems for
controlling FSC Claims (Transfer, Percentage and Credit System) as presented in the
diagram below. In all cases, the FSC label shall correspond to the FSC claim made on sales
documents.

NOTE: FSC Recycled products cannot be downgraded to FSC Controlled Wood since they
do not meet FSC Controlled Wood requirements.

FSC 100%

FSC Recycled Credit
FSC Recycled x%

FSC Mix Credit /

FSC Mix x%
FSC Controlled Wood FSC Mix Credit /
* Z FSC Mix x%
Code INT-STD-40-004_27

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.2.1

Publication date | 14 December 2015

Are certified retailers buying and selling finished and labelled FSC products allowed
to downgrade output claims?

Yes, retailers may do so. In such cases it is acceptable that the FSC claims on sales and
delivery documentation do not correspond to the FSC claims on the labelled products.

NOTE: This approach aims to facilitate application of the standard to retailers selling
finished and labelled products to end-consumers that often only receive standardized
receipts at the cash point. Clause 6.2.1 was not developed for organizations directly selling
to end consumers.
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Code INT-STD-40-004_11

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.2.1 and Scope

Publication date | 05 September 2011

According to FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1, publishers and retailers are not required to be
certified in order to resell FSC finished products, unless they perform at least one of
the following activities:

a) Pass on the FSC Claim to subsequent customers through sales and delivery
documents;

b) Apply the FSC label on-product;

c) Process or transform FSC certified products (e.g. manufacturing, repackaging,
relabeling, adding other forest-based components to the product).

However, some companies that don’t need certification are FSC certified in order to
demonstrate their commitment to the FSC certification principles and values. In this
context, are certified publishers and retailers required to comply with Clause 6.2.1 of
FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1 if they sell finished certified products to customers that don’t
need or want to receive the invoices with FSC Claims on it?

No, for certified publishers and retailers that sell finished certified products to customers that
don’'t need or want to receive the invoices with FSC Claims on it, Clause 6.2.1 may be
classified as not being applicable.

Code INT-STD-40-004_29

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.3.1

Publication date | 01 July 2016

Clause 6.3.1 of FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1 requires organizations to ensure that the sale of
FSC Controlled Wood is in conformity with Part 4 of FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1. Now that
V3-0 of FSC-STD-40-005 is not applicable for those organizations who purchase FSC
Controlled Wood and wish to resell it as such, are they still required to conform to
Clause 6.3.1 and consequently Part 4 of FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1 until the next version
of FSC-STD-40-004 (V3-0) is released?

No, for these organizations Clause 6.3.1 is no longer applicable. The same requirements
are still applicable to these CoC certificate holders, but they are covered by other
requirements as specified in INT-STD-40-005_20.

Code INT-STD-40-004_15
Requirement (s) Clause 7.3.1
Publication date 23 April 2013; amended 10 March 2016
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Which output claim shall be used when inputs with different FSC claims are combined in
the Transfer System?

The below table presents the possible combinations of FSC input claims and resulting output
claims when applying the Transfer System.

FSC 100% FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC FSC Pre-cons. Pre-cons. Post-cons. FSC
Credit x% Recycled Recycled reclaimed reclaimed reclaimed Controlled
Credit X% wood paper wood and Wood
paper
FSC 100% FSC 100% FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix No FSC FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC
Credit X% Credit X% claims are 100% 100% Controlled
allowed Wood
FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix No FSC FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC
Credit Credit Credit X% Credit X% claims are Credit Credit Controlled
allowed Wood
FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix No FSC FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC
X% X% X% X% X% X% claims are X% X% Controlled
allowed Wood
FSC FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC FSC No FSC FSC FSC FSC
Recycled Credit Credit X% Recycled Recycled claims are Recycled Recycled Controlled
Credit Credit X% allowed Credit Credit Wood
FSC FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC FSC No FSC FSC FSC FSC
Recycled X% X% X% Recycled Recycled claims are Recycled Recycled Controlled
X% X% X% allowed X% X% Wood
Pre-cons. No FSC No FSC No FSC No FSC No FSC No FSC No FSC No FSC No FSC
reclaimed claims are claims are claims are claims are claims are claims are claims are claims are claims are
wood allowed allowed allowed allowed allowed allowed allowed allowed allowed
Pre-cons. FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC FSC No FSC FSC FSC FSC
reclaimed 100% Credit X% Recycled Recycled claims are Recycled Recycled Controlled
paper Credit X% allowed 100% 100% Wood
Post-cons. FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC Mix FSC FSC No FSC FSC FSC FSC
reclaimed 100% Credit X% Recycled Recycled claims are Recycled Recycled Controlled
wood and Credit X% allowed 100% 100% Wood
paper
FSC FSC FSC FSC FSC FSC No FSC FSC FSC FSC
Controlled Controlled Controlled Controlled Controlled Controlled claims are Controlled Controlled Controlled
Wood Wood Wood Wood Wood Wood allowed Wood Wood Wood
Code INT-STD-40-004_13

Requirement (s) | Clause 9

Publication date | 01 December 2011

Are traders authorized to apply the credit system for trading of unfinished products?

Traders can apply the credit system on the level of a trading office site under the following
conditions:

1) For the trade of primary products (e.g. logs, chips), and

2) Exclusive for domestic trading (at national level), and

3) There shall be a recognized third party measuring and control system of the forest
products in place in order to ensure compliance with FSC product group definition
(especially Clause 2.1.3), and
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4) The trade of FSC certified products is always linked to a physical delivery of products.
Virtual transfers of certified products are prohibited.

Code INT-STD-40-004_04

Requirement (s) | Section 12

Publication date | 15 April 2011

Are FSC outsourcing requirements applicable in the following situation: A
subcontractor runs a scaling operation (scale house), which is located on-site at the
FSC certified company's property?

No, outsourcing requirements are only applicable when the subcontractor takes physical
possession of FSC certified material, off-site from a FSC certified organization. If a
subcontracted activity occurs on-site at a FSC certified organization, then the activity shall be
included in the certificate scope and evaluated as part of the organization's CoC audit.

Code INT-STD-40-004_03

Requirement (s) | Clause 12.1.1

Publication date | 01 February 2011

A FSC pulp producer ships its finished bales of pulp to a warehouse where it sits
awaiting loading into ships or rail cars. The company does not relinquish ownership
and the product is not altered in any way from the time it leaves the company facility
to the warehouse and then into the ship or train. Is the process of warehousing
considered outsourcing?

Storage sites should be exempt from CoC evaluations where they constitute 'stopping places'
or intersections only as part of transport agreements between two Chain of Custody
operations. In other words, where certain storage facilities are used (or rented) by transport
service providers to fulfill a contractual agreement between two CoC certified operations, such
sites should not be considered part of an outsourcing agreement. Where, however, a CoC
operation contracts a transport service provider or the warehouse owner to store goods in the
absence of an agreed delivery to a customer (and would then only place a delivery order at a
later point in time, once a sales contract has been signed), such a scenario should be
considered an extension of the storage site of the CoC operation and justify to look at it as an
outsourcing arrangement.

Code INT-STD-40-004_01

Requirement (s) | Clause 12.1.1a

Publication date | 01 February 2011

A printer outsources part of its production to a non-FSC certified contractor. Can the
contractor buy FSC paper and add it to an outsourced production?

No, non-certified outsourcing contractors cannot buy and add forest-based material on their
own, as per definition the contracting organization would not have ownership of all input
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materials. This would be different for certified contractors where they both act as contractors
as well as suppliers with a purchase function on their own.
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FSC-STD-40-004 (V3-0) CHAIN OF CUSTODY CERTIFICATION

Code INT-STD-40-004_31

Requirement (s) | Clause 10.5

Publication date | 15 March 2017

Clause 10.5 of FSC-STD-40-004 V3-0 contains a reference to high-quality components.
How is quality defined in this case?

In the context of this clause, the following criteria define quality:

e All products that are made of chip and particles of wood are considered as having the
same quality;

¢ Solid wood components are considered as having a higher quality than components
of chip and particles of wood,;

e Solid hardwood is considered as having higher quality than softwood.

Code INT-STD-40-004_32

Requirement (s) | Clause 5.6

Publication date | 08 September 2017

Clause 5.6 specifies that organizations may only sell products with the ‘FSC Controlled
Wood” claim to customers that are FSC certified. Are certificate holders also allowed
to sell FSC Controlled Wood to project applicants according to FSC-STD-40-006?

Yes. Since FSC Controlled Wood is an eligible input in project certification, CoC certificate
holders can sell products with FSC Controlled Wood claims on sales documents to FSC
project applicants.

Code INT-STD-40-004_33

Requirement (s) | Clause 12.5

Publication date | 08 September 2017

Clause 12.5 requires organizations to provide documented procedures to their
outsourcing contractors. Is this requirement applicable when the contractor is FSC
certified and has included outsourcing activity in its certificate scope?

No. Clause 12.5 is only applicable in the case of non FSC-certified contractors.

Code INT-STD-40-004_34

Requirement (s) | Clause 14.1 b

Publication date | 08 September 2017

Do the “common operational procedures” specified in Clause 14.1 b have to cover
procedures that go beyond those related solely to certification?

Yes. The term “common operational procedures” should not be confused with “common
certification procedures”. The standard provides some examples of common operational
procedures, such as same production methods, same product specifications, same integrated
management software, which go beyond those related solely to FSC certification.
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Code INT-STD-40-004_35

Requirement (s) | Clause 1.6

Publication date | 08 September 2017

How should an FSC-certified organization proceed if a supplier notifies that certain
products delivered to the organization are non-conforming products? Shall the
organization also apply the non-conforming procedures, even if the non-conformity
was caused by a supplier?

Yes. Once an FSC-certified organization is aware that a certain product received does not
conform to certification requirements, it shall treat such products as non-conforming inputs
and apply the requirements specified in Clause 1.6 of FSC-STD-40-004 V3-0 ensuring that
they are not sold as being FSC certified.

Code INT-STD-40-004_36

Requirement (s) | Clause 7.2, NOTE

Publication date | 08 September 2017

The Note under Clause 7.2 specifies that different types of wood pulp are considered
as equivalent input materials. Does this mean that virgin and reclaimed wood fibre are
considered as equivalent input materials and can be substituted in FSC credit
accounts?

No. Virgin and reclaimed wood fibre are not considered as equivalent input materials and
therefore cannot be substituted in FSC credit accounts. There are references in the CoC
standard that make a distinction between virgin and reclaimed materials (see Note under
Clause 5.9, Table D, definitions of FSC Mix and FSC Recycled), indicating that they are not
equivalent materials. They can be combined in the same credit account in the case of products
that are made with both materials (mixed fibres). However, for 100% recycled products, the
FSC credit shall only be taken from the reclaimed input materials. The same applies to 100%
virgin fibre products, where the credits shall only be taken from virgin input materials.

FSC-STD-40-006 (V1-0) FSC CHAIN OF CUSTODY STANDARD FOR PROJECT
CERTIFICATION

Code INT-STD-40-006_03 (also published under FSC-STD-40-007 with code
INT-STD-40-007_02)

Requirement (s) | Clauses 2.3; 5.4d; 6.2; 6.3; 7.2; 8.3; 8.5; 9.1d; 9.2.

Publication date | 05 September 2014

Do we need to apply FSC-STD-40-007 Sourcing reclaimed material for use in FSC
Product Groups or FSC Certified Projects when assessing reclaimed material for use
under project certification?

Yes, FSC-STD-40-007 shall be applied to purchase, verify and classify reclaimed forest-
based inputs for use in FSC Certified Projects. This mainly applies to the following clauses
of FSC-STD-40-006:

2.3,5.4d,6.2,6.3,7.2,8.3, 85,9.1d, 9.2.
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Code INT-STD-40-006_01

Requirement (s) | Clause 9.2.b

Publication date | 07 August 2012

Are project certification applicants allowed to implement a controlled wood
verification program according to FSC-STD-40-005 and source controlled materials
for the project?

Yes. Project certification applicants are allowed to implement a controlled wood verification
program according to FSC-STD-40-005.

Code INT-STD-40-006_02

Requirement (s) | Part4

Publication date | 05 September 2014

Do we need to apply FSC-STD-50-001 Requirements for use of the FSC trademarks by
Certificate Holders for project certification?

Yes, for use of the FSC trademarks FSC-STD-50-001 shall be applied. Requirements of
Annex 2 of FSC-STD-50-001 replace requirements of Part 4 of the project certification
standard (FSC-STD-40-006).

Code INT-STD-40-006_04 (also published under FSC-STD-40-004 with code
INT-STD-40-004_19)

Requirement (s) | Annex 1

Publication date | 05 September 2014

Do the terms FSC-pure and FSC-mixed still apply?

No, the terminology for claims was updated in FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1. FSC-pure is now
referred to as FSC 100%; FSC-mixed as FSC Mix.
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FSC-STD-40-007 (V2-0) SOURCING RECLAIMED MATERIAL FOR USE IN FSC
PRODUCT GROUPS OR FSC CERTIFIED PROJECTS

Code INT-STD-40-007_02 (also published under FSC-STD-40-006 with code
INT-STD-40-006_03)

Requirement (s) | Scope

Publication date | 05 September 2014

Do we need to apply FSC-STD-40-007 Sourcing reclaimed material for use in FSC
Product Groups or FSC Certified Projects when assessing reclaimed material for use
under project certification?

Yes, FSC-STD-40-007 shall be applied to purchase, verify and classify reclaimed forest-
based inputs for use in FSC Certified Projects. This mainly applies to the following clauses of
FSC-STD-40-006:

2.3,5.4.d),6.2,6.3,7.2,8.3, 8.5,9.1.d), 9.2.

Code INT-STD-40-007_01

Requirement (s) | Clause 3.5

Publication date | 07 August 2012

Companies that use post-consumer reclaimed material inputs may identify small
amount of pre-consumer contamination in the material bundle on receipt. Does this
material count as a mixture of pre- and post-consumer reclaimed material and therefore
require the supplierto be included in a supplier audit program as per clause 3.5 of FSC-
STD-40-007 V2-0?

Where sporadically the buyer of post-consumer material identifies a small amount of
unintentional pre-consumer contamination included in the shipment, this is not considered a
mix of pre- and post-consumer reclaimed material as described in clause 3.5 of FSC-STD-
40-007 V2-0. In this case, the company shall quantify the amount of pre-consumer material
contamination and deduct this amount from the post-consumer volume.

Code INT-STD-40-007_03

Requirement (s) | Clause 4.3

Publication date | 08 September 2017

Is it acceptable for an organization to purchase a manufactured component of a
product (e.g. paper bag handle) or manufactured products made of reclaimed material
and to include the manufacturers of the components or products in the supplier audit
program?

No, organizations are not allowed to include manufacturers in the supplier audit program.
Manufacturers of reclaimed products or product components need to obtain CoC certification.
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PROCEDURES

ESC-PRO-20-001 (V1-1) EVALUATION OF THE ORGANIZATION’S

COMMITMENT TO FSC VALUES AND OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH AND SAFETY

IN THE CHAIN OF CUSTODY

Code

INT-PRO-20-001_01 (also published under FSC-STD-20-011 with code
INT-STD-20-011_12)

Requirement (s)

Sections 1 and 3

Publication date

11 February 2016; amended 28 April 2016

How are CBs required to verify that a certificate holder (CH) demonstrates its
commitment to comply with the values of FSC as defined in the “Policy for the
Association of Organizations with FSC” (FSC-POL-01-004)?

CBs have to verify (audit) the CH’s commitment to comply with the values of FSC as defined
in the Policy for Association according to FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1 Clause 1.5.1. This needs
to be done by evaluating the existence of a self-declaration signed by the CH (FSC-PRO-
20-001 V1-1 Section 3).

See also INT-PRO-20-001_02 for situations of evidenced infringements of the Policy for

Association.

Code

INT-PRO-20-001_02 (also published under FSC-STD-20-011 with
code INT-STD-20-011_14)

Requirement (s)

Sections 1 and 3

Publication date

28 April 2016

Shall the CB raise corrective action requests (CARs) to a CoC certificate holder
(CH) if there is objective evidence for infringements of the Policy for Association?

If the CB witnesses evidence of infringements of the FSC Policy for Association in the
audit (FSC-PRO-20-001 V1-1 Section 1) or detects such evidence through other means
such as by reviewing (evaluating) complaints, disputes or allegations of nonconformity

received from stakeholders (FSC-STD-20-011-V2-0 Clause 2.7d), the CB shall record the
evidence for infringements in the audit report and alert FSC International about a potential
non-compliance with the FSC Policy for Association for further evaluation.

The CB shall not raise CARs about infringements of the FSC Policy for Association to the
CH as relevant conclusions are the subject matter of FSC International and require a
decision by the international FSC Board of Directors.

If, however, the evidenced infringements of the Policy for Association also indicate
nonconformities with applicable FSC certification requirements, the CB shall raise CARs
accordingly.
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DIRECTIVES

FSC-DIR-40-004 DIRECTIVE ON CHAIN OF CUSTODY CERTIFICATION

Code INT-DIR-40-004_05

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-004-03

Publication date | 19 May 2014

May the claim “registered” for chip and fibre components of product groups with a
reduced labelling threshold of 50% be passed on along several organizations of a
supply chain?

Yes, the claim “registered” may be passed on according to the requirements of Advice 3 of
ADVICE-40-004-03 together with the “registered” material / products.

Code INT-DIR-40-004_01 (also published in FSC-STD-40-004 with code INT-
STD-40-004_08)

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-004-05

Publication date | 18 April 2011

Is it acceptable that the FSC Claims are abbreviated (e.g. FSC Mix Cred) due to space
constraints in invoices?

Yes, with the condition that:

a) The abbreviation of FSC Claims is clearly defined in the organization’s documented
procedures, and

b) The complete FSC claim is provided to customers through supplementary evidence, as
defined in ADVICE-40-004-05 of FSC-DIR-40-004.

Code INT-DIR-40-004_04

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-004-06

Publication date | 07 August 2012

Do all NTFP (non-timber forest product) ingredients/components of a product need to
be certified?

No. For NTFP products, it is acceptable that only one ingredient/component is FSC certified
as long as clear reference to the certified ingredient/component is made on the FSC label
and/or associated statements.
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Code INT-DIR-40-004_03

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-004-06

Publication date | 07 August 2012

Do NTFP (Non-timber forest product) components in a wood-based product (e.g. a
rattan seat in a wooden chair) need to be certified?

The use of a non-certified NTFP component in a wood-based product is acceptable where
the components are distinguishable and the FSC label specifies wood as the certified
component. Where the forest-based components are not distinguishable (e.g. a paper
containing both NTFP and wood), both shall be certified in order to carry the FSC label.

Code INT-DIR-40-004_02

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-004-06

Publication date | 22 March 2012

Does the release paper in envelopes need to be FSC certified?

No. The envelope is the main product and needs to be FSC certified. The release paper has
a secondary function and its certification is optional.
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STANDARDS

FSC-STD-20-012 (V1-1) STANDARD FOR EVALUATION OF FSC CONTROLLED
WOOQOD IN FOREST MANAGEMENT ENTERPRISES

Code INT-STD-20-012_01 (also published under FSC-STD-30-010 with code
INT-STD-30-010_06)

Requirement (s) | Clause 1.1

Publication date | 10 July 2015

1) Is the conversion of plantations that have previously been established on
agricultural land back to agricultural land acceptable according to the requirements
of FSC-STD-30-010 (Clause 6.1)?

2) Are abandoned (unmanaged) plantations established on agricultural land and
destined for conversion back to agricultural land eligible for certification according to
FSC-STD-30-0107?

1) Yes. Only conversion of natural and semi-natural forests and other wooded ecosystems
such as woodlands and savannahs to plantation or non-forest uses is not allowed according
to the standard (with exceptions specified in Clause 6.3).

2) No. The certification of abandoned or unmanaged plantations does not meet the intent of
the standard, which is designed for application by forest management enterprises (FMES) at
the forest management unit (FMU) level. According to the definitions of FME and FMU, the
implementation of the standard involves forest management, which shall not be downgraded
to clear cutting of plantations.
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Code INT-STD-20-012_02 (also published under FSC-STD-30-010 with code
INT-STD-30-010_07)

Requirement (s) | Sections 3-7

Publication date | Previous version: 9 August 2015; this Version: 16 January 2018

According to Clause 7.4 of FSC-STD-20-012 V1-1, “A non-compliance shall be
considered major if, either alone or in combination with further non-compliances of
other indicators, results in, or is likely to result in a fundamental failure to achieve the
objectives of the standard in the forest management unit(s) within the scope of the
evaluation.”

How shall this be interpreted when considering non-compliances with requirements
relating to the five Controlled Wood categories (Sections 3-7 of FSC-STD-30-010 V2-
0)?

Non-compliances for requirements relating to the five Controlled Wood categories (Sections
3-7 of FSC-STD-30-010 V2-0) shall always be considered major. As per Clauses 7.6 and
7.7 of FSC-20-012 V1-1, the certification body shall not issue or reissue a certificate if there
is a major non-compliance with the requirements of the standard, and the certificate shall be
suspended in case a major non-compliance is identified after the Controlled Wood certificate
has been issued. The note under Clause 7.6 of the standard does not apply to major non-
compliances for Controlled Wood categories.

Minor non-compliances are possible only in instances where requirements for Sections 1
and 2 of FSC-STD-30-010 V2-0 are not implemented correctly, and/or the status of the
material as “FSC Controlled Wood’ is not affected.

Code INT-STD-20-012_03

Requirement (s) | Clauses 7.6-7.7

Publication date | 01 July 2016

Is restoration of converted forests containing high conservation values required to close a
major corrective action request issued according to Clause 6.3 in FSC-STD-30-010 V2-0?

No, the standard does not specify the action to be taken to address such a corrective action
request. In the context of this standard, a certificate shall be suspended when a major
nonconformity is identified (Clause 7.7). It is the responsibility of the organization to
implement appropriate measures to correct the nonconformity in order to lift the suspension.
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FSC-STD-30-010 (V2-0) FSC CONTROLLED WOOD STANDARD FOR FOREST
MANAGEMENT ENTERPRISES

Code INT-STD-30-010_01 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005 02

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-30-010

Publication date | 31 January 2012

Within a National Initiative “unspecified risk” category, is it possible for a company to
classify a smaller district as “low risk”?

No, unless done at the FMU level through the process described in Annex 3 of FSC-STD-
40-005. According to this standard, where national or regional interpretation or guidance
relating to Annex 2 has been provided by an FSC accredited National Initiative, this
interpretation shall prevail.

Other option would be that the Forest Manager got certified according to FSC-STD-30-010.

Code INT-STD-30-010_06 (also published under FSC-STD-20-012 with code
INT-STD-20-012_01)

Requirement (s) | Section A (Scope), Clause 6.1

Publication date | 10 July 2015

1) Is the conversion of plantations that have previously been established on
agricultural land back to agricultural land acceptable according to the requirements
of FSC-STD-30-010 (Clause 6.1)?

2) Are abandoned (unmanaged) plantations established on agricultural land and
destined for conversion back to agricultural land eligible for certification according to
FSC-STD-30-0107?

1) Yes. Only conversion of natural and semi-natural forests and other wooded ecosystems
such as woodlands and savannahs to plantation or non-forest uses is not allowed according
to the standard (with exceptions specified in Clause 6.3).

2) No. The certification of abandoned or unmanaged plantations does not meet the intent of
the standard, which is designed for application by forest management enterprises (FMES) at
the forest management unit (FMU) level. According to the definitions of FME and FMU, the
implementation of the standard involves forest management, which shall not be downgraded
to clear cutting of plantations.
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Code INT-STD-30-010_04

Requirement (s) | Clause 1 e) (Note)

Publication date | 21 August 2013

How should the nationally developed HCV Framework be applied according to the
standard FSC-STD-30-010?

The standard FSC-STD-30-010 requires, that the Forest Management Enterprise shall
consider guidance that may be provided by FSC International, FSC regional offices,
or by FSC accredited

national initiatives in relation to interpreting the requirements of FSC-STD-30-010 in a
particular national or sub-national context.

There is an approved ‘High Conservation Values (HCVs) evaluation framework for use
in the con-text of implementing FSC Certification to the FSC Principles and Criteria
and Controlled Wood standards’ developed by FSC Australia. The following
questions aim to clarify how to implement the Framework.

How shall requirements be interpreted that use the term ‘consider’ — are all the
elements of the Framework mandatory? Or can the FME select which elements they
deem to be relevant?

Do all of the steps need to be followed for each HCV1-6? Note that some of the steps
have been pointed out to be contradictory.

Is there any difference in the Framework requirements for SLIMF or plantation forest?

FME shall use approved HCV Framework and apply all its elements relevant for FME. In
case of contradiction these shall be reported to relevant FSC National Partner and PSU.

SLIMF: HCV Framework serves mainly for HCV identification. Annex 2 of FSC-STD-30-010
(5.2) requires HCVs identification, thus HCV Framework shall be used in SLIMF operations.

Plantation: Framework shall also be used for plantations when relevant as per Framework
contents.

Code INT-STD-30-010_02

Requirement (s) | Clause 3.2, Intent Box.

Publication date | 4 May 2012

In countries where there is an approved FSC National Standard, how should
approved elements in the national standard which could equally pertain to the
interpretation and application of Controlled Wood (FSC -STD-30-010 V2-0) be
regarded?

Where elements of an approved national standard can be equally applied to the
interpretation and application of Controlled Wood in a given country, these elements shall
be applied in relation to the specific category of Controlled Wood; e.g. advice in the national
standard on the assessment of legal compliance.
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Code INT-STD-30-010_07 (also published under FSC-STD-20-012 with code
INT-STD-20-012_02)

Requirement (s) | Sections 3-7

Publication date | Previous version: 9 August 2015; this Version: 16 January 2018

According to Clause 7.4 of FSC-STD-20-012 V1-1, “A non-compliance shall be
considered major if, either alone or in combination with further non-compliances of
other indicators, results in, or is likely to result in a fundamental failure to achieve the
objectives of the standard in the forest management unit(s) within the scope of the
evaluation.”

How shall this be interpreted when considering non-compliances with requirements
relating to the five Controlled Wood categories (Sections 3-7 of FSC-STD-30-010 V2-
0)?

Non-compliances for requirements relating to the five Controlled Wood categories (Sections
3-7 of FSC-STD-30-010 V2-0) shall always be considered major. As per Clauses 7.6 and
7.7 of FSC-20-012 V1-1, the certification body shall not issue or reissue a certificate if there
is a major non-compliance with the requirements of the standard, and the certificate shall be
suspended in case a major non-compliance is identified after the Controlled Wood certificate
has been issued. The note under Clause 7.6 of the standard does not apply to major non-
compliances for Controlled Wood categories.

Minor non-compliances are possible only in instances where requirements for Sections 1
and 2 of FSC-STD-30-010 V2-0 are not implemented correctly, and/or the status of the
material as “FSC Controlled Wood’ is not affected.

Code INT-STD-30-010_08

Requirement (s) | Section 4

Publication date | 03 May 2017

1) The term ‘Traditional and Indigenous Peoples groups’ could be broken into
‘Traditional groups’ and ‘Indigenous Peoples groups’. It could also be broken down
into ‘Traditional Peoples groups’ and ‘Indigenous Peoples groups’. Which is the
correct reading?

2) What is the definition of ‘Traditional Peoples’ and ‘Indigenous Peoples’?

3) What is the timeframe for ‘long established custom or traditional occupation and
use’?

1) The correct reading is ‘Traditional Peoples groups’ and ‘Indigenous Peoples groups’.

2) The definitions as provided in the ‘FSC Principles and Criteria for Forest Stewardship’
(FSC-STD-01-001 V5-2) apply:
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Traditional Peoples: Traditional Peoples are social groups or peoples who do not self-
identify as Indigenous and who affirm rights to their lands, forests and other resources
based on long established custom or traditional occupation and use (Source: Forest
Peoples Programme (Marcus Colchester, 7 October 2009)).

Indigenous Peoples: People and groups of people that can be identified or characterized as
follows:

e The key characteristic or criterion is self-identification as Indigenous Peoples at the
individual level and acceptance by the community as their member
Historical continuity with pre-colonial and/or pre-settler societies
Strong link to territories and surrounding natural resources
Distinct social, economic or political systems
Distinct language, culture and beliefs
Form non-dominant groups of society
Resolve to maintain and reproduce their ancestral environments and systems as
distinctive peoples and communities.
(Source: Adapted from United Nations Permanent Forum on Indigenous Issues, Factsheet
‘Who are Indigenous Peoples’ October 2007; United Nations Development Group,
‘Guidelines on Indigenous Peoples’ Issues’ United Nations 2009, United Nations Declaration
on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples, 13 September 2007).

3) There is no specific timeframe defined by FSC. Communities or persons can acquire
customary rights by various means which can be long term (living in an area for a longish
period of time) or short term (opening up a new area in line with customary law or via
transfer). Thus, under customary law, what is important is not how long a person or
community has been on the land but the means by which they acquired or asserted their
rights.

Code INT-STD-30-010_05

Requirement (s) | Clause 4.2

Publication date | 19 May 2014

Shall the certification body issue a non-compliance against Clause 4.2 and/or 4.5 of
FSC-STD-30-010 where a minority of stakeholders do not agree on the dispute
resolution process?

Non-conformity against Clause 4.2 shall be issued in cases where a stakeholder(s) that is
one of the main parties in the dispute disagrees with the resolution process. Non-conformity
against Clause 4.2 shall not be issued in cases where the stakeholder(s) that disagrees is
not one of the main parties to the dispute.

The main parties to the dispute are those who are directly involved in the dispute (e.g.
complainants/plaintiffs and defendants to which the claim is made against).

Code INT-STD-30-010_03

Requirement (s) | Section 6

Publication date | 8 February 2013
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The use of the present tense (being converted; take place, etc.) suggests that FSC
accepts conversion that has happened in the past. But until when? What is the cut-off
date?

The cut-off date for FSC certification for controlled wood for forest management enterprises
is the date when the organization signs the certification agreement with the CAB as this
document includes the general requirement to adhere to all applicable rules and regulations
as published by FSC (see FSC-STD-20-001 V3-0 Clause 7.2 c).

Code INT-STD-30-010_10

Requirement (s) | Section 5 and 6

Publication date | 16 January 2018

There is a diversity of opinion among experts and scientific studies on how logging
activities in Karri forests impact RTE species. In particular, it is unclear whether or
not the reforestation and silviculture procedures applied by organizations constitute
a conversion from the natural variation of mixed and karri dominated forests to forest
stands of predominantly karri.

While the organization’s procedures may require that a mix of tree species is
replaced where a mixed forest has been harvested, it may not require that the mix of
reforested trees be estimated on the proportion of each tree species in the stand at
the time of harvest. This is because the proportion of each tree species at the time of
planting does not predicate the final proportion in a mature stand, since natural
disturbance (especially fire) will shape the stand as it grows. However, a lack of
regulation on the proportions planted allows for reforested mixed stands to contain a
mix of species that is predominantly karri even if karri was not the dominant tree
species to begin with. This may lead to conversion of mixed forests over time. HCV 1
Rare Threatened and Endangered (RTE) species that rely on other tree species within
the karri and mixed forests in the FMU are potentially negatively affected by the loss
of mixed forest stands because they show preference for marri trees, which tend to
create better hollows. However, this is not firmly established and hollow nesting
species will use karri trees, but it is not known what impact the loss of mixed forest
stands would have on these RTE species.

Against the background of uncertain unscientific knowledge,

1. Do the activities of the organization need to be restricted / adjusted, taking the
prerequisite of a precautionary approach into consideration so that
conversion and/or deterioration of forest ecosystems are prevented, and

2. Does FSC's standard requirements for conversion in FSCSTD-30-010 need to
be adapted or whether more scientific information be sought by FSC so that
there is a resolution of this dispute

1) Deterioration of forest containing HCV 1, including changes in species composition
and the forest structure in management/regeneration cycle shall be considered as a
threat to HCV values. Considering a precautionary approach, as well as
requirements in Section 5 of the standard, the organization shall ensure that
deterioration of the forest ecosystems is prevented. This can be demonstrated by
compliance with Section 5 of the standard.
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2) The provided information is not sufficient for FSC to conclude whether ongoing forest
management practices will lead to conversion. FSC recommends further research to
be conducted by FSC Australia in this regard.

Code INT-STD-30-010_09

Requirement (s) | Clause 6.1

Publication date | 18 July 2017

In some concession areas, conversion is often being done through illegal logging
and encroachment by parties other than the forest manager. As the primary objective
is plantation management on such concessions, little or no effort is made to control
the illegal conversion occurring in the natural forests.

Do the requirements of 6.1 apply to activities carried out by parties other than the
forest manager or their contractors? To put another way, would uncontrolled illegal
activities carried out by parties other than the FME resulting in conversion of forests
to non-forest use on the FMU(s) included in the scope of the evaluation be a
nonconformance with criterion 6.1?

Yes. As FSC-STD-30-010 is applied at the level of the FMU, activities taking place in FMUs
included in the scope of the certificate shall be considered in determining conformance with
the requirements, regardless of who carries out the activities. Therefore, if forest conversion
is occurring as the result of illegal activities within the FMU, this constitutes a
nonconformance with Clause 6.1.

Code INT-STD-30-010_11 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1
under code INT-STD-40-005_24)

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-30-010 V 2-0

Publication date | 16 January 2018

1 What criteria may be used to determine the parameters for definition of a
‘forest’, for protection of Old Growth Type 2 ‘forest’ in Australian context? Is it
appropriate to use a minimum area in order to distinguish between a ‘forest’
and atree, or line of trees?

2 Istheintention that the NFSS will be issued soon and override the need for
this interpretation?

1. No, in Australian context it is not appropriate to use a minimum area in order to
distinguish between an Old Growth Type 2 ‘forest’ and a tree, or line of trees. This is
because the key element in Type 2 in the FSC Australia HCV assessment framework
(applicable for implementation of the standard FSC-STD-40-005) is the use of 'stand’, as
stated on page 13:

“(B) Type 2 Old Growth: stands that have been logged, but which retain significant
late-successional/old-growth structure and functions. “
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The commonly used definition of a stand is: "a contiguous area that contains a
number of trees that are relatively homogeneous or have a common set of
characteristics."

Accordingly, a stand should be used as the definition of ‘forest’ for Old Growth Type
2.

Because of the requirement to maintain HCV values (controlled wood) and maintain
and enhance (FM certificates) in Australian normative framework, both areas of Old
Growth type 1 and 2 have to be maintained and or enhanced. In practice, this
means that all stands that meet the Old Growth category are protected with
allowance made for removing individual trees (normally just 1) under legal permit for
reasons such as:

e The tree would represent a health and safety risk in the forest
e There are genuine silvicultural reasons to remove a single tree e.g. access.

2. It is the intention that the CW and FM standards be harmonized so that there is only
one set of HCV definitions applying in Australia.

This interpretation will be revised upon the approval of the Australian NFSS,
containing provisions for minimum area threshold for identifying what constitutes an
HCV Area.
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FSC-STD-40-005 (V2-1) STANDARD FOR COMPANY EVALUATION OF FSC

CONTROLLED WOOD

Code

INT-STD-40-005_04 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with code
INT-DIR-40-005_02)

Requirement (s)

Applies to all requirements where the CPI is mentioned

Publication date

6 September 2013

In 2012 the Corruption Perception Index (CPI) changed from a scale of 0-10 to a scale
of 0-100. Shall the new 0-100 CPI scale be implemented in FSC normative documents
that currently still reference the previous 0-10 scale system?

Yes, CPI references in FSC normative documents using the 0-10 scale system shall be
converted to the new scale.

A reference to a CPI index threshold ‘5’ based on the old scale system becomes a CPI
index ‘50’ applying the new scale.

Code

INT-STD-40-005_06

Requirement (s)

Categories 2, 3, 4

Publication date

18 May 2014

Can material originating from artificially submerged forests be evaluated according to
the standard FSC-STD-40-005?

Materials harvested from standing “dead” forests that have been e.g. submerged to
construct water reservoirs or dams are eligible for evaluation under the FSC Controlled
Wood Standard FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1. In this case the district shall be set at the
submerged area in question.

When evaluating conformance with the standard, special attention shall be given to the
requirements of Controlled Wood Categories 2, 3 and 4, which, depending on
circumstances, may be particularly challenging to be met.

This interpretation supersedes any former interpretations relevant for this question.

Code INT-STD-40-005_14 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with code
INT-DIR-40-005 10)

Requirement (s) | 7.1

Publication date | 9 July 2014

Can timber of unknown origin collected from beaches be evaluated according to the
standard FSC-STD-40-005?

No, timber collected from beaches is not eligible for evaluation under the FSC Controlled
Wood Standard FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1.

Code

INT-STD-40-005_16 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with code
INT-DIR-40-005_11)

Requirement (s)

9.1

Publication date

10 October 2014
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If a certified company sources material that has previously been FSC certified or
covered by another company’s FSC Controlled Wood verification program but has
since been traded by a non-certified company (therefore breaking the Chain of
Custody), can this material be considered controlled with-out conducting a full
verification program and risk assessment?

For previously FSC-certified material from a broken Chain of Custody to be considered as
FSC Controlled Wood, the company must trace the material back to the certified company
that traded it to the non-certified company where the Chain of Custody was broken, and
con-duct an audit of the supply chain. This audit shall demonstrate with verifiable
documentation that the material is identifiable and traceable and has not been mixed with
uncontrolled material.

For previously controlled material from a broken Chain of Custody to be considered as FSC
Controlled Wood, the district of origin must be determined within/though the company’s own
Controlled Wood verification program, for which all relevant normative requirements apply.
For this purpose, risk assessments performed by other entities (e.g. a supplier with a valid
FSC certificate that includes FSC Controlled Wood in its scope that sold FSC Controlled
Wood (without a claim) to a non-certified entity) may be used as additional sources of
information.

Code INT-STD-40-005_11 V2-1 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with
code INT-DIR-40-005_07)

Requirement (s) | Section 11

Publication date | 9 July 2014

In cases where there is an approved national risk assessment, is it acceptable for the
certificate holder to use the National Risk Assessment to satisfy the controlled wood
reguirements for conducting a risk assessment as specified in FSC-STD-40-005 and
FSC-DIR-40-005, rather than having to generate its own risk assessment?

The use of approved National Risk Assessments (NRAs) for sourcing Controlled Wood
according to FSC-STD-40-005 is mandatory. Certificate holders have different options for
aligning their verification programs with the results of applicable NRAs. Certificate holders
may, for example, use NRAs available on FSC’s website and/or the Global Forest Registry,
or generate or update a new or existing company-developed risk assessment with the risk
designation(s) provided in relevant NRAs. These examples are not exhaustive.
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Code INT-STD-40-005_05 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with code
INT-DIR-40-005_03)

Requirement (s) | Clause 11.1

Publication date | 5 February 2014

Which process shall be implemented if a certified FMU is under suspension in a
district that has been designated as low risk for all CW categories either by a National
Risk Assessment or by a COC Certificate Holder in their FSC Controlled Wood
verification pro-gram when the COC Certificate Holder wants to source from this
FMU?

At the moment of suspension, the products sold by the certified FMU* are losing their FSC
status. As the FMU is located in a designated low risk district for CW, the products may still
be sourced as “controlled material” under the following conditions:

1. As some or all CW categories may be affected by activities that led to the suspension of
the FMU, the COC Certificate Holder shall review and if necessary revise their risk
assessment for the area of the suspended FMU.

2. The review/revision of the risk assessment shall be completed by the COC Certificate
Holder within a period of two months from the date of suspension of the FMU certificate.

3. The COC Certificate Holder shall submit the reviewed/revised risk assessment to their CB
for verification.

4. The reviewed/revised risk assessment shall be verified by the CB no later than one month
after the COC Certificate Holder has submitted its reviewed/revised risk assessment, before
it can be applied (see FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1 Clause 11.1).

5. As the whole district is considered low risk, the products sourced from the suspended
FMU are considered controlled until the verification of the reviewed/revised risk assessment
is completed by the relevant CB.

6. The outcome of the review/revision process including verification by the relevant CB will
then determine the risk designation for the suspended FMU.

7. Material sourced from the area shall be classified as unspecified risk, if the timelines of
review/revision and verification of the risk assessment (2, 4) is not met.

* according to the standard FSC-STD-01-001 or FSC-STD-30-010
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Code INT-STD-40-005_18 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with code
INT-DIR-40-005_12)

Requirement (s) | Clause 13.2, Annex 3

Publication date | 28 October 2014

Shall the outcomes of a company verification program according to Annex 3 be made
publicly available?

No, currently there are no requirements for publishing the outcomes of verification according
to Annex 3. The standard does not limit such an opportunity, however.

Code INT-STD-40-005_08 V2-1

Requirement (s) | Section 14

Publication date | 9 July 2014

If a company receives a complaint regarding their risk assessment and/or company
verification program, does it matter if the complainant identifies the complaint as
formal or informal as per the FSC Dispute Resolution Process?

No, it does not matter. The company is required to deal with all complaints that are received
according to the requirements of Section 14 of FSC-STD-40-005, irrespective of the
complaint classification by a complainant. Controlled Wood requirements for the handling of
complaints by Certificate Holders are not subject to the FSC Dispute Resolution Process
and shall be evaluated by the Certificate Holder, according to their own mechanism.

Code INT-STD-40-005_09 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with code
INT-DIR-40-005_05)

Requirement (s) | Annex 1

Publication date | 9 July 2014

With regards to Category 3 (HCV), what is the minimal level of detail for describing
the sourcing in the district of origin in the published company risk assessment? If the
district of origin includes potentially controversial sources, when the company
describes their sourcing in this area, must the description of their sourcing explicitly
state that they are not sourcing from controversial FMUs in that district?

The minimum required information to be included in the publically available results of the
risk assessment are provided in

ADVICE 40-005-07 of FSC-DIR-40-005, which applies to all CW categories. In case of
potentially controversial activities in FMUs located in a low risk district (See ADVICE 40-
005-02 of FSC-DIR-40-005), a company should mention the existing FMUs with potential
controversial activities in the publically available results of a risk assessment.
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Code INT-STD-40-005_15 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with code
INT-DIR-40-005_04)

Requirement (s) | Annex 1

Publication date | 9 July 2014

How should companies treat ecoregions that are not within the WWF Global 200 but
are listed as ‘critical/endangered’ or ‘threatened’ by WWF? Should this information
always be included in risk assessments, under 3.1?

The standard requires consideration of ‘ecoregionally significant HCVs’ and does not limit
the recognition of ecoregions to Global 200 ecoregions. General references provided in the
standard direct to WWF sources without limitation to Global 200 ecoregions (FSC-STD-40-
005, Annex 1, definition of ecoregion). Therefore, information about threatened ecoregions
other than the examples provided in FSC-STD-40-005 and FSC-DIR-40-005 should be
taken into account. The company shall not ignore known and available sources of
information in addition to the ones listed in normative documents.

Code INT-STD-40-005_13 V2-1 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with
code INT-DIR-40-005_09)

Requirement (s) | Annex 1

Publication date | 9 July 2014

Can a district of origin cover more than one country? If so, is a separate risk
assessment required for each country, given the heterogeneity in assessing risk
between two different sets of laws? What about within countries where the sub-
national units (states, provinces, etc.) have the independence to create their own
resource use and protection laws?

According to its definition, a ‘district’ is considered to be a generic geographical definition
within a country. Subject to the above, various guidance and requirements are provided
stating that how a district shall be established depends on the CW category under
assessment. In the case of National Risk Assessments (NRAS) it is possible to develop
shared NRAs for countries sharing homogenous conditions (e.g. sharing the same
ecoregions), according to the procedure FSC-PRO-60-002 V2-0 (FSC Controlled Wood
Risk Assessments by FSC accredited National Initiatives, National and Regional offices).

Subiject to the specific conditions of each CW category, the division of a country into sub-
national units (e.g. states, provinces) will only impact how a district is defined if those
divisions result in increased heterogeneity of the level or type of risk that is assessed within
them.
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Code INT-STD-40-005_10 V2-1 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with
code INT-DIR-40-005_06)

Requirement (s) | Annex 1

Publication date | 9 July 2014

Does the concept of ‘minimally disturbed by human economic activity’ in the
definition of Intact Forest Landscape include fire suppression?

Regarding definition of Intact Forest Landscape, firefighting or prevention for the protection
of public safety is not considered an economic activity. Fire control in the context of forest
management activities is not considered to be an economic activity of minimal disturbance.

Code INT-STD-40-005_12 (also published under FSC-DIR-40-005 with code
INT-DIR-40-005_08)

Requirement (s) | Annex 2

Publication date | 9 July 2014

Is a CoC-certified harvesting company that DOES NOT own or manage the forest
required to conduct a nature value assessment when conducting a risk assessment
according to Annex 2 of FSC-STD-40-005, when a nature value assessment is
required by the respective National Forest Stewardship Standard?

No, a company that is conducting a risk assessment according to Annex 2 of FSC-STD-40-
005 (V2-1) is not required to perform a nature value assessment, unless it is required by an
approved national guidance as per Annex 2, part A, Clause 2 of FSC-STD-40-005 and/or as
per FSC-DIR-40-005-09, Clause 3 (Advice).

Code INT-STD-40-005_07 V2-1

Requirement (s) | Annex 2, part B, Section 2

Publication date | 9 July 2014

How should arisk assessment be conducted following Clause 2.5 when ILO 169 is
not ratified?

The standard does not refer to the ratification of ILO 169 and a risk assessment shall
involve an assessment of evidence of violation of ILO requirements, irrespective of whether
they have been ratified by the country in which the risk assessment is made.
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Code INT-STD-40-005_03

Requirement (s) | Annex 2 and 3.

Publication date | 4 May 2012

Can wood from plantations converted to non-forest use be acceptable according to
Category 4 of CW Standard FSC-STD-40-005?

Yes, wood from plantations converted to non-forest use is acceptable according to Category
4 of FSC-STD-40-005.

Code INT-STD-40-005_01 V2-1

Requirement (s) | Annex 2, A.3

Publication date | 8 December 2011

What is the definition of FMU in FSC terms and does this definition count for all
references to FMU in FSC Standards, including Controlled Wood?

Yes, the definition of FMU is the same for all references in FSC Standards, including
Controlled Wood.

Forest Management Unit (FMU):

A clearly defined forest area with mapped boundaries, managed by a single managerial
body to a set of explicit objectives which are expressed in a self-contained multi-year
management plan.

The term ‘management plan’ is key and taken as equivalent to that which is described in
FSC Principle 7.

Code INT-STD-40-005_17 V2-1

Requirement (s) | Annex 3

Publication date | 28 October 2014

If a company risk assessment or applicable National Risk Assessment concludes
‘unspecified risk’ for a district and then field verification at the forest level by a
company implementing Annex 3 concludes ‘low risk’, is it possible to use the
outcomes from the field verification as a source of information/evidence in the risk
assessment to conclude low risk at the level of the whole district?

No, the field verification according to Annex 3 allows the verification of risk at the FMU level.
The confirmation of low risk at the FMU level cannot be extrapolated to the district level.
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Code INT-STD-40-005_02 (also published under FSC-STD-30-010 with code
INT-STD-30-010_01)

Requirement (s) | Annex 3

Publication date | 31 January 2012

Within a National Initiative “unspecified risk” category, is it possible for a company to
classify a smaller district as “low risk”?

No, unless done at the FMU level through the process described in Annex 3 of FSC-STD-
40-005. According to this standard, where national or regional interpretation or guidance
relating to Annex 2 has been provided by an FSC accredited National Initiative, this
interpretation shall prevail.

Other option would be that the Forest Manager got certified according to FSC-STD-30-010.

Code INT-STD-40-005_19

Requirement (s) | Annex 4

Publication date | 2 July 2015

An FSC Chain of Custody (CoC) certified manufacturer is making furniture (final
product) for sale to a large international retailer that does not hold a CoC certificate.
According to FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1, Annex 4, Clause 1.4, the CoC certified
manufacturer cannot make a Controlled Wood claim on sales documentation for the
furniture, since the retailer does not hold a CoC certificate.

Is there any claim or statement that the CoC company can make on or off product?
Such a claim or statement may be asked for, for example, by retailers with
responsible procurement policies or by importers wanting to meet legality legislation.

No. FSC certificate holders are not allowed to promote Controlled Wood products or to
make FSC Controlled Wood claims on sales documents issued to hon-FSC certified
customers.
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FSC-STD-40-005 (V3-0 and V3-1) REQUIREMENTS FOR SOURCING FSC
CONTROLLED WOOD

Code INT-STD-40-005_20

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-40-005 V3-0

Publication date | 03 June 2016

The revised FSC-STD-40-005 V3-0 does no longer include requirements regarding sales claims
related to FSC Controlled Wood (CW) as previously included in Annex 4 of FSC-STD-40-005
V2-1. Does this mean that these requirements are no longer valid when implementing FSC-
STD-40-005 V3-0?

No, the requirements included in Annex 4 of FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1 are still valid as they are already
covered by other normative documents:

1. The requirements for use of FSC trademarks for the promotion of FSC Controlled
Wood (Clauses 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.6, 1.9 and 1.10 of FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1 Annex 4) are
covered by Clause 1.4 of FSC-STD-50-001 V1-2. The reference to FSC-STD-40-005
V2-1 Annex 4 shall be interpreted as the reference to this interpretation.
Organizations supplying FSC Controlled Wood may use the statement “FSC
Controlled Wood” as segregation mark during manufacturing or transportation
processes or storage. The segregation marks shall always be accompanied by the
FSC controlled wood certificate code issued by the certification body. Segregation
marks with the statement “FSC Controlled Wood” shall be removed/deleted if products
are reaching final points of sale and/or when the segregation marks could be
interpreted as commercial labels.

2. The requirements for sale of finished products as FSC Controlled Wood and sale of
FSC Controlled Wood to non-FSC certificate holders (Clause 1.4 of FSC-STD-40-005
V2-1 Annex 4) are covered by footnote 4 of FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1. The term “trading”
in the footnote shall be read as “commercialization”. The footnote is applicable to all
FSC certificate holders, not only to traders. The reference to FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1
in the footnote shall be interpreted as the reference to this interpretation.

3. The requirement for translation of the FSC Controlled Wood claim on sales and
delivery documents (Clause 1.5 of FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1 Annex 4) is covered by INT-
STD-40-004_07.

4. The requirements for identification of sales documents of FSC Controlled Wood
(Clauses 1.7, 1.8 and 1.10 of FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1 Annex 4) are covered by Clause
6.1.1f, 6.1.1 g of FSC-STD-40-004 V2-1.

Code INT-STD-40-005_21

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 Clause 4.8, Annex B clause 1.2

Publication date | 16 January 2018

Is the organization required to undertake stakeholder consultation in advance of each
and every forest management activity covered by the DDS, as per Annex B, Clause 1.2
(FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1)?

No, the organization is not expected to conduct stakeholder consultation in advance of each
and every forest management activity. The frequency of the consultations needs to occur at
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a rate adequate and proportionate to the risk caused by the management activity and shall
be defined by the organization.

Code INT-STD-40-005_22

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1, Annex A, Controlled Wood Category 3 Clause
3.9 Indicator 3.2

Publication date | 16 January 2018

When the organization conducts stakeholder consultation to demonstrate that there is
significant support to low risk designation by relevant national/regional stakeholders
from the assessed supply area, consulted stakeholders may not respond. Can a lack
of response to stakeholder consultation demonstrate evidence of significant support?

No, the lack of a response to stakeholder consultation cannot be considered as evidence for
significant support. Support to a low risk designation needs to be demonstrated by an
affirmative and positive response from the stakeholders.

Code INT-STD-40-005_23

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 Annex A

Publication date | 16 January 2018

FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 Annex A Controlled Wood Category 3 Clause 3.9 (Examples of
sources of information Indicator 3.1) reads:
‘Forest, woodland, or mangrove ecoregions identified by World Wildlife Fund as a
Global 200 Ecoregion and assessed by WWF as having a conservation status of
endangered or critical. If the Global 200 Ecoregion comprises more than a single
terrestrial ecoregion, an ecoregion within the Global 200 Ecoregion can be considered
low risk if the sub-ecoregion has a Conservation Status other than ‘critical’ or
‘endangered’ (www.worldwildlife.org/science/wildfinder).’

The use of the word “and” has limited the requirement to Global 200 ecoregions which
are also assessed by WWEF as having a conservation status of endangered or critical.
Otherwise the word “or” would have been used. Therefore, does aregion that has been
evaluated by WWF as critically endangered no longer needs to be considered as
potentially HCVF, unless it is also a Global 200 Region.

The standard requires consideration of ‘ecoregionally significant HCVs’ and does not limit the
recognition of ecoregions to Global 200 ecoregions. General references provided in the
standard direct to WWF sources without limitation to Global 200 ecoregions (FSC-STD-4005,
Annex 1, definition of ecoregion). Therefore, information about threatened ecoregions other
than the examples provided in FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 should be taken into account. The
organization shall not ignore known and available sources of information in addition to the
ones listed in normative documents.
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Code INT-STD-40-005_24 (also published under FSC-STD-30-010 V2-0 with
code INT-STD-30-010_11)

Requirement (s) | FSC-STD-40-005 3-1

Publication date | 16 January 2018

1 What criteria may be used to determine the parameters for definition of
a ‘forest’, for protection of Old Growth Type 2 ‘forest’ in Australian
context? Is it appropriate to use a minimum area in order to distinguish
between a ‘forest’ and a tree, or line of trees?

2 Is the intention that the NFSS will be issued soon and override the need
for this interpretation?

1. No, in Australian context it is not appropriate to use a minimum area in order to
distinguish between an Old Growth Type 2 ‘forest’ and a tree, or line of trees. This is
because the key element in Type 2 in the FSC Australia HCV assessment framework
(applicable for implementation of the standard FSC-STD-40-005) is the use of 'stand’, as
stated on page 13:

“(B) Type 2 Old Growth: stands that have been logged, but which retain significant
late-successional/old-growth structure and functions. “

The commonly used definition of a stand is: "a contiguous area that contains a
number of trees that are relatively homogeneous or have a common set of
characteristics."

Accordingly, a stand should be used as the definition of ‘forest’ for Old Growth Type
2.

Because of the requirement to maintain HCV values (controlled wood) and maintain
and enhance (FM certificates) in Australian normative framework, both areas of Old
Growth type 1 and 2 have to be maintained and or enhanced. In practice, this
means that all stands that meet the Old Growth category are protected with
allowance made for removing individual trees (normally just 1) under legal permit for
reasons such as:

e The tree would represent a health and safety risk in the forest
e There are genuine silvicultural reasons to remove a single tree e.g. access.

2. It is the intention that the CW and FM standards be harmonized so that there is only
one set of HCV definitions applying in Australia.

This interpretation will be revised upon the approval of the Australian NFSS,
containing provisions for minimum area threshold for identifying what constitutes an
HCV Area.
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DIRECTIVES

FSC-DIR-40-005 FSC DIRECTIVE ON FSC CONTROLLED WOOD

Code INT-DIR-40-005_02 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005_04 and under FSC-STD-20-011 with code INT-STD-
20-011 07)

Requirement (s) | Applies to all requirements where the CPI is mentioned

Publication date | 6 September 2013

In 2012 the Corruption Perception Index (CPI) changed from a scale of 0-10 to a scale
of 0-100. Shall the new 0-100 CPI scale be implemented in FSC normative documents
that currently still reference the previous 0-10 scale system?

Yes, CPI references in FSC normative documents using the 0-10 scale system shall be
converted to the new scale.

A reference to a CPIl index threshold ‘5’ based on the old scale system becomes a CPI
index ‘50’ applying the new scale.

Code INT-DIR-40-005_04 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005 _15)

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-005-01

Publication date | 9 July 2014

How should companies treat ecoregions that are not within the WWF Global 200 but
are listed as ‘critical/endangered’ or ‘threatened’ by WWF? Should this information
always be included in risk assessments, under 3.1?

The standard requires consideration of ‘ecoregionally significant HCVs’ and does not limit
the recognition of ecoregions to Global 200 ecoregions. General references provided in the
standard direct to WWF sources without limitation to Global 200 ecoregions (FSC-STD-40-
005, Annex 1, definition of ecoregion). Therefore, information about threatened ecoregions
other than the examples provided in FSC-STD-40-005 and FSC-DIR-40-005 should be
taken into account. The company shall not ignore known and available sources of
information in addition to the ones listed in normative documents.
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Code INT-DIR-40-005_06 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005 _10)

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-005-01

Publication date | 9 July 2014

Does the concept of ‘minimally disturbed by human economic activity’ in the
definition of Intact Forest Landscape include fire suppression?

Regarding definition of Intact Forest Landscape, firefighting or prevention for the protection
of public safety is not considered an economic activity. Fire control in the context of forest
management activities is not considered to be an economic activity of minimal disturbance.

Code INT-DIR-40-005_11 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005_16)

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-005-04

Publication date | 10 October 2014

If a certified company sources material that has previously been FSC certified or
covered by another company’s FSC Controlled Wood verification program but has
since been traded by a non-certified company (therefore breaking the Chain of
Custody), can this material be considered controlled with-out conducting a full
verification program and risk assessment?

For previously FSC-certified material from a broken Chain of Custody to be considered as
FSC Controlled Wood, the company must trace the material back to the certified company
that traded it to the non-certified company where the Chain of Custody was broken, and
con-duct an audit of the supply chain. This audit shall demonstrate with verifiable
documentation that the material is identifiable and traceable and has not been mixed with
uncontrolled material.

For previously controlled material from a broken Chain of Custody to be considered as FSC
Controlled Wood, the district of origin must be determined within/though the company’s own
Controlled Wood verification program, for which all relevant normative requirements apply.
For this purpose, risk assessments performed by other entities (e.g. a supplier with a valid
FSC certificate that includes FSC Controlled Wood in its scope that sold FSC Controlled
Wood (without a claim) to a non-certified entity) may be used as additional sources of
information.
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Code INT-DIR-40-005_12 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005 18)

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-005-07

Publication date | 28 October 2014

Shall the outcomes of a company verification program according to Annex 3 be made
publicly available?

No, currently there are no requirements for publishing the outcomes of verification according
to Annex 3. The standard does not limit such an opportunity, however.

Code INT-DIR-40-005_05 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005_09)

Requirement (s) | ADVICE 40-005-07, ADVICE 40-005-02

Publication date | 9 July 2014

With regards to Category 3 (HCV), what is the minimal level of detail for describing
the sourcing in the district of origin in the published company risk assessment? If the
district of origin includes potentially controversial sources, when the company
describes their sourcing in this area, must the description of their sourcing explicitly
state that they are not sourcing from controversial FMUs in that district?

The minimum required information to be included in the publically available results of the
risk assessment are provided in

ADVICE 40-005-07 of FSC-DIR-40-005, which applies to all CW categories. In case of
potentially controversial activities in FMUs located in a low risk district (See ADVICE 40-
005-02 of FSC-DIR-40-005), a company should mention the existing FMUs with potential
controversial activities in the publically available results of a risk assessment.
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Code INT-DIR-40-005_03 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005 _05)

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-005-07

Publication date | 5 February 2014

Which process shall be implemented if a certified FMU is under suspension in a
district that has been designated as low risk for all CW categories either by a National
Risk Assessment or by a COC Certificate Holder in their FSC Controlled Wood
verification pro-gram when the COC Certificate Holder wants to source from this
FMU?

At the moment of suspension, the products sold by the certified FMU* are losing their FSC
status. As the FMU is located in a designated low risk district for CW, the products may still
be sourced as “controlled material” under the following conditions:

1. As some or all CW categories may be affected by activities that led to the suspension of
the FMU, the COC Certificate Holder shall review and if necessary revise their risk
assessment for the area of the suspended FMU.

2. The review/revision of the risk assessment shall be completed by the COC Certificate
Holder within a period of two months from the date of suspension of the FMU certificate.

3. The COC Certificate Holder shall submit the reviewed/revised risk assessment to their CB
for verification.

4. The reviewed/revised risk assessment shall be verified by the CB no later than one month
after the COC Certificate Holder has submitted its reviewed/revised risk assessment, before
it can be applied (see FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1 Clause 11.1).

5. As the whole district is considered low risk, the products sourced from the suspended
FMU are considered controlled until the verification of the reviewed/revised risk assessment
is completed by the relevant CB.

6. The outcome of the review/revision process including verification by the relevant CB will
then determine the risk designation for the suspended FMU.

7. Material sourced from the area shall be classified as unspecified risk, if the timelines of
review/revision and verification of the risk assessment (2, 4) is not met.

* according to the standard FSC-STD-01-001 or FSC-STD-30-010
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Code INT-DIR-40-005_01

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-005-07

Publication date | 16 July 2010

In the previous FSC-ADV-40-016, section C.1 stated that risk assessments must be
made available in one of FSC's official languages. However, ADVICE-40-005-07 in
FSC-DIR-40-005 the requirement to use one of FSC's official languages is not
included. Can you confirm that an official FSC language is not required anymore for
risk assessment public summaries?

Yes, based on the current directive, risk assessment public summaries do not need to be
posted in the FSC database in an official FSC language (English or Spanish).

Code INT-DIR-40-005_13

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-005-09

Publication date | 2 March 2015

ADVICE-40-005-09 indicates that “Companies will have a period of up to 12 months
after the approval date to align their controlled wood verification programs to the
approved risk designation by a National Initiative.” In many cases, this means a
company risk assessment that designated low risk now needs to be alighed with a
National Risk Assessment that desighates unspecified risk. In these cases, does the
certificate holder need to implement field verification according to Annex 3 of FSC-
STD-40-005 V2-1 for areas of unspecified risk prior to the one-year transition date?

Yes. When risk designations by an FSC Network Partner are approved, the certificate
holder shall update its risk assessment to the outcomes of the NRA. Field verification
according to Annex 3 of FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1 shall be implemented for areas of
unspecified risk after the risk assessment is updated and shall be completed prior to the
one-year transition date (12 months after the date of the approval of the NRA).

Code INT-DIR-40-005_08 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005 _12)

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-005-09, Clause 3 (Advice)

Publication date | 9 July 2014

Is a CoC-certified harvesting company that DOES NOT own or manage the forest
reguired to conduct a nature value assessment when conducting a risk assessment
according to Annex 2 of FSC-STD-40-005, when a nature value assessment is
required by the respective National Forest Stewardship Standard?

No, a company that is conducting a risk assessment according to Annex 2 of FSC-STD-40-
005 (V2-1) is not required to perform a nature value assessment, unless it is required by an
approved national guidance as per Annex 2, part A, Clause 2 of FSC-STD-40-005 and/or as
per FSC-DIR-40-005-09, Clause 3 (Advice).
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Code INT-DIR-40-005_10 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005 14)

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-005-17

Publication date | 9 July 2014

Can timber of unknown origin collected from beaches be evaluated according to the
standard FSC-STD-40-005?

No, timber collected from beaches is not eligible for evaluation under the FSC Controlled
Wood Standard FSC-STD-40-005 V2-1.

Code INT-DIR-40-005_09 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005_13)

Requirement (s) | ADVICE-40-005-18

Publication date | 9 July 2014

Can a district of origin cover more than one country? If so, is a separate risk
assessment required for each country, given the heterogeneity in assessing risk
between two different sets of laws? What about within countries where the sub-
national units (states, provinces, etc.) have the independence to create their own
resource use and protection laws?

According to its definition, a ‘district’ is considered to be a generic geographical definition
within a country. Subject to the above, various guidance and requirements are provided
stating that how a district shall be established depends on the CW category under
assessment. In the case of National Risk Assessments (NRAS) it is possible to develop
shared NRAs for countries sharing homogenous conditions (e.g. sharing the same
ecoregions), according to the procedure FSC-PRO-60-002 V2-0 (FSC Controlled Wood
Risk Assessments by FSC accredited National Initiatives, National and Regional offices).

Subiject to the specific conditions of each CW category, the division of a country into sub-
national units (e.g. states, provinces) will only impact how a district is defined if those
divisions result in increased heterogeneity of the level or type of risk that is assessed within
them.

INTERPRETATIONS OF THE NORMATIVE FRAMEWORK
CONTROLLED WOOD
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Code

INT-DIR-40-005_07 (also published under FSC-STD-40-005 with code
INT-STD-40-005 11)

Requirement (s)

ADVICE-40-005-19

Publication date

9 July 2014

In cases where there is an approved national risk assessment, is it acceptable for the
certificate holder to use the National Risk Assessment to satisfy the controlled wood
requirements for conducting a risk assessment as specified in FSC-STD-40-005 and
FSC-DIR-40-005, rather than having to generate its own risk assessment?

The use of approved National Risk Assessments (NRAS) for sourcing Controlled Wood
according to FSC-STD-40-005 is mandatory. Certificate holders have different options for
aligning their verification programs with the results of applicable NRAs. Certificate holders
may, for example, use NRAs available on FSC’s website and/or the Global Forest Registry,
or generate or update a new or existing company-developed risk assessment with the risk
designation(s) provided in relevant NRAs. These examples are not exhaustive.
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UHTepnpeTauuun, no6aBneHHble 16 aHBapsa 2018 r.

Bce nHTepnpeTaumu, kacaroLwmecs Lenovkn NocTaBok U KOHTPONMpyeMon ApeBECUHBI, Ha
aHIMUINCKOM S13blKe MOXHO CKadaTb Ha MexayHapoaHoMm canTte FSC:

e [A5s LENOYKM NOCTABOK 3[1€Cb
e [nsi KOHTPONMPYEMON ApPEeBECUHbI 31eCb

MHTepnpeTtaunm k ctangapty FSC-STD-40-005 (V3-0 u V3-1) «TpeboBaHus K
3aKkynkam FSC-KOHTponupyemoun apeBeCUHbI»

Koa INT-STD-40-005_21
TpeboBaHue(s) FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 n. 4.8; NpunoxeHwne B, n. 1.2
Hata ny6nukauun 16 aHBaps 2018

[JomkHa N1 opraHusaumsa NPoBOAUTb NYOGNNYHbIE KOHCYNbTauMu nepeg Hayanom
a0CONIOTHO KaXXaoW Necoxo3sincTBeHHOM aesitenbHoCcTU, onucaHHon B CAA, cornacHo
nyHkTy 1.2 NpunoxeHusa B ctanpapta FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1?

HeT, He oxupgaeTcsi, 4To opraHmnsauunsa 6yaet npoBoguTb NyGMYHbIE KOHCYNbTaLMK Nepea

Ha4anom abConTHO KaX40M NeCOX03ANCTBEHHON OEeATENbHOCTU. YacToTa KOHCYNbTauWm

AOMmkHa ObiTb agekBaTHa U NPONoOpLUMOHanbHa pUCKy, HAHOCMMOMY AAaHHOW XO3SNCTBEHHON
AenTenbHOCTLIO, U A0IMKHA ONpeaenaTbCs OpraHn3aumen.

Kog INT-STD-40-005 22

TpebosaHue(s) FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1, MNpunoxeHue A, 3-9 kKateropus
KOHTpONupyemom gpesecuHsbl, n. 3.9, nigukatop 3.2

Hata nybnukaumm 16 aHBaps 2018

Koraa opraHusauus npoBoAUT KOHCYNbTaLMU C 3aMHTePecoBaHHbLIMU CTOPOHAMM C
Lefnbio NPOoAeMOHCTPUPOBATh CYLLECTBEHHYIO NOAAEPXKKY HA3KOrO pUCKa CO CTOPOHbI
HaLMOHanNbHbIX/perMoHanbHbIX 3aUHTEPeCcOBaHHbIX CTOPOH Ha OLeHMBaeMoWn
TeppUTOpPMU NOCTABOK, AaHHbIE 3aMHTEePeCOBaHHbIE CTOPOHbI MOryT He OTBe4aTb.
MoXXHO Nn cuMTaTb, YTO OTCYTCTBME OTBETOB B PaMKaX KOHCYJbTaLum ¢
3aMHTepecoBaHHbIMU CTOPOHAMU SIBMSAETCS AOKa3aTeNlbCTBOM CyLleCTBEHHON
noAanep>Xkn HU3KOro pucka?

HeT, oTcyTCTBME OTBETOB B paMKax KOHCYMbTaLWiA C 3aMHTEPECOBaHHbIMU CTOPOHAMM He
MOXET CUMTaTbCA [0Ka3aTenbCTBOM CyLLIECTBEHHOW NOAAEPXKKN HU3KOro pucka. Moaaepkka
HMU3KOro puUcka AoImkHa OblTb NPOAEMOHCTPUPOBaHA yTBEPANUTENBHBIM OTBETOM
3aMHTEPECOBaHHbLIX CTOPOH.

Kog INT-STD-40-005_23

TpeGoBaHue(s) FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1, MNMpunoxeHne A



https://ic.fsc.org/en/document-center/id/109
https://ic.fsc.org/en/document-center/id/21
https://ru.fsc.org/preview.fsc-std-40-005-v-3-1.a-2321.PDF

Hata ny6nukauun ‘ 16 aHBaps 2018

B FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 NMpunoxeHuun A, 3-1 KaTeropmm KOHTPONIMpPYyeMOMn ApPEBECUHbI, N.
3.9 (MpnmepblI NCTOYHUKOB ANA NonyvyeHus uHpopmaumm, MHaMKaTop 3.1) roBopuUTCS:
Jleca, necucmbie meppumopuu usiu 3Kope2uoHbl MaH2POo8bIX Jlecos, onpedesieHHbIe
BcemupHbIM ¢hoHOOM 3aujumsi Qukol npupodsbl (WWF) kak 200 2nobanbHbix
3Kope2uoHoe u knaccuguyuposaHHble WWF kak Haxodsiujuxcsi nod y2po3ol
YHUYMOXeHUSs1 usiu 8 Kpumu4eckomMm cocmosiHuu. Ecnu pe2uoH u3 nepe4Hsi 200
anobanbHbIX 3KOpPe2UuoHoe8 8K/1to4Yaem e cebsi 6os1ee 0OHO20 Ha3eMHO20 IKOPe2UOHa,
amom exo0sWuli 3Kope2uoH Moxem 6bImb rNpu3HaH palioHOM HU3KO20 puckKa, ecru
cy63Kope2uoH umeem UHOU cmamyc HeXeslu «Haxoosuuticsi nod yepo3ou
YHUYMOXEHUS» UJIU «8 KpUumu4eCKOM COCMOSsIHUU»
(www.worldwildlife.org/science/wildfinder)

Mcnonb3oBaHue colo3a «u» cyxaet TpeboBaHue Ao 200 rnob6anbHbIX 3KOPErMoHOB,
KOTopble TaKkke oueHeHbl WWF Kak MMelLlmMe oXpaHHbI CTaTyCc «kHaxo4saWwMnUCcA nog
YrpoO301 YHUUYTOXEHUA» NN KB KPUTUYECKOM COCTOSAHMMUY». B NnpoTMBHOM cnyyae cors
«Unu» ObIN 6bI UCNoNb3oBaH. TakMM 06pa3oM, BEPHO JI YTO, PErMoOH, KOTOPbIN Obin
oueHeH WWF Kak «B KPUTUY4ECKOM COCTOSIHUM NO YrPO30M YHUUYTOXEHUAY, Oonblue He
AOJKEeH paccMmaTpuBaTbCA Kak noTeHuManbHbin JIBILU, 3a nucknrovyeHnem cny4yaes, Korga
3710 ewe u permoH us 200 rnobanbHbIX PerMmoHOB?

Cranpgapt TpebyeT paccmoTtpenust «BI1L, 3HaunmbIX Ha 9KOPErnMoHaribHOM YPOBHE» U He
Cy>XaeT NnoHmMMaHmne akopernoHoB go 200 rnobarnbHbIX akopermoHoB. O0LMe CCbINKn B
cTaHgapTe oTnpaBngalT K UICTOYHUKN MHopmaumm WWF, He orpaHmymnsas ato 200
rnobanbHbIMK 3KopernoHamm (FSC-STD-40-005, MNpunoxeHne 1, onpegeneHne sKOpermoHa).
Taknm o6pasom nHdopmaumns o6 SKoperMoHax nNog yrpo3on, OTIIMYHbBIX O TEX NPUMEPOB, YTO
npusoaarca B FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1, gormkHa yuutbiBaTbes. OpraHmsauns He AormKHa
UrHOPUPOBATb U3BECTHbIE N OOCTYMHbIE UCTOYHUKN MHAOPMaLIMK, CYLLECTBYIOLLNE
AOMOMHUTENBHO K NePeYnCeHHbIM B HOPMATMBHbBIX AOKYMEHTaX.

WHTepnpeTauun no npoBeAeHUIO OLIEHKN LleMOoYKU NOCTaBOK NO cTaHAapTy
ESC-STD-20-011 V4-0

Koa INT-STD-20-011_20
TpebosaHue(s) FSC-STD-20-011 V4-0n. 4.8, n. 6.2
Hata nybnukaumm 16 anBaps 2018

1. Ha cerogHsAwWHMN AeHb opraHu3auua ceptucduumpoBaHa no craHgapty FSC-STD-40-
005 V2-1 n nnaHupyeT nepenTtn Ha Bepcuro V3-1. OgHaKo Ha JaHHbIN MOMEHT OHa He
3aKyrnaeT KOHTponuMpyeMbln maTepuan u He NaHupyeT 3TOro Ao AaTbl NpoBeAeHUs
ayauTta. B atom cnyyae moxeT nm ayauT no nepexoay Ha FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 6bITb
npoBeneH no CA, koTtopas eCTb B HaNIM4YMM y opraHu3sauum 40 MOMeHTa
c¢hakTMUecKom 3aKynkun?

2. Ecnu ayauTt no nepexoay Ha HOoBble TpeboBaHUs MoXeT ObITb NpoBeaeH no CAL ao
MOMeEHTa 3aKynku, TpebyeTca nvu nocneaylowmMin ayanuT nocre Havyana 3akyno4Hou
AEeATeNbHOCTU ANA TOro, YTo6kl NnpoBepuTthb cobnoaeHne CAN? Kpome 3Toro, HyxeH
N1 [ONOJIHUTENbHbLINA ayAuT, eCliIM U3MEHAETCA YPOBEHb PUCKa AN TeppuTopun
NOCTaBOK C «KHU3KOro» Ha «yCTaHOBJI€HHbI/HeonpeaeneHHbIN» ?

3. Hy)KeH NV JONOJTHUTENbHbIN ayauT, ecnin opraHun3aunda U3mMeHsieT obnacTtb
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aencrtena COLO mexay ayautamm AnNA TOro, YToobl 3aKynaTtb KOHTPONMpPYeMbIn
MaTepuan ¢ HOBbIX TEPPUTOPUA NOCTABOK?

1. Ayaut no nepexogy Ha TpeboBanHuns FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 moxHo npoBoante no CA,
KOTOpas eCTb B HanM4nnM y opraHm3aunm 4o MOMeHTa (paKTUYECKOW 3aKymKu.

2. Hanuuune gononHUTenbHOro ayamta nocre Havana 3akynodHon AedaTeNbHOCTN 3aBUCUT OT
YPOBHS puCKa, BbisiBneHHoro B COM:

a) Ecnu B oueHKke pMCKOB MO MCTOYHUKY NPOUCXOXAEHUS BbIBMEH HU3KUIA PUCK, @ PUCK
cMmewmBaHusg cornacHo C[ oTcyTCcTBYeT, TO NOCMe Havana 3akynodHom
AEeATEeNbHOCTN AONONHUTENbHBIN ayauT He TpebyeTcs.

b) Ecnu B oLeHKe pUCKOB MO UCTOYHUKY NPOUCXOXKOEHUSA HENMb3s NOATBEPAUTL HUSKUIA
PUCK W/UNK CyLLLEeCTBYET PUCK CMELUMBaHUA, TO NoTpebyeTcs AONONHUTENbHbIN ayauT.

c) B cnyyasx, ecnu B oLeHKe pMCKOB KOMMaHUN, U B pacLUMPEHHOWN OLIEHKE PUCKOB
KOMMaHUN N3MEHSIETCS YPOBEHb BbISIBIIEHHOIO pycka Ans TeppmuTopmmn NoCTaBoKk,
opraH no cepTudurKaLmm OOMMKEH OLEHUTb akTyanbHOCTb, 3PdEKTUBHOCTL U
agekBaTHocTb C[1[], a Takke npoBepuTb, NepecMoTpena nu opraHnsaums ceoto CAL
1 BHECna N1 COOTBETCTBYHOLNE U3MEHEHNS.

NMPUMEYAHUE 1: Mpoeepka COL MOXeT BKMNtOYaTb SOMOMHUTENBHBIN NONEBON ayauT, Nnu
noneBon ayauT MoxeT ObiTb 3aMeHeH Ha kKaMmeparnbHbl. OpraH No cepTUdUKaLMN MOXET
peLnTb 3TO CaMOCTOSATENbHO B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT o6riactv n macwtaba AesaTenbsHOCTH
opraHusaumm n oovema nameHenun 8 CM.

MPUMEYAHUE 2: B 06bI4HbIX criydasix (korga ayauT No nepexogy Ha HoBble TpeboBaHns
npoxoguT no ucnonbsyemon COL n/vnun koraa oTCyTCTBYIOT 3aKYMNKWM C HOBbIX TEPPUTOPUIA
NMOCTaBOK B NEPUOA MeXY OLEHOYHbIM ayaMTOM NO Nepexoay Ha HoBble TpeboBaHUA 1
nocneayroLnMmn Haa3opHbIMU ayamMTammn) AONONHUTENbHbBINA ayauT He TpebyeTcs, ecnm
YPOBEHbL PUCKA BbISIBIEH COMMacHO HeaaBHO 0gobpeHHOM oueHke puckoB FSC.

3. Koraa opraHusauunsa meHset obnacte gencteusa COO (B nepuog mexay ayautom no
nepexoay Ha HoBble TpeboBaHMA 1 NOCNeAyLWMN HaA30PHBIMW ayauTamn) Ans Toro,
4yTOObI 3aKynaTb KOHTPONMPYEMbI MaTepuarn ¢ HOBbIX TEPPUTOPUIA NOCTABOK, NPOBeAeHNe
AOMNOSIHUTENBHOMO ayauTa 3aBUCUT OT YPOBHS pUCKa Ha AaHHOW TEPPUTOPUM MOCTAaBOK:

a) Ecnu B oueHke pMCKOB MO UCTOYHUKY NPOUCXOXKOEHMWS BbISIBIIEH HU3KMIA PUCK, @ PUCK
CMeLUnBaHWS, CBA3aHHbIN C JaHHOW HOBOW TEPPUTOPUN, OTCYTCTBYET, TO Nocne
Ha4ana 3aKyrnku ¢ HOBOW TEPPUTOPUM OONONHUTENbHbBIN ayauT He TpebyeTcA.

b) Ecnun B oueHke pMCKOB NO UCTOYHUKY NPOUCXOXKOEHUS BbISIBIIEH PUCK, OTINYHLIN OT
HW3KOro, N/MNnn CyLeCTBYET PUCK CMELLUNBAHMWS, CBSA3aHHbI C HOBOW TEPPUTOPUEN
NOCTaBOK, TO AONOMHUTENBHbIN ayanT noTpebyeTtcs.

Kog INT-STD-20-011_21
Tpeb6osaHue(s) FSC-STD-20-011 V4-0 Tabnuua B, FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 n. 2.1
Hata nybnukauun 16 anBaps 2018

[omxHa nu opraH13auus NpPoBepATb NOTEHLMaNbHbIX NOCTaBLMKOB, HA AaHHbIA MOMEHT
He BKntoYeHHbIX B CA, 1 BKNOYaTb 3TO B pe3loMe pe3yNbTaToB, NOSyYeHHbIX
opraHusauuven npu noneBown npoBepke?

Ecnu opraHmnsaumns Ha aTane oLEeHKN PUCKOB PELLIAET UCKIIOYUTL HEKOTOPbIE Y4acCTKK, Toraa
cornacHo FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 He TpebyeTcs BkoYaTb 3Ty nHdopmMaumio B pestome COL.
lMoTeHumManbHbIe NOCTABLLMKM NOKa He sBnstoTea Yyactbtlo COMO. OaHako ecnn nonesas
NpoBepKa, BbINONIHEHHAA Kak KOHTPONbHast Mepa, MPUBOANT K UCKIOYEHUIO OOHOro nnun bonee
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y4aCTKOB NOCTaBOK, MOCTaBLUMKOB 1nn cybnocTtaswmkoB 13 CAL opraHusaumm, 310 AOSMKHO
ObITb OTpaXkeHo B pestome pesyrnbTaToB NpoBepku cornacHo FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 nognyHKT
6.2(d), T.k. aT0 sABNsieTCA 9PPEKTMBHBIM NPUMEHEHNEM KOHTPOSBHON Mepbl Ana paboTbl C
YCTaHOBMNEHHbLIM PUCKOM.

Kon INT-STD-20-011_22
Tpeb6osaHve(s) FSC-STD-20-011 V4-0 n. 6.2, FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 lNpunoxexue E
Hata nybnukauun 16 anBaps 2018

Ecnu opraHusauus paspabotana KOHTPONbHYI Mepy, BbINONHAEeMY0 6e3 Bble3aa Ha
MeCTO, MOXEeT Jin opraH no cepTuMKaLmnm oLeHUTb KOHTPONbLHYIO Mepy Ha YPOBHe neca,
ecnu npumepsbl B MpunoxeHun E Tabnuue B npeanaraloT KOHTPONLHYO Mepy,
OCHOBaHHYHK Ha Bble3gHOMN NpoBepkKe?

FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1 Pasgen 4 (CH/WXeHne pUCKOB) HE YTOYHSIET TUMN KOHTPOSbHLIX Mep,
KOTOpbl€ AOMKHbI ObITh paspaboTaHbl opranHnsauuven. MNpunoxexHne E FSC-STD-40-005 V3-1
ABNSAETCS MHPOPMATMBHBIM U BKINtOYaEeT B cebsi pykoBOACTBA M NpUMEpPbI, HO HE HOPMaTUBHbIE
TpeboBaHus. OgHako ecnmn KOHTPONbHasa Mepa Mo Bble34HOW NpoBepke Obina paspaboTaHa
OpraHom no cepTMduKaLmm B paMkax ero CMCTeMbI MO OLIEHKE akTyarbHOCTU, 3pPEeKTUBHOCTH
n apekBatHoctn CLA[, cornacHo n. 6.2, Toraa opraH no ceptudmkaumm MoxeT NpoBECTH
NPOBEPKY KOHTPOSIbHON Mepbl Kak BblE3AHYIO MPOBEPKY.




