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INTRODUCTION
I

This procedure defines the process and content requirements to develop, review, revise and withdraw
FSC risk assessments. The development of the current version has been guided by the Strategy for FSC
Mix products and Controlled Wood, <FSC-POL-01-007 Policy to Address Conversion>, the European
Union Deforestation Regulation (EUDR),' and <FSC-POL-01-004 Policy for Association>.

AREFFRE THIE . S, BITAREE FSC XKL RN N A ER . HETCA I K815 7 (FSC &
B FIZ AR EEEE) o (FSC-POL-01-007 ##i ) « (BREIZEBAMEE) (EUDR) , 2RI (FSC-
POL-01-004 #hox B3 -

In terms of aligning risk assessments with the requirements established by the EUDR, the main focus has

been on aligning terminology, streamlining the process requirements and ensuring key content
requirements are covered (e.g. deforestation and degradation).

FEAE KBS 1At 5 EUDR RS PPl BTz (0 ER Orfr — BUT 0, BB E RS — RIS, R ZSRIF 6 Ok
A BN R CINSAR AR LD

11 Source: Regulation (EU) 2023/1115 of the European Parliament and of the Council on the making available on the Union
market and the export from the Union of certain commodities and products associated with deforestation and forest degradation
and repealing Regulation (EU) No 995/2010.

22 gource: Regulation (EU) 2023/1115 of the European Parliament and of the Council on the making available on the Union
market and the export from the Union of certain commodities and products associated with deforestation and forest degradation
and repealing Regulation (EU) No 995/2010.
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Explanatory note for consultation:
fiE ¥ Vi B

The requirements proposed in this procedure (FSC-PRO-60-006b, previously known as FSC-PRO-60-
002a) include the alignment with the applicable EUDR requirements and key FSC normative
documents (e.g. Policy to Address Conversion, FSC-POL-01-007). The key changes made to this draft
of the procedure are described in the crosswalk document shared in consultation together with this
procedure (https://connect.fsc.org/sites/default/files/2024-01/FSC-PRO-60-006b%20V2-0%20D2-
0_crosswalk.pdf). Furthermore, you will find specific questions in the FSC Consultation Platform where
we are requesting your feedback/evaluation on those key changes.

AFEFE I E SR (FSC-PRO-60-006b, LARTHE A FSC-PRO-60-002a) AL35 45418 Y EUDR sk
RIS FSC FTE MO (BN 38 B B3R, FSC-POL-01-007) o AR 7B % () 1 BARALAE AT X
BRSO AT TR, U 5 ARE 7 — ik T T
(https://connect.fsc.org/sites/default/files/2024-01/FSC-PRO-60-006b%20V2-0%20D2-
0_crosswalk.pdf).b4h, B R LIAE FSC MBI T G L3R B EAR A R, FRAT A 2R 0] Ik Bl Se B AR Ab (i HE I
VAR

Following the CW strategy as well as BoD decisions from BM96 and BM97, FSC has been working with
other organizations (e.g. Preferred by Nature (PBN) with the objective to have a joint framework for
cross-scheme risk assessments (including process requirements, as well for content including a
common set of indicators) that can be used by any of the organizations of the Risk Information Alliance
(RIA) when developing or revising risk assessments. Further details on the Risk Information Alliance, as
well as information relating to FSC engagement and impacts on risk assessments, are provided under
the following link: https://fsc.org/en/newscentre/standards/fscs-new-approach-for-risk-
assessments-in-forests. Overall, the process requirements have been streamlined yet kept rigorous in
order to be easily applied by any of the Risk Information Alliance organizations, including a common
set of indicators which are no longer divided by the Controlled Wood (CW) categories.

MR SZHE AR 15 1 LA S BM96S Hl BMO7 B [ hsg, FSC —EHAELHARAL (nER (PBN) HIE LA
20 &1F, BRI NS ERE ML ECEESE CRFERAREKR DL O3 — Sl R E NN
7, WS BB (RIA) BAEAT A ZILE Hil 58 BB T KBS VPAl &R o] DA A2 AESE . DA Nt TR
KRG BB E ZVEAE S, B FSC 255 BRI KBS VAl (1) 52 M AH 5 145
H:https://fsc.org/en/newscentre/standards/fscs-new-approach-for-risk-assessments-in-forests.
AT S, WARZESRCEMEOREE ™4, CUETART (G BB RASAN A, G —EAREZER
AR 3 B 38 FH HE A o

Please note that the section ‘Process requirements for developing and revising risk assessments’ is
presented in this document to enable stakeholders’ evaluation of all draft requirements related to the
Policy to Address Conversion and EUDR alignment. However, this section will be transferred to the
procedure FSC-PRO-60-006 where it formally belongs. The mentioned procedure FSC-PRO-60-006
will contain the process requirements for Risk Assessments (RA) and Forest Stewardship Standards
(FSS), combined in order to streamline and increase the efficiency of the processes conducted on the
country or regional level. Respective requirements for the content for RA and FSS are being included
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into two addendum procedures to FSC-PRO-60-006: FSC-PRO-60-006b and FSCPRO-60-006a
respectively.

THER, AR T Bl FETT R VPR R FE ZE Rk — 5, USRI 25 40 5% 77 BE 98 Vit 5 B AH G 1
Fif BRI, MR R EUDR —Ei: 9 . SR1M, AT #5423 FSC-PRO-60-006 F25H .
iRFEF FSC-PRO-60-006 K& KA (RA) FIZRMAEHFRUE (FSS) MIMFEER, BEMRLAIR
e R B X e — 2T R AR B R0E . FSC-PRO-60-006 PN AL TR 4 BIELS T RA A1 FSS A
HHER:FSC-PRO-60-006b 1 FSCPRO-60-006a.

OBJECTIVE

H 5

The objective of this document is to ensure uniform and robust requirements for assessing the risk of
sourcing material from supply areas. In the context of FSC certification, it relates to sourcing controlled
material under <FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing FSC Controlled Wood>. Hence, this
document aims to ensure fair and unambiguous risk assessments to protect the integrity of the FSC
system, while at the same time reducing the burden of conformance with FSC requirements or

regulatory compliance.

AT H B R RRT AL R R TR A XS AL A Gt — A R . 72 FSCIMIEITE = 1, Bk
M4 (FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing FSC Controlled Wood) A, A8 EM{E A
OB B RS 1PRAS, PAERYT FSC KRG 52 8vE, FRIRRERFT & FSC BR eyl il & e R 748,

SCOPE

S(ENEE

This document provides process steps and requirements for the designation and specification of risk
(i.e., ‘negligible risk’ or ‘non-negligible risk’) of sourcing material, as well as determining mitigation
measures.

AR SCA R TR ) JRURS: F S AR CR“R 2208 RS Bl AN v 2B IR ™) DA S e SR e it 1 e b
PRANELR

This document shall be used together with the requirements of <FSC-PRO-60-006 The Development
and Revision of FSC Country Reguirements>, which contains the general process requirements for the
development and revision of Risk Assessments (RA) and FSC Forest Stewardship Standards (FSS).
KRS (FSC-PRO-60-006 The Development and Revision of FSC Country Requirements) ,
B E i B BT KPS (RAD FIT FSC BRAREHARIHE (FSS) I —MmAEE K
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Explanatory note for consultation:
AL e B
The Requirements for Development and Maintenance of Locally Adapted FSC Requirements (FSS and

CWRAs) <FSC-PRO-60-006 The Development and Revision of FSC Country Requirements> is currently
being revised. The revised draft will be aligned with changes in the Risk Assessment Framework.

H)5E FYEY & & 4 M S L) FSC 223k (FSS A1 CWRAs) HIZER (FSC-PRO-60-006 FSC [ % E K fr) ] &
FEITY HAETIEEIEIT » BT 5 R 5 XU VP HE 2R I AR AR+ — 2

All aspects of this document are considered to be normative, including the scope, effective and
validity dates, references, terms and definitions, tables, and annexes, unless otherwise stated and/or
marked as an example.

BRAE A U AN R IC AR, 15 WA SO BT 7 T3S AR, BFETE L A R E A RO
SHGRN RIEBAE L AT

REFERENCES

Z2% A
The following referenced documents are indispensable for the application of this document.

THNS XS T A SCAF IR R AN AT D

For references without a version number, the latest version of the referenced document (including any
amendments) applies:

XA RRAS S K5 SR, 51 SO RIEGRT AR CRUASAETEITRO EH T

FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing FSC Controlled Wood
FSC-STD-01-004 FSC Regulatory Module
FSC-PRO-60-006 The Development and Revision of FSC Country Requirements

Common Guidance for the Identification of High Conservation
Values
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Regulation (EU) 2023/115 of the European Parliament and of the
Council on the making available on the Union market and the
export from the Union of certain commodities and products
associated with deforestation and forest degradation and
repealing Regulation (EU) No 995/2010.

FSC Motion 20 Study on the Impacts of Large-Scale Forestry
Operations in Global North and South

United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples

International Labour Organization Convention No. 169

FSC-STD-40-005

K FSC 2 il AR B ZER

FSC-STD-01-004

FSC it

FSC PRO-60-006

Hil) 58 FET FSC [HE 5Bk

e PRI O B2 E I R

MR = PR HE 22 58 2023/1M5 52645 (BRER) , R T7ERk ¥ i b
FEALAT MR B 115 R AR AR AMGR A D6 B S8R S A7 i, IF
TR ES 995/2010 54641 (KD

FSC 3 20 & T ABR g AL KRR 3 52 w0 1 F /¢

CIpeAr 2 NRBME S )

[H 5y TALZER 169 5 A2

TERMS AND DEFINITIONS

ARTEFIE X

For the purposes of this document, the terms and definitions included in <ESC-PRO-60-006 The
Development and Revision of FSC Country Requirements>, <FSC-STD-01-002 FSC Glossary of Terms>,

<FSC-STD-01-001FSC Principles and Criteria for Forest Stewardship>, and the following apply:

AR H

{FSC-PRO-60-006 The Development and Revision of FSC Country

Requirements>, <FSC-STD-01-002 FSC Glossary of Terms>, <FSC-STD-01-001FSC Principles and Criteria

for Forest Stewardship) , AR 2&5EH:
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Controlled material: Material confirmed as being in conformity with the standard <FSC-STD-40-005
Reqguirements for Sourcing FSC Controlled Wood> and is used internally by the organization as an
input material category in FSC production.?

S RLIN SRR B (FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing FSC Controlled Wood) 3
AN EALE FSC P M RIS H].

Conversion: A lasting change of natural forest cover* or High Conservation Value* areas induced by
human activity*. This may be characterized by significant loss of species diversity*, habit diversity,
structural complexity, ecosystem functionality or livelihoods and cultural values. The definition of
conversion* covers gradual forest degradation* as well as rapid forest transformation.®

HHeh NS 5ER H AR E R SR ASME XA, XTRRIAYF SR Ik
SR SRR, ABREREBETRSUMMERNERIEL . B O BmRNEHTEL AR
HMPRERE . ¢

NOTE: The definition of conversion is applicable after 31December 2020.

VEFRE) E GE T 2020 £ 12 A 3V HZ )5 .

Deforestation: Conversion from forest to agricultural use, whether human-induced or not.”

BAAHRREIRIAIBHIHE, TRETANER. °

Degradation: Changes within a natural forest or High Conservation Value area that significantly and
negatively affect its species composition, structure and/or function, and reduces the ecosystem’s
capacity to supply products, support biodiversity and/or deliver ecosystem services.’

BARAME R EX W HIERAL, STEWFAER. SR/~ EERAMREW, FREEESR
GER= g SCREM SR/ BRBETRERSTHIRE T, ©

3 Source: <FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing FSC Controlled Wood>

4 Source: <FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing FSC Controlled Wood>

5 Source: <FSC-POL-01-007 Policy to Address Conversion>

6 Source: <FSC-POL-01-007 Policy to Address Conversion>

7 Source: Adapted from Regulation (EU) 2023/1115 of the European Parliament and of the Council on the making available on
the Union market and the export from the Union of certain commodities and products associated with deforestation and forest
degradation and repealing Regulation (EU) No 995/2010. Glossary definitions as provided in Chapter 1 Article 2.

8 Source: Adapted from Regulation (EU) 2023/1115 of the European Parliament and of the Council on the making available on
the Union market and the export from the Union of certain commodities and products associated with deforestation and forest
degradation and repealing Regulation (EU) No 995/2010. Glossary definitions as provided in Chapter 1 Article 2.

9 Source: <FSC-POL-01-007 Policy to Address Conversion>

10 Source: <FSC-POL-01-007 Policy to Address Conversion>
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NOTE: In the context of mass balance systems, including instances where controlled wood is sourced
for the purpose of FSC certification, the application of the above definition focuses on “structural
changes to forest cover, taking the form of the conversion of:

FEAE R RS, AT FSCAMEH BRI FEARM GO, e SO A 5 A o
gttt HIEAOh

(a) primary forests or naturally regenerating forests into plantation forests or into other wooded land;
or

(a) R JFURARAR BRI SHT IO AR A BN AR B A bR s Bl

(b) primary forests into planted forests.”

(b) KRR AR SOE BN T

Hence, the application of the degradation definition in the risk assessment context is based on and
fully aligned with the EUDR.

DRIE, A RS DA 19 557 T N B e SRR 58 &5 & EUDR (1.

Homogeneous risk designation: WWhen a non-negligible risk designation covers an area without the
need to further subdivide or refine that area. This is determined primarily by the availability of
information on the risk in question.

(5] ot RS 15 24— AN AT 72 18 RS 1 i st — 0T TS 7 2 — 0 2 70 B Ui . X 2R A
RS A5 2 AT PR SR AE 1 o

Ecoregion: A large unit of land or water containing a geographically distinct assemblage of species,
natural communities, and environmental conditions. The boundaries of an ecoregion are not fixed and
sharp, but rather encompass an area within which important ecological and evolutionary processes
most strongly interact.”

AR R BRI, S E EAR Y. BRBEENE RS —MESX PR ARZ
IF5] 7 RO I ), TR B — A B AR A AN A I R AR ELAE Y s R X ek 2

NOTE: For the purposes of risk designation, the ecoregion needs to be interpreted to fixed boundaries
in order to be used as a unit of scale.

VE: T RS BEE B H Y, A2 DR BN e A, DAME IR R A

Effective Protection:

BT

The effectiveness of nature protection in an area shall be determined based on both the:

11 Source: https://www.worldwildlife.org/publications/terrestrial-ecoregions-of-the-world
12 Source: https://www.worldwildlife.org/publications/terrestrial-ecoregions-of-the-world
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— MBI B IR ORI AT RE R AR S LT A R 2R e

e Quality of nature protection, and the
o HARRY 5T E A
e Quantity of nature protection.

o HARRIEE.

The quality of nature protection shall be demonstrated by a legally established protected area
network whose protection is legally enforced. The protected area network shall meet the standard of
IUCN categories 1-3 (or equivalent). IUCN categories 4-6 (or equivalent) are permissible if commercial
logging does not occur within protected areas. The reserve network must sample all forest types
presentin the country.

HARORA 05T 5 R RV SE R ORI X 28 RAE R, ARG R MRS . PRI IX 28 MAT A IUCN bR
e (EUAEEARHE) o WIRRIT XN AHATRDARA, W e ¥F IUCN 26 4-6 2K (BRFZESRAD AR, fif# M
2% WA RN BT BILAT B T AT ARG AL AT R A

NOTE: Enforcement of legislation is determined through a risk assessment for relevant indicators.

EARIE AW A bR HEAT PAURS PPAiti KA 5 1 -

The quantity of nature protection is considered sufficient if the minimum quantum of protected areas
meets the targets of the Kunming-Montreal Global Biodiversity Framework established under the
Convention on Biodiversity (CBD)" for terrestrial ecosystems, or are equivalent for countries which
have not ratified the CBD.

AN RAP X B S ARBOR A BRI (M REVE A L) SR R -5 MR R ERAE Y 2 AR 2R 80 H A,
H AR R AR R U TR AE S REN S, SO T AR CEMEZREAZ) MEXK
1M &A=

NOTE: The following reports and tools may be useful when assessing effective protection:

TP A BRI, DU R A R AR A

¢ National Biodiversity Strategies and Action Plans (NBSAPs): http://www.cbd.int/nbsap/;

o [ERAVZFNEEMEAATER]; htto://www.cbd.int/nbsap/;

e Assessment of NBSAPs: http://www.ias.unu.edu/resource_center/UNU-
IAS_Biodiversity_Planning_NBSAPs_Assessment_final_web_Oct_2010.pdf;

o (EZFAEMZREMERIEAATERI) YA http://www.ias.unu.edu/resource_center/UNU-
IAS_Biodiversity_Planning_NBSAPs_Assessment_final_web_Oct_2010.pdf;

e Leverington, F, et al. (2010a) Management Effectiveness Evaluation in Protected Areas — a Global
Study. Second Edition. The University of Queensland, Brisbane, Australia;

e Leverington, f. 58N (20100) R4 X BEA RUE VAl ——— DU BREE L. 38 A BRI AT H T3t
B K%

e Leverington, F., et al. (2010b) A global analysis of protected area management effectiveness.
Environmental Management 46: 685-698;

13 Source: https://www.cbd.int/article/cop15-final-text-kunming-montreal-gbf-221222
4 Source: https://www.cbd.int/article/cop15-final-text-kunming-montreal-gbf-221222
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e Leverington, f. 58N (2010 4 b) WHRY X E FA RNER BRI M. FAEE B 46:685-698;

e Bertzky, B., Corrigan, C., Kemsey, J., Kenney, S., Ravilious, C., Besancon, C., Burgess, N. (2012)
Protected Planet Report 2012: Tracking progress towards global targets for protected areas. IUCN,
Gland, Switzerland and UNEP-WCMC, Cambridge, UK:

e Bertzky, c BIEY, j.YBNTE, s &JE, Ravilious, c. JIFFs, cHEW, n. (2012 4F) (2012 444"
BRI E R EROR AP X R ER HAR IGO0 o EAACRIPIRE . B A% =AM A 2 -5 [H S WCMC:

e http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/protected_planet_report.pdf

e http://cmsdata.iucn.org/downloads/protected_planet_report.pdf

Harvest (-ing / -ed): A general term for the removal of produce from the forest for utilization; often
comprising cutting trees; additionally, this may also include initial processing (e.g. tipping and trimming)
and/or the removal of forest products from the forest to a loading point for the purposes of
transportation elsewhere (including felling, yarding, and decking).”

KA MARMARE LA it LBER T A AR I8 B AN, P REAARAIE I T (il andfHEAn 2
BT 0/ BCREARAR T il AR AR T iz 2B DU IS 2 HAt iy (R, AsomE ) - ¢

lllegally-harvested wood: Forest products harvested in violation of any laws applicable to harvesting
in that location or jurisdiction including the acquisition of the harvesting rights from the rightful owner;
the harvesting methods used and the payment of all relevant fees and royalties.”

AR R AN 3 S 24 B 8 Y0 B PO A s T R AR B R T RAR I AR B LR BRI o Ak 3
TERARNL; A USSR 125 LU BT AR 5% 9 T ARG VR ALASE FH B ) S48

Intact forest landscape (IFL): a territory within today’s global extent of forest cover which contains
forest and non-forest ecosystems minimally influenced by human economic activity, with an area of at
least 500 km2 (50,000 ha) and a minimal width of 10 km (measured as the diameter of a circle that is
entirely inscribed within the boundaries of the territory) (Source: Intact Forests / Global Forest Watch.
Glossary definition as provided on Intact Forest website. 2006-2014).”

TERHFMAFER (FL) FELSERFHRBREEANA L, HHEEZAREHESIRBE/NIZRAA
EHFRHRES RS, HRZED KN 500 FHAE (50000 AH) , BAKENI0 AR (UsEMTFHLL
FAREPERNE) CRIEEERK/ERFHRNE. TBERAM I ERBEMAREE L. 2006-2014).7

Minimum areas of Intact Forest Landscapes are determined by maps available at
http://intactforests.org.

SEAE BRSO B /N THIAR B DL MU B 58 http://intactforests.org.

15 Source: Based on the Dictionary of Forestry (XIl World Forestry Congress, 2002)
16 Source: Based on the Dictionary of Forestry (XIl World Forestry Congress, 2002)
7 Source: <FSC-STD-01-002 FSC Glossary of Terms>

8 Source: <FSC-STD-01-002 FSC Glossary of Terms>

19 Source:<FSC-STD-60-004 International Generic Indicators>.

20 Source:<FSC-STD-60-004 International Generic Indicators>.
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Mitigation Measure (RM): An action that The Organization shall take to mitigate the risk of sourcing
material from unacceptable sources.

SRR (RMD HLANCREUKIEHE, CARER AN AT 832 B SRR AR XU -

Negligible Risk: A conclusion, following a risk assessment, that either there is no cause for concern that
material from a specific geographic area originates from unacceptable sources, or that material is
mixed with non-eligible inputs or material with a different origin in such a way that would not allow the
level of risk related to origin to be confirmed as negligible.

2008 U KV 85 15 5, BSR4 i 3 X B SK 1 R T B R, 2
PR T BN ER 7R FRIRA I BRI A1 )7 K TE R A R 0 UK T T 22005

NOTE: FSC is replacing the term ‘low risk’ with ‘negligible risk’. Low risk: A conclusion, following a risk
assessment, that there is negligible risk that material from a specific geographic area originates from
unacceptable sources. (Source: <FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing Controlled Wood>)

VEFSC Kl R — 8] B PN “ T ZBE A THR XS . R RS AR IE XSGR M 4518, BISk BRF e b3
XI5 B AN T8 52 R UR RS 7T PA B BE AT . (CRIF:<FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing
Controlled Wood>)

Negligible risk area: An area where ‘negligible risk’ for sourcing material has been designated through
the risk assessment described in <FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework>.

] 2B R X R0 15 (FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework ) H3i i XU VEAL , 7 S
TR R 20 XU D X 3k

Non-negligible risk: A conclusion, following a risk assessment, that there is cause for concern that
material from unacceptable sources may have been sourced or entered the supply chain from a
specific geographic area. The nature and extent of this risk is specified for the purpose of defining
efficient mitigation measures.

AT AL ) AR XU A J5 15 H B £ 18, B B R 4ELCoR AN T 32 SRUB A R AT BE K B4R E s 3 X 3l
BENBESIEE o KA RS R 5 AR 2 D9 1 8 R A7 A0 1) 5 R4 Tt 1 R E 11

NOTE: FSCis replacing the term ‘specified risk’ to ‘non-negligible risk’. Specified risk: A conclusion,
following a risk assessment conducted according to <FSC-PRO-60-002a FSC National Risk
Assessment Framework>, that there is risk which cannot be determined as low that forest products
from unacceptable sources may be sourced or enter the supply chain from a specific geographic
area. The nature and extent of this risk is specified for the purpose of defining efficient control
measures. (Source: <FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing Controlled Wood>)

TFSC AR TE 4 8 U 8 4 AN AT 2 ) KU A S XSG AR A 3R 47 UG DA 1545 Hi i 45 12 <FSC-PRO-
60-002a FSC National Risk Assessment Frameworks> AN 7] #2252 S Y5 i AR bR 77 fi AT BE Sk B 4 o 34 X e i
N SE B DX 3 N S PR AR TR E o« O T e A R B Tt e 1 3 XS B4 o AR S
(KJH:<FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing Controlled Wood>)
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Non-negligible risk area: An area where ‘non-negligible risk’ for sourcing material has been
designated through the risk assessment process as described in <FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment
Framework>.

AN S P IR X 33 e AR At S R RE 1 R AN T gt R ) [X 4k, 41 (FSC-PRO-60-~

006b Risk Assessment Framework>.

Precautionary approach: An approach requiring that when the available information indicates
management activities pose a threat of severe or irreversible damage to the environment or a threat
to human welfare, explicit and effective measures to prevent the damage and avoid therisks to
welfare are required, even when the available information is incomplete or inconclusive, and when the
vulnerability and sensitivity of environmental values are uncertain (Source: Based on Principle 15 of Rio
Declaration on Environment and Development, 1992, and Wingspread Statement on the Precautionary
Principle of the Wingspread Conference, 23-25 January 1998).

TR kA7, BRI (S B2 W EIE B A5 A B ™ B AN T A (45 T P O N AR
BB, B IE E BT BB, DLACER RO B (0 e 95 1 AN USRI AN e, 7R 2RI A A
R Ttk 7 b4 3 e A HE RS (BRI IEARYE 1992 4F (R THRE RRMBELAET) JHN 15 F
Wingspread £ 3¢ T Fi B J5 U Y Wingspread /8, 1998 4E1 H 23 H&E 25 H) . 2

NOTE: In the case of risk assessments, there are situations in which no evidence of specific risks may be
found. This does not always mean that the risk is negligible. In those cases, it is necessary to look at
other indications of risk related to, but not exactly aligned with, the indicator being assessed (e.g.,
international indices). Furthermore, not every piece of evidence of risk automatically results in a non-
negligible risk designation. The evidence must be relevant and reliable in order to be considered as an
indication of non-negligible risk.

TEAE RS VAL, A LE15 00 AT BEdR AN B AR XU IESE . XA SRR U AT LIS AT, fEIX s
THOLT, AL ETH SRR b R EA 2 B ALK R CnEEBRED o B4k, IFARRE— T
RS IEGE #lS 2 B 3 5 EU AT 2 RSN E o RS U R HRT5E, A RERE AN AT AL A XU 5% o

Scale, intensity and risk (SIR)
L, SEREERIXEE (SIRD

Scale: A measure of the extent to which a management activity or event affects an environmental
value or a Management Unit in time or space. An activity with a small or low spatial scale affects

21 Source: <FSC-STD-01-001 FSC Principles and Criteria for Forest Stewardship>
22 Source: <FSC-STD-01-001 FSC Principles and Criteria for Forest Stewardship>
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only a small proportion of the forest each year, while an activity with a small or low temporal scale
occurs only atlong intervals.

FOASE A o 7 P 50 B PE  1 2 [)_E SEmi PA S B B B A (R SR o 2 TR AR/ N AR 1376 3l
S A —/INE 7 AR AR, T IS TRD RS/ IS ARG 14 375 231 SR AE AR AR ] W o A A

Intensity: A measure of the force, severity, or strength of a management activity or other
occurrence affecting the nature of the activity’s impacts.

IR P A B B S AR R S S P S (A R A R .

Risk: The probability of an unacceptable negative impact arising from any activity in the
Management Unit combined with its seriousness in terms of consequences.

JRSE A P AR PR AR i 2 7 A AN R4 B2 AR A7 T 5 T 140 AT R P e L I SR ™ s

Small or low intensity managed forest (SLIMF): A forest management unit which meets specific FSC
requirements related to size and/or intensity.?

/N B R EE A BEAR AR (SLIMPF) (545 FSC A7 ¢ AR A/ B9 B2 ) AR SR R AR i B Lo, 24

Source type(s): Source types describe the possible origins of a commodity from within a country.
Different source types may be subject to different forms of applicable legislation and have attributes
that affect the risk of non-compliance with such legislation. A source type is defined based on
characteristics distinguishing the source type from other origins within the country; these may include
characteristics such as ownership type, land classification, management regime, permit type, legal
requirements and/or risk level. Source types are used to give an overview of the different origins
within a country and the associated risks for each source type.

RIFRBL AU IR FRIR P it T REOR H AN E K ARIRRIERIY AT ge 2 AR W& R g 5, JERA
SN AN TR S I SRR R AU R S o R USRI (1 18 SUFE T RIS 2R A 5 ] A A SRR X 3 TSR FRARFAE s X
LRI RE AR T A B, 2R, B ERIE . VFRTIESRAY VR RN /B RS K SRR E o SRS SR
FH T RER — A [ 5 PN AR AN [ SR U DA S A A A U 28 1R F A 5 XU

NOTE: Example of sources types include: State-owned plantations on forest land, private company
owned plantations on forest land, etc.

TERYRR B 5] 7 C0 15 A PRI AR el L AL A PR e el 45

Supplier: Individual, company or other legal entity providing goods or services to an organization.?

23 Source: <FSC-STD-01-002 FSC Glossary of Terms>
24 Source: <FSC-STD-01-002 FSC Glossary of Terms>
25 Source: <FSC-STD-40-004 Chain of Custody Certification>
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R T ) L BRI i OR35S N ] R A S, 2

Supply Unit (SU): A spatial area with clearly defined boundaries managed to a set of explicit long-term
forest management objectives. It includes all facilities and areas within or adjacent to these spatial
areas that are under legal title or management control of, or operated by or on behalf of, the supply
unit manager for the purpose of contributing to the management objectives.

HERLEAr (SU) B —EWRKKAFTKEE B R EENE TR FNERXE. BaFHXEEE X
3R N BRI B BT BRI X35, X RN X 35k 52 (R B B 20 3 vk s T A BB ], B B LA
SERARMAN B ERIZE, DLHER BT,

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.”’

R RBAARRKREAS B BRINFANLZE A SBMEBRRER, AMTRERIIE R I sE % SR AER
RS BRI AR B IR BRI >

NOTE: The above definition includes forest-dependent communities with traditional rights living in or
adjacent to forests. Further specification of the traditional rights to be considered in the risk
assessment shall take place during the risk assessment process.

VE: L AR SR A BRI A GBRI I ARMONERIAEIX . RS A I R, it
— B TR I XS VA P 2% RE PR A% GERUR o

Unassessed area: An area that is not covered by a risk assessment.

ARVPAT DX 330 XSG VPt A 8 1T DX 3K

[Adapted from /ISO/IEC Directives Part 2: Rules for the structure and drafting of International
Standards]

(2 B 1ISO/IEC 5955 2 #70: [ Brbr e R £5 g AE SR ]

“shall™ Indicates requirements to be followed strictly in order to conform with the standard.

26 Source: <FSC-STD-40-004 Chain of Custody Certification>
27 Source: <FSC-STD-01-001 FSC Principles and Criteria for Forest Stewardship>
28 Source: <FSC-STD-01-001 FSC Principles and Criteria for Forest Stewardship>
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L BN NAT G BRUETT ™ AR R 25K o

“should” Indicates that among several possibilities, one option or item is recommended as
particularly suitable without mentioning or excluding others, or that a certain course of
action is preferred but not necessarily required. A ‘should requirement’ can be metin an
equivalent way, provided this can be demonstrated and justified.

B RO LA ATRENES,  HERE R EIH RE A IS, B P S R AR e T H B
BT T R EIREAR DT DLER A LALAFSE Ty SAF 202, A5 n] PUIEBIAN
UEHE— A

“may’™ Indicates a course of action permissible within the limits of the document.
“ATRE”: FEORAESCAFBR IS B N e vE AT S 72
can’ Is used for statements of possibility and capability, whether material, physical or causal.

“ATEL”: M TBRIRTTRETEAGE S, TRV PBLHIE R KR

45

cw FSC Controlled Wood

EUDR European Union Deforestation Regulation
FPIC Free, Prior and Informed Consent
FSS FSC Forest Stewardship Standard
GMO Genetically Modified Organisms
HCV High Conservation Value

IFL Intact Forest Landscape

RA Risk Assessment

RM Risk Mitigation Measure

SIR Scale, Intensity and Risk

Page 19 of 102 FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework



(E.g., Country, region, set of
indicators, products,
commodities)

Gather and assess
infermation

(Determining sources;
Data quality assessment)

o Jf SRR
PET

Determine scale of
homogeneous risk
designation

(Based on thresholds and (E.g., Provinces, ownership,
gathered information) forest type)

Y

[
e

Risk Thresholds exceeded? ‘

~={ NO

%o r / ™
) --(YES )}y
" .\.__ ___z';

. &

rd

Establish Risk

Mitigation
‘Negligible Measures
RISK'

Figure 1. Steps required in the risk assessment process.

7 2. RS AR+ BT & 2P TR
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PROCESS REQUIREMENTS FOR DEVELOPING AND REVISING RISK
ASSESSMENTS

fill e AAE T XU AL AR 245K

Explanatory note for consultation:
A T B
The requirements under this section (process requirements) and Annex 1will be transferred to <FSC-

PRO-60-006 The Development and Revision of FSC Country Requirements> after the requirements
have beenimproved based on the stakeholder inputs received during the public consultation.

AN GRUREZER) AR 1 Hh A SRS AEAR I 22 01 55 DL Ak ¥ U3 Ta] e 21 8] 2 AH 59 05 T8 L EAT e ik Jm e 7% 2
(FSC-PRO-60-006) .

The process requirements under this section take into account the need for ensuring that the
requirements can be followed by other organizations participating in the Risk Information Alliance.

AR E R IE T H RS 5 R {5 2 K B A At 2H 23 RE A% TR0 X 48 R (R b B

PART |: GENERAL

o R

11 Risk assessments shall be developed and revised following the methodology for risk
assessment content and the process requirements defined in this Section. The requirements
which apply for each step of the development process are explained in the clauses provided
below.

11 R 42 AR S i SRR RS DAk A 25 D7 VAR AR LR ) E AT RS oA . 1& T I R IR RN 8
BRIV ZLRAE AT 55k h AT T il

NOTE: Itis possible to develop and revise risk assessments through a chamber-balanced process,
following the process requirements under <FSC-PRO-60-006 The Development and Revision
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2.1

2.1

2.2
2.2

2.3
2.3

Page 22 of 102

of FSC Country Requirements>. Nevertheless, independently on the process type, the

approval requirements established under this Section apply.

VE:AT PAIZ IR (FSC-PRO-60-006) HIKIRARER, Bid = PEREH SABIT RKTHE. R, £RT
SRAIE, AHHERREEREIER .

The organization responsible for the development and/or maintenance of arisk assessment
shall designate a representative known as the ‘process lead’ that will oversee the
development and/or maintenance of the risk assessment,.

TDTIT RAN B AES RS Al (4 AL N3 3E — A4 PR TRE 51 BTN A ARFRR B DU DA 1R T A
VeI SR

NOTE: In the context of the Risk Information Alliance (RIA), this term can be used interchangeably with
the term ‘Task Manager’.

HRAE KR BB (RIAY B ETF3CH, ZARER DLS RIEES A BT .

The process lead shall manage the process by:

WA T NNIE T BLR 7 U8 B R

a)

b)

c)

d)

f)

Establishing and executing the work plan;

il FEHAT TAETHR;

Drafting the risk assessment(s), or delegating and coordinating the drafting of the risk
assessment with the country specialist;

AR RS PR, BRI [ 5% S W R RS PR A R AR

Providing an initial review of the findings of the risk assessment, including ensuring that
the methodological requirements for the development of the risk assessment are
followed and fulfilled,;

Xof R TS G R BEAT W0 2, A0 DR IR A A2 M) 2 UL PPAG B VA 2K
Responding to feedback from the senior reviewer and revising the draft risk assessment
accordingly;

X e RV B ST [ N, AR A 5 XU TP A1 e 5

Organizing the consultation(s), as well as collecting and analyzing the results; and
HYUEW, FRBEEM AR,

Submitting the risk assessment for final approval to the decision-making body.

[F1) PR SEATLRA S 52 UG DA DAL B 28 4L

The process lead shall be selected based on the following selection criteria:

AR HE AR G bR AEE PR DT
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c)

Soft skills: skilled in teamwork, clarity of expression, culturally appropriate behaviour,
critical thinking, and consensus building;
BEREAEKBINAE. EWRIA. S0 F& Ui T SR B4R I
Contribution: oriented towards achieving solutions and results, while also respecting the
process timelines;

DR DASEIRAA TR T SN EE O T e, (RIS B R I [R] %

Engagement: Possesses the ability to engage their constituency and encourage active
participation;

Z 5 Reg 5k RIF SRR S 5

Possesses skills for coordination, drafting and facilitation;

B0l REAE T RE

Technical skills: expertise on the commodity sector and the geographical area under
assessment are recommended, but are not necessary to manage the risk assessment
process.

TR e R A AR a5 T RN BT PP A B B DX T PR P R, (EX AN 2 B XU
VAL L R B 75 1

NOTE: The description of this Criterion may be adapted to the specific needs of the respective process.
TEAKRUE R AT AR YE & B T E B AR TR 2 T 5.

2.4 The process lead shall engage country specialist(s) to support the process lead during the
development and/or revision of arisk assessment.

2.4 TR A7 DTN AE RS 1A B T 0/ BRAB VT 1 IR0 I [ 2K % SO B 5T NS s .

The role can be fulfilled by one in-country expert, or more if, relevant to cover the needs for
expertise on the indicators under assessment.

A AH— 2 N E K AAEIR A, R S5 2rIERE TI IR T R A R, ATULHE L
BRIAFEX .

25 The country specialist shall have, at a minimum, the following credentials:

2.5 W FLFMNE/DHA LT ET:

a)

b)

c)

d)

A bachelor’s degreein arelevant field;

FH SRS ) 2 2 A7

Three years of experience in the field relevant to the risk assessment;

AR RS DAk AH DG ST 22 5

Proven research and analysis skills; and

2SO Al AL T s Vs A A |

Proven detailed understanding of the country/regional context and system, including an
understanding of the legal system governing the commodity in question.

UE X L 5 /3 X 79 AR 2R IO VR 1 A, E0FE0S BT B il (R AR R 11 1

NOTE: In case the process lead meets the qualifications of country specialist, it is not required to
engage a country specialist unless the support is needed.

EREWRRAENSIANFE E XL KON, NWATEEFER LR, BrARSEH.
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2.6

2.6
2.7

2.7
2.8

2.8

2.9

2.9

The process lead shall submit the draft risk assessment for review to the senior reviewer
before the consultation and before the submission to the decision making body.

FEAL R ANERAZ S PR SEAU 2R, AURE 5 DTN BERE XS VP il B S R A2 40 v o B N DA A

The senior reviewer shall have high level of expertise on risk assessments according to the
relevant procedures, and shall be designated by the responsible organization.

BN D AR A SRR 7 BAT AT RS PG L R, R B 0 se LU E

The senior reviewer shall be in charge of the review of the drafts of risk assessments
submitted by the process lead and shall provide feedback on what aspects need further
improvement.

re A N A BT A AURE S DT NSRS I KU P B S, R AR e Ty T e Bk — b e PR i S
{578
The decision-making body for risk assessments shall be the Performance and Standards Unit

Director at FSC. Experts from other organizations may also be involved during the decision-
making process.

RS VAT (1 R SR LR NN FSC SRR ER B . HABH LA L BT RE S 5 il A2 .
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PART Il: DEVELOPMENT OR REVISION OF REQUIREMENTS

o BRI KA E B BT

31 The responsible organization shall define and register the following information relevant to
the risk assessment process:
3] LA E I EAL AT 5 RS Pl I AR OG5 B
a) Scope of therisk assessment (commodity, geopolitical scope [e.g., country, region],
indicators);

PR PR VG (Rt g BuaTaE [nEZR, HIX]Y - 8
b) Justification for the need to develop the risk assessment;
it BT ARG DAl 2
c) Timetable of the risk assessment process, including start date and planned date of
submission of the final draft by the process lead;
PR PPA AR B R] 32, BdE IR AR £ Tt N2 58 S A B S I 6 H AN TH R H
d) Budgetand description of how funds have been or shall be secured.

V28 BlORs BRAS VT 4 B TR A

32 The communication channels and formats of the documents to be used throughout the risk
assessment process shall be agreed between the process lead and the responsible
organization at the beginning of the process; in the event of proposed changes, mutual
agreement shall be reached.

32 FEREAN RS DA I RE mP A P £ 3 SRIE AN SR A% AR AR T R AR i i 7 6 53 AR 97 ST 4L 247
s WURSEHAZR, NOERORTT Pl

33 In case of long or recurring delays compared to the original timetable, the responsible
organization shall stop the risk assessment process until the process lead is replaced or
solution(s) are implemented to ensure that the process can continue. In order to restart the
process, the responsible organization shall update the timetable in agreement with the
process lead.

33 AR5 S AA I (R FAH B B TR Bl R IR ZEIR , 47 B 20 SR N4 1 RS PP R, L3 T
TRE B 5T N B o 7 R A R AE REE 4k 2. N T T A shiike, Hard i 5RE AT A
UEES NI CIE

4.1 The process lead shall draft the risk assessment using the template provided by FSC.

41 AR DT NNAEH] FSC 3R Bt RS 2 XU A
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4.2
4.2

4.3

43

4.4

4.4

4.5

4.5
4.6

4.6

4.7

At a minimum, the following draft versions shall be prepared by the process lead:
TR B B N 2D R 2% DU B SRRA

a)  Afirstdraft to be consulted, which shall be submitted to the senior reviewer in English
prior to the consultation;
AR IR, NAENE W AT LA SOE IR m R H N

b)  Afinal draft, developed based on the input from stakeholder consultation(s), which shall
be submitted to the senior reviewer for review prior to presentation to the decision-

making body.
R ) 7 AH 5 5 A0E W = DL 8 P B X 5, EIRAC LR RSRN I AT, MRS G AN
TR A

The risk assessment draft versions shall be proofread and edited prior to submission to the
senior reviewer.

FESEAT L ren 0 o AN A A, NS IR DA 5 S AT R0 A Gt 4

Upon receipt of the first draft, the senior reviewer shall review the documentation within a
maximum of fourteen (14) working days and inform the process lead if further improvements
are required before the first draft of the risk assessment can be released in consultation.

WMk, mREENRNAERZ TN Q4 ANTAEHAHEE S, mRHEHE— Dok, N
E KA AR PR Ak WA 2 B8 AR AR 75T A

The process lead shall address all comments from the senior reviewer and amend the first
draft of the risk assessment accordingly.

PRE S ST N A HE vy 2 o B N A A L, AR A XU DA AR A o

Once the senior reviewer confirms the first draft of the risk assessment is ready for
consultation, the process lead shall release the risk assessment to consultation.

— Him G B E B AR P e O & B EATAE D, VR A7 5T NS R AT U VP AT DAIEAT AR
i
The submission package containing the final draft shall be free of editorial errors and include

a formal statement from the process lead confirming the final draft has undergone required
consultation and merits approval, as well as:

4.7 WE BRAFRNITZ O EREH R, TR ST IERF Y, il &5 Qg fris iAE

WAL, LA

a)  Asummary of the development process, including any deviations from the original work
plan and an assessment of how content and process requirements have been met;
TERIS ARG, A5 5 G TTAE T3l AR A A i 22 DL RS Bl s 2 9 5 A R 22 SR IR PF
filis

b) A record of any outstanding concerns;

ARART AR A R 10) R ) A 3% 5

c) The final draft risk assessment in English;
S Il R DA B 2% 5

d) The stakeholder consultation report(s);

A 2t AR SR T AE A A 5
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e) A list of all stakeholders invited to participate during the consultation.

S IA S INAEH (BT R S AR SCTT R A44 B

NOTETL FSC maintains anonymity by default but may refer to the stakeholder group (see Annex ).
1 FSC BRNIRFERE AL, (H AT USRS R 23 FARH DL CHFHAE D S

NOTE 2: The application may include any other evidence that the process lead deems relevant to
demonstrate compliance with the requirements specified in this procedure (e.g., minutes of

meetings).
VE 2:HE A LB FE AR 7 57 NN SIE ARG AR A Al e 122 SR e AT AT Fe A b S (21l
X)) o

NOTE 3: Applications not meeting the above requirements will not be processed, nor will they be
considered as timely submissions according to the agreed upon timelines.

H 3IAFFE R ESRI A AL, A A AR 7 R PR A 5222

4.8 Upon receipt of the final draft, the senior reviewer shall review the documentation within a
maximum of fourteen (14) working days and inform the process lead if further improvements
are required before the final draft risk assessment can be considered ready for approval.

48 WEIRAREG, mAHFENDNERZ I (04) NIAEHWEE S, FEER &R RS PEE AT
BRI HE A2 1, B ANIRRE 4 57 N e 1 7 it — 2P eluidt

4.9 The process lead shall address all comments from the senior reviewer and amend the final
draft of the risk assessment accordingly.

4.9 TR A DTN LKL P v 5 o B N AT R, AR LA RS DI PR e 25 5

4.10 Once the senior reviewer confirms the risk assessment is ready for approval, the senior
reviewer shall present the final draft to the decision-making body.

4700 — B 2o BN ARG PPl e w48 nT OEHEHE, =2 BN SN[ SR LR F AT e 2R H R

51 One round of focused consultation on the draft risk assessment lasting 30 days shall be
organized.

51 ML —He 9 30 A AR PP B S 4R TR AL

NOTE: Testing of the draft after consultation is optional and to be decided on a case-by-case by the
responsible organization. Testing can be either desk, field or pilot testing.

VEALW) e S R B rT e i, i ST H SRR B AR Ol g o AT DU SR il Bz I el s
Mk

52 The process lead shallidentify stakeholders according to Annex 1and shall invite them to
comment on the draft risk assessment. The process lead shall ensure that stakeholders from all
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stakeholder groups listed in Annex 1are invited to participate, including consultation with
experts as described in the section ‘Requirements for the content of risk assessments’.

5.2 TR T N AR AR 1 8 R R AR DT, BB M A TR XS PR R R R L. R B T A
T ORIBIE BEAE 1 70 0 H B A R s AR DG T7 BIAR ORI 28 AH G T 200, A3 5 KU VT Aty A 28 SR — 13
TR I R AT AR

NOTE: The <FSC-GUI-30-01 FSC Guidance for Stakeholder Engagement> may be used as a tool to

guide the stakeholder mapping process.

FE: (FSC-GUI-30-011 FSC Guidance for Stakeholder Engagement) A F{ETS 50 25 A0 56 77 BRI A2 1)
TH.

53 Indigenous Peoples’ representatives in the country that are covered by the scope of the risk
assessment shall be invited to participate in the consultation(s) of the draft risk assessment,
having considered the most appropriate form of communication. The relevant information
released together with the draft risk assessment for consultation shall highlight the aspects
where the opinion and position of Indigenous Peoples’ representatives is particularly
recommended.

53 FEHE T Hod HAIER UG, DO KU Al Vi FE R ief o (10 B 5K 128 N RARR S I X v A
BRI 55 U PPt 5 58— R A (R T 7o RO A5 J2 L5 R R s 1 28 N AR ) i I A
ST o

NOTE: This clause is applicable for countries where the presence of Indigenous Peoples can be
confirmed or is probable within the scope of the risk assessment.

T2 25 AK0E P A2 RS A v B P9 AT LB BT e A e 28 N IR 5K

54 The process lead shall be proactive in seeking input from representatives of identified
stakeholders, including using a variety of means to inform stakeholders, appropriate to the
stakeholders being contacted.

5.4 YR 1 DT N BRI T2 Bl TSR U ORI A OCT AR IR, B 25 M 15 P BBk 28 R 2 A5G T
5 BRI 2 AT

NOTE: Techniques may include: face-to-face meetings, workshops, personal contact by phone or
letter, notices published in the national and/or local press and on relevant websites, local
radio announcements, announcements on local customary notice boards in the language of
the local people, and emails in the language of the recipients.

FEJTER RREAE TN 21 B2 8 g EE AT IS N i 78 B 5ORN /8t 75 i T FIAR 5G9
uhi FORATHGEA HOTH G A S F M TE S 1 M S A 5 B R A A 1 LA NS
B RIEH TR

55 The process lead shall review all comments provided by stakeholders and address them in
subsequent drafts, in line with relevant requirements.

5.5 YR 01 ST N RARYEAH S ZOR B A s A ST SR B A PR B L, FFAE IR SRR 58 7 U TR

5.6 The process lead shall prepare a consultation report, including a general response to the
comments and an indication as to how the issues raised were addressed, excluding
confidential information and personal data.
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5.6 MR D57 NNLHER — AR iy, BRI ISR [ B2 LR S B g Il g oy s B, (HA B35

BLEAS BAIAN N B3
6.1 The decision-making body shall make a decision to:
6.1 RN BL PR TE:
a)  Approve therisk assessment;
FHh I R PP A

b)  Approve the risk assessment with conditions; or
A A HOAEAE XU VAL s B

c) Reject the risk assessment and request further work be done prior to its re-submission. If
the decision-making body requests further work, it shall state the reasons for the
decision and list the conditions which are necessary to be fulfilled in order for the final
draft to be approved.
0 266 RS DAk FF R AE BT IR 58 2 il — 0 1) TAE . R PSRN BRI — 2 T, &
JRE 0 AR HH e B ER, TR DA i 2 R SR RA L 17 A0 256 A2 1) 2 A

6.2 In case of approval with conditions, the process lead shall address the conditions and send the
improved risk assessment to the responsible organization within twenty working days (20) after
the communication is made official.

6.2 fEA SRAFRLERI AL, AR S ST ANAE IEZGIEJE 10—+ TAEH (200 PR RIZEER A IR s
TR P A I8 45 1 5T 4R

6.3 In case the approved version of the risk assessment is in Spanish or French, the process lead
shall provide a translation in English.

63 AR KR Pl RIS HERRCA N PU B 1R BT, SR 9T ARSI fl R hA .

=P

7.1 Upon approval, the responsible organization shall publish the risk assessment on the website.
7. ZtaE e, ITHLINAE R AT RS PEAG .
72 An approved risk assessment shall become effective on the date of publication.

7.2 2ot e ) RS Al B A 2 H R AR

Page 29 of 102 FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework



8.1

Therisk assessment shall be reviewed and updated annually by the process lead to ensure
that the applicable legislation, risk designations and mitigation measures are up-to-date.

8.1 RS PFAd B AR 7 DT N AR o BRI SR — IR, DA RO FH FRve . XURG A1 78 MR A4 it 2 o

8.2

8.2

8.3

8.3
8.4

The annual review shall be based on expert and stakeholder inputs, provided that evidences
are substantiated and confirm the need for areview.

P A N ZOMA 3 A KT BRI, BTSRRI 75 BUESC R A A 20

Stakeholders and experts should have the possibility to continuously provide inputs to the risk
assessment and share information through an online platform provided by the responsible
organization.

A 2 AR5 A X N e gl i 71 ST SUR BLAIE LT B R S RS P R RN IF 70 25 B

If there are changes in the country under assessment leading to a change in applicable
legislation, risk level or risk mitigation, it shall be considered if an update should be done
immediately or if the information can be stored and included during the annual review
instead.

8.4 WL VP A E SR A AR, PECE VAR U ACT BB Z2 g 1 it A B AR A, U NL25 RE A 75

8.5

8.5

8.6
8.6

8.7

N7 BIREAT BB, B A T AT DA S RPN &

The annual review and update will not need to follow all process requirements under this
Section. However, information received from experts and stakeholders shall be reviewed and
the accuracy of the data shall be confirmed and incorporated in the risk assessment.

L AN B AN 7 EE R A T R T AR EOR . SR, Lo 2 A SRR 2 AH G 7 AL 3RAS
R, HIAEE R HERTE R AN XU PR

The collection of additional information shall be supported through, either by:
REIE I LA 77 SRR ME B

a) Inviting experts and stakeholders to provide input to risk findings to identify additional
information and gaps;
BAIE T Z A AR K7 R A 45 R i WL, AR E B ME BN 22 BE
b)  Arranging webinar(s) for feedback gathering;
LA 2RI 2 R S At
c) Holding in-country consultation, if considered relevant.
WA, 2547 E AR
Every five (5) years, a full review and eventual revision of the risk assessment shall be
conducted in line with the requirements under this procedure.

8.7 KRR L (5) 4F, NIAREAKE 7 (1) BERAS KRG PP A% BEAT 2 1 B AT S 421 T
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JRUBSE PP At A2 B 220K

Explanatory note for consultation:

YA v N

fiE v T B

The requirements for content development provided under this section have been streamlined to
ensure they can be applied by other organizations participating in the Risk Information Alliance for the
purposes of cross-scheme risk assessments. Nevertheless, additional process requirements that are
specific to the assessment of certain indicators (i.e. High conservation value [HCV], conversion, and

Genetically Modified Organisms [GMO]) and that are relevant for FSC have been maintained, with
applicable modifications.

AR NI R ER CEd R, LRSS RIS SRR 1 H A 4121 aT DUR. A X 28 EOR AT #5 11 &)
RSPt RIS, R TR (RIR R E [HCV] | Fei A4S [GMO] ) H
5 FSC MHRMIBIMAREZ RIS 2R, It T T IEH B

PART I: GENERAL REQUIREMENTS

B E A MR

11 The process steps to develop arisk assessment include:
11 1l U PPl R A A R L4
a) Determining the scope of the risk assessment;
T 8 AU DAk Y L«
b)  Gathering and assessing information related to the indicators under assessment;
W ANPEAL 5B TR AR A OGO MR B s
c) Determining source types;
T E R

d)  Designatingrisk for each assessed indicator; and
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R VEAEFE AR TR E AR A
e) Establishing mitigation measures.
il 7€ ZZ fift A It o
12 The risk assessments shall include an assessment of all indicators covered by this procedure
(listedin Table 1), except as specified in Clause 1.3.

1.2 PRSPPI A5 AR IR o2 O T B TR AR PPl (B3R 1D, 28 1.3 28 RILE IBRSb.

13 If relevant, a partial risk assessment may be developed which covers some of the indicators.
The indicators excluded from the scope of the assessment shall be marked as ‘Not assessed’.
The potential exclusion of indicators shall always be decided by the organization responsible
for the specific country/region.

13 WUERAHSR, FIEAT B0 AR AL, R B Fahs . ANEVPASVEE A RIFEAR N AR IC A ARIPAL”. TEAR AT
FEHERR R 4R 2% 91 SRR € B 5 /X AL E

St — ) )
S BB A RS
2.1 The risk assessment shall specify the geopolitical scope of the assessment (e.g., a country, a

region thatis part of a country, or a region that covers more than one country) and the
indicators that are covered in the case of partial risk assessments (as specified in Clause 1.3).

2.1 PRSP A SRR 72 Al B BUIG VS I(Wm,#AI%\~AI%M~AﬂE&~A%i%AI
FMBIX) LR KRS Al B b i (8 b (IR 1.3 26 ik

NOTE 1: In case of any doubts regarding exclaves, territories, protectorates or similar areas, those
areas will be excluded from the risk assessment.

T A R it ORI X R X A AR RIS ), X e DO AR R AR XU DAl 2 A1
NOTE 2: The scope needs to be identified as specifically and unambiguously as possible.
A 2:30 B 75 R AT e BB ANTE A A E

2.2 The risk assessment shall specify the product/commodity scope under assessment (e.g.
timber, rubber, specific NTFPs, [among others]).

2.2 RS PPk N EL AR UL BT Al 7 it /R VB (RS L AR R S AR AR BRAR ™ i 458D
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23 If an indicator is not considered applicable in the risk assessment, a justification for why an
indicator is ‘not applicable’ shall be included and agreed upon with the responsible
organization.

2.3 IR EEAFEARE KBS A AN AIER], N S Zistr AN aE e, 5 AT SUE K
—

31 Sufficient information shall be gathered to assess each indicator and threshold of the relevant
framework to justify the risk designation reached.

3.1 RSCER A2 A5 ROR VA AR SRHE SR AR R R AT BIEL, - DAIE A BT 310 B0 XRS5 72 5 B

32 The assessment shall be developed based on a combination of public sources of information
and consultations with experts and stakeholders during the risk assessment process.
However, in other situations, information obtained on-site may be included. In these cases, the
different types of information shall be combined.

32 FERG PP AR, N5 & AAE BoRIF LIS B ZOMA G5 A 575 AR WSk e viAiti . (B2, 78
LT, FTRESOFEMPRIEE . EXEHLT, MgGEAFRAENER.

33 Only sources assessed as applicable and reliable shall be used in the risk assessment. The
evaluation of information sources should be based on objective criteria. Information sources
older than five (5) years should be avoided unless their relevance and reliability can be
confirmed.

RGBTl il AR SE R RUE A AT T XU At o 15 SRR A PPAG ML T2 WA e o JS238E Sk 1T
(5) FERYE R, BRAFFHARVEART AT SE1E AT LAAS 2RI

VEVEAE SRR B R AE OB 7 BRI R 5], PR SR AEE ISR, Ol E . B Tk
o

34 Whenever possible, information relevant to the specific context of forest- or farm-level
management inthe area under assessment should be used.

3.4 FEFRERITE DL T, RUAE 5 1P Al X AR AR B S — G B B DU R 45

35 Expert consultation constitutes an important source of information and shall be conducted
during the risk assessment process.

3.5 L RAE W EENME ERIE, AR RGPPSR R AT .

3.6 At a minimum, experts shall be consulted if:

2% For example, Impact Factor (IF) (https://researchguides.uic.edu/if/impact), Science Citation Index (SCI)
(https://clarivate.com/webofsciencegroup/solutions/webofscience-scie/), etc.

30 preferred data providers may include: scientific entities based on their international ranks and publication in high-ranked
journals, International Agencies, Non-governmental Organizations (NGOs), governmental agencies, etc.
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3.6

37

37

38

3.8

39

LSO, BN LA

a)  there are limited publicly available sources of information to evaluate the indicator and
toreach arisk conclusion; and
PEAGHRARANAT HH XU 2590 1 A FHE B IEE B

b) there are doubts on how risk conclusion shall be graded (e.g., whether the risk is
widespread, systematic, etc.);
XA sf KU G518 BEAT > BAFLERE IR (N, KSR STZ. RE%. ),

c) input is needed to establish mitigation measures.

e B A SR A R AR I

Selected experts shall have knowledge and/or experience on the indicator(s) being
consulted.

19 52 8 5K N 46 BT W b T ) PR/ B 5

For each indicator, general sources of information provided by key topics in Annex 4 shall be
considered when applicable. Additional sources shall be gathered which are specific to the
area under assessment.

T RIS, NIRRT 4 ok T R AL — BUE BRI NSRS E T VR4 X I A
AR o
Data sources, including information gathered via experts, shall be referenced in such a way

that they are verifiable by third parties (e.g., reference to fsc.org, Google search results, or
similar is not specific enough for the purposes of data validation).

3.9 Bl kIR, BEEE LRGN, MU AT i =5 uEr Ty sNGIH (Bln, Xt fscorg. BEaRIER

25 R ERAUME B 51 DN T HdE ik 5 A 2 AR

NOTE: Names of experts are anonymized by default (unless explicit permission is given), but a record of

experts consulted is recorded and kept on file with other methodological materials.

EENEO T, BRI ZES R (RIS, (HIERE RIS gac Tk, IS HAh

3.10

JTHEM B A7 .

Any existing conflicts between indicator requirements and applicable legislation identified for
the area under assessment shall be identified and described. Such cases shall be documented
and dealt with on a case-by-case basis in consultation with the responsible organization and
relevant stakeholders identified during the risk assessment process.

310 M E AN IR TR FR EER 5 VPG X I E A [ AT I R ISR DN R AE S, IS WU

PR R A A 72 R 0 5T 2 SRR SR 2 A 5 77 Wb o e i S AR P

NOTE: Instances where indicator requirements are more stringent than relevant legislation does not

constitute a conflict.

VEAE AR EE R EUAR SR A% (R DU A B 5%

31

31

The risk assessment shall be developed using the template provided by FSC. The template
includes:

AR FSC $RBEARBGIEAT KU At o AR B 1%
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a) An overview of the country;
PSR
b)  Adescription of the supply chain;
b N A )R
c) The establishment of geopolitical scale and source types;
Hy BRI SR 1 €
d)  Anassessment of indicators;
FEANARGE
e)  The establishment of mitigation measures; and
il 7€ S Mt it A
f) Supporting documents, such as applicable legislation, sources of information, and/or
risk mitigation related documents.

SCRESCHE, i PR A5 R ORISR /50 XS 22 A AH 5 ST A
NOTE: Relevant instructions for each of the entry fields are provided in the template.

FER AR R SR 7 AR 7 BERIAH GBI

4.1 The geopolitical scale relevant for the area under assessment shall be determined.
4] JSER 72 55 DA DX AR e U 2 BRI

4.2 Source types shall be established.

4.2 PIffE RIFIR

NOTE: Establishing source types relevant for the area under assessment will allow for the clear
designation of risk for the possible origins of material under assessment, as well as the
provision of clear and meaningful mitigation measures.

VE:AA € STl DO R ISR IESR AL AT B T W48 € BT A5 70 50 PT RIS sz, R SR BB A i
RIS A 6 It -

43 In the determination of source types, relevant aspects of geopolitical and/or functional scale
shall be considered, which may include the following:

43 FERfRE SRR, N5 RE 2 BA A/ B BE MR RO AR DG T, v e B4 AT D5 Ti:

a)  Geopolitical scale — determination based on geographical boundaries, such as
administrative sub-divisions (e.g., states, counties, provinces, etc.) and/or biological
and/or geographical sub-divisions (e.g., bioregions, ecoregions, water catchments,
watersheds, etc.).

25 BE R —— T B S e, AT X R Cangr . B B o ) /s YRY
BEHBEE A0 X (BIanAEIX . S BAKX . s . ).

b)  Functional scale — determination based on non-geographical characteristics, such as
the type of forested area (e.g. plantations, managed forests, or natural forests), tenure
or ownership (e.g. public, private, corporate, Indigenous, or community forests), scope of
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management (e.g., presence or absence of particular planning requirements, type
and/or quality of forest inventory, etc.), as well as scale, intensity and risk of forest
management operations.

Dt REE—— MR G JE R BRHIE A o, WARARIAR SR AL (i bl . B FEARMREOR RO IR
AREFAR (a3, AN A, 2FEGREXKRARD | ERTEE (U ToR R 2
Ky BRMTERFRBA/BRESE) , DLW E AR AR, 5 B0 o

NOTE: The homogeneity of the area under assessment needs to be considered.

T B ARV Al L X 0 R R A

44 Source types shall be clearly described, understandable, and identifiable by risk assessment
users.

4.4 RS VEAL P R AE RO R IR . B AR AR SRR

45 The process lead shall provide, at a minimum, shapefiles for the geopolitical assessment scale

used (GIS format) and clear description of the source types. Only data meeting internationally
recognized spatial standards (e.g., Open Geospatial Consortium standards) shall be used.

4.5 JRE B DT N L2/ SR BT F I BOR VRS S R TAR ST (GIS #6XD) MORIERIBY g ik . e
ST E 1 B 2 DA 75 (AR Can e 2 2 (R BE B AR ) (R34 -
NOTE: Itis desirable to present source types on maps, documenting areas of both ‘negligible’ and ‘non-

negligible risk’.
R R AR ] b SRR SR, SRR A AN T 22 IR X3

51 A risk designation shall be provided for all source types used in the assessment of an indicator
for the area under assessment.

5.1 JS2 A VP T DA X AR A5 FH £ I A RIS AR SR B R AR R

52 The designation of risk shall include the assessment of the risks of legal non-compliance or
identification of sustainability issues within each indicator.

5.2 PR HE € LRGP VE AN G 1 A OB R ) 45 A Fi b b R e S 2 1

NOTE: There are indicators that are not only focused on the assessment of legal compliance.
Nevertheless, as specified in the ‘non-negligible risk thresholds’ for those indicators, the
assessment of legal compliance needs to be considered.

A LEAR bR AN T PPAE S . SR, LA SEAR AR A 7T 2 F) DRSS B AR BT R E IR
i 2 JERHE A A PP

53 Risk designation shall be provided based on the assessment of information gathered by the
process lead and according to the 'non-negligible' risk thresholds provided for each indicator.

5.3 NARHERHAURE 71 5T AR B4 B IPPAL,  FFARAE SRR FEAR TR LA AN u] R UG IR, SR X TR
iE o
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54 For each indicator under assessment, it shall be determined to be:

5.4 X TS VS IR TR bR, R EN:

a)

c)

‘Negligible risk’, in the event that evidence indicates that the ‘non-negligible’ risk
threshold(s) are not exceeded, and that there is no other information that would lead to
a ‘non-negligible risk’ designation; OR

B P 0 R SR R T 2 SR B, 5 LB S B S B
SRR E s 1855

‘Non-negligible risk’, in the event that available means of verification do not show
evidence that the negligible risk category is applicable; or that one or more specific risk
areas were identified; OR

AT 2GRS, R AT IR T B S m 2 XU S ) iE e s BE R E 1
A B AR E R 8 125

‘Not applicable’, when an indicator is not considered applicable in the risk assessment.

AEH”, FRFEIEARE RS Al T AN A IE ]

55 When assessing indicators in the risk assessment, the aspects below shall be considered:

5.5 FE RS VAl FP Al PR AR, N 25 RE LR J5 T

a)

b)

c)
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All entities involved in harvesting and production activities (e.g., contractors).

Z 5 RARMA IR SII T SR (7R B

The scale and intensity of the management operation within the area under assessment.
PEAL DX I PN RIS A RS 988 2

The impact and likelihood of the risk when providing the risk designation, as follows:

R XRS50 72 I RUBS: (RS MR AT AT BE e, 2R Bl

1. Non-negligible risks are those which:

AT AR )RR R R

i. Affect a wide areq, causes significant damage, and/or continues over along
period of time;
SO T2 A8 RS KA T AN ERR SR ARG I ]

ii. Indicate the absence or breakdown of enforcement of the legal system;
WA FEE HRAT R R 2 A 9t

iii. Are not corrected or adequately responded to upon being identified,;
B I S5 ARAF B A IE B 4 I8R5

iv. Have a significant negative impact on society, the production of forest products
and other services, the forest ecosystem and the people directly and indirectly
affected by forest operations.

X ftgr o BRSSO HAR RS B AR . RS R G DAL B A R4 32 B AR AR AE ML
s (/) AN 72 AR B K A7 THT 50
2. Negligible risks are those which are:

] 2 PR RS R A5 DL KU

i. Temporary;
I S 1P 5

il. Unusual or non-systematic;
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5.6

AT B R G

iii. Limited in their impact;

S A PR

iv. Effectively controlled through the implementation of monitoring and
enforcement measures carried out by efficient and effective government
agencies.

e P v R 20 A ESUMST AT LA S it 4D S 00 R S A AT 8 e AT 2%

Risk designation shall be substantiated, including a justification of the identified risk(s) in order
to provide the rationale behind the final conclusion (e.g., “based on findings x, y and z, it is
concluded that the risk is non-negligible for this indicator”).

5.6 M€ NATENESE, WG CfE MR Eh, DURMtRALWT RS (B, MR RELS

5.7

57

5.8

58

59

X~y Mz, fFHERIANZNRRHZIRRIT S AT Z) .

Additionally, for a ‘non-negligible risk’ designation, each risk related to the indicator shall be
described. This shall be accomplished using the template described in Clause 3.11.

WAL, RT AN 28 RS FR g, MR 5 AR PR AE S IARE AN AU o XN FH AR 3.1 2 TRl Sl
ﬂé%}ﬁo

A precautionary approach shall be applied, and ‘non-negligible risk’ designation shall be
assigned, ininstances where:

FELLTRIEOLT, BRI, I8 E A T 20 R XU

a)  The assessment of indicators 15, 16, and 17 conclude that there is a risk of corruption and
fraud in the country/region in question; and
SRR 152 16 117 FUVRAA L AEE U, 1T SRR A7 R MRV R s A

b) Little or no evidence can be obtained to indicate that the risk is negligible.

RD BB UEYE 2R W I b XS AT DA AN

When applying precautionary approach, it should be considered whether the assessment of
other similar or related indicators of the risk assessment have concluded there is 'non-
negligible risk'.

I P BB T T 1525 B 3K K U P 46 P 7549 /S T 220 0 PR 04
it

If little or no information can be obtained to assess an indicator, a'negligible risk' designation
may be provided if:

5.9 WIRARD s AT(E BT TRl gR bR, AR LG 50K vl 4 52l 20 KU

a)  Theassessment of indicators 15,16, and 17 conclude there is a ‘negligible risk’ of
corruption and fraud in the country/region in question; and
KHERS 153 16 FT7 BUPPAGTS HH A8, CEAR S 5/t X A7 A2 22 Wi AN B ORI AR VE
[ A

b)  Thecountry/regionin question scores well on international governance indicators
regarding the quality of governance (e.g., WB Worldwide Governance Indicators); and
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510

A G E S/ IX AE R BT 1 E bRy B R As (AT 2 EkiG B e b)) B SRE; M
c) The assessment of other similar or related indicators of the risk assessment have also
concluded that there is ‘negligible risk’.

X A AL B 5% XU Al 45 A BRI PP 45 H 7] 2 XU R 451

When assessing indicators relating to legal compliance, the aspects below shall be
considered:

510 FEPHAh SRS IUMEAH SRR PRI, 2% RE LA 5 i

51

512

a) Differences between national and sub-national legislation, where applicable. If
legislation is applicable for the purposes of understanding the risk designation, those
legal requirements shall be described.

E AT E 2 A R (CANERD o W Ryadid A T B B B E , TS IR X a3
HREK,

b)  Governance of the sector in the area under assessment, including the administrative
capacity to oversee effective implementation of laws and regulations, as well as their
enforcement.

VAL PSS T 1 VR BE, G W BRI A AR S S IR AT LR

c)  Corruption and data and document falsification. When assessing the level of corruption,
consultation with experts shall help to evaluate the extent of corruption in the sector,
taking into account corruption related to the specific indicator in addition to the findings
of indicators 15, 16, and 17 on corruption and document fraud. Special attention shall be
given to the enforcement of laws requiring approval from public bodies, such as permits,
concession licenses, custom declarations, etc.

JE WSRO & B A S A o FEVEAS MO FE I, AR & ST B T VAl 12 80 1 B0 UCREE
B 7 T IR WCRIE AR R VE 4B AR 154 16 F117 FIR A 45 SR 2 41, B 8 3 5 BARTEFRAH ¢
(BSOS o BRI AT T EE A SN EAE R, VP rTE. R, IOk

Vo’
&,

IR E KX O —ANHHER) FSS, MR PG R AE G FSS FREF X 1A [ ¢ / Hh X ff i
HOF S RRVAT

Risk designations for the area under assessment shall be compared against the risk
designations of risk assessment(s) of similar areas. In case the issues found in the
corresponding indicator under comparison are similar but result in a different risk designation,
an explanation of the reason for the difference(s) in risk designation shall be provided.

5.12 5 PP DX 8 10 RS i 5 N2 -5 AL DX 3 IS 1At 0 IS i 5 AT LA S SRAE USRI A L8 A T A L)

[ AL, AE AR ARSI (XU 150 22 5 ) it DAL A

NOTE: Examples of characteristics for identifying similar areas include the following: size of the areaq,

type(s) of forests, dominant management characteristics, proximity, type of identified risks,
and applicable legislation, among others; ‘relevance’ and ‘similarity’ are expected to be
determined on a case-by-case.

31 Approved FSS are available at the FSC Document Centre: https://connect.fsc.org/document-centre.

Page 39 of 102 FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework



TEAR R S R AL 7S B A 55 DR . AR . B B AE . SBIEARRE . Sl XU R AR A i
LR AHIRUE A AR R AR FL AR DURA € -

6.1 Where ‘non-negligible risks’ are identified, mitigation measures shall be established which,
when implemented, are expected to reduce the risk from ‘non-negligible’ to ‘negligible’, either
individually or in combination with other mitigation measures.

6.1 QRBASE 1 AN T M IR RS, DU A R SR AR ik, K A8 i SIC it A SR B e LA 2 MR T 4G
EFH R XU AN R 20 B AR 2 7T 2

NOTE 1: Conflict between indicators requirements and applicable legislation should be dealt with in
similar way as per Clause 3.10.

TE LR bR ESRONUE VA2 (8] (0 R R % TR 2R 310 25 AOSRIOT UAR 2

v 2: FSC F HA N\ seitikrit (FSC-STD-40-005 Requirements for Sourcing FSC Controlled Wood) 3
e = w NN S AN A IS

6.2 Mitigation measures shall be provided for each identified risk which contain the following

information:
6.2 RN ERAS TR A BRSPS s e, AL E R

a) Classification of the ‘type of verifier’ (e.g., document verification, stakeholder
consultation, field visit). Often, multiple types of verification may be needed to
effectively mitigate a risk. Examples of verifiers include relevant document(s) to collect
and verify, stakeholders to consult (among others needed to address the risks); and

b)  “BIEERAHE CASCHFERIE. FIEAHRF AR KL . EH, FIREFREEZ A
R PR 0 UE RAT R PR AR, o BRI 2 1 s 7] G335 S SR A SRR PR AR S S A« AR ) B R AH
K CRASREXS AR B 75 i oAl N 52D 5 A

c) Clear guidance on what information shall be reviewed and the actions suggested to
address the identified risk(s).

R AR B DA S X L VR ) XSG 2 1SR HUTHR 6 455 e ) B Aff 1

NOTE: ‘Means of verification’ indicates how the organisation implementing mitigation measures can
demonstrate that a mitigation measure is adequate, assess its effectiveness, or both. Such
evidence may include records, documents, maps, site visits and interviews.

T BAE 75 92 WY S Tt SR A T (X 2 S T P G e i e o0 B, PP LA R B 2 e . SR
IR T RERLARIC S . SO, UKL B 5 SRR

6.3 Mitigation measures shall be established according to each risk and source type identified,
where applicable.

6.3 I, AR R B RE AR RS AIRE SIS R 1l R 22 g 5 It
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s vl | (AN 2 < S SR
o = HB o AR b HARER
This section provides indicator specific requirements in addition to requirements listed in Part Il.

B 15 AR A R AN, ARTTIE SR T HRAR A AR DR

7.1 The requirements under this section are relevant for the assessment of indicators 70, 71,72, 73,
74, and 75, as provided in Table 1(below).

7. ARATER S5l Ha bR 700 710 720 73, 74 F1 75 MK, WILLRER 1 iR,
7.2 The scope of the assessment of HCVs includes:
7.2 HCV 1Ak 0 [ .4

a) The assessment of HCV presence; and
b)  HCV f#LERI AL A
c) The assessment of threats to HCVs caused by management activities, including
harvesting or production which occurs outside the scope of a formal management
process.
d)  PHEE BN HCV G R b, AFE 7 1 2 B G B 2 A3 AT IR AR A 77
NOTE: The use of the Common guidance for the identification of High Conservation Values for the
assessment of HCV presence is recommended.
?‘f%:{iﬂifCommon quidance for the identification of High Conservation Values i At HCV AT
73 The following HCVs shall be assessed regarding the risk of being threatened by management
activities:

7.3 NPPALBAS HCV 5248 #3E 20 J8 i 1 AU
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a)  HCV 1-Species diversity. Concentrations of biological diversity including endemic
species, and rare, threatened or endangered species that are significant32 at global,
regional33 or national levels.

HCVI-—IFh Z ket . VI ZFErESET, SIRRrA M E ZE A . 52U B a A
3ATEAER. Xk 358 E K EH .

b) HCV2-Landscape-level ecosystems and mosaics. Intact forest landscapes and large
landscape-level ecosystems and ecosystem mosaics that are significant at global,
regional or national levels, and that contain viable populations of the great majority of
the naturally occurring species in natural patterns of distribution and abundance.

HCV 2- 5L RGMEIK . fE43k, X IEk E 52 B B85 S 78 AR SO
KEFMBESRGMES RGN, 008 48 K2 BOIRYIFILE B I8 73 A A= BE A5
I BRI AETE R o

c) HCV 3—Ecosystems and habitats. Rare, threatened, or endangered ecosystems, habitats
or refugia.

HCV 3—A RGMWE . Wi B EHER AR RS WS M EEEHE T .

d) HCV 4 —Critical ecosystem services. Basic ecosystem services in critical situations,
including the protection of water catchments and control of erosion of vulnerable soils
and slopes.

HCV 4- BB RGIRS . GG THEAES RGNS, AFE IR SR R 6 e 55
AR AR

e)  HCV5-Community needs. Sites and resources fundamental for satisfying the basic
necessities of local communities or Indigenous Peoples (e.g., for livelihoods, health,
nutrition, water, etc.), identified through engagement with these communities or
Indigenous Peoples.

HCV 5-#LIX 3Kk o 1 2 2 pd X B4 38 N REEAT SR EEA I gt (ATt R
B KE o), BT Sk X E R E N R E .

32 For interpretation of 'Significant values', please refer to Common Guidance for the Identification of High Conservation Values.
Significance of values may also be assigned by FSC Forest Stewardship Standards.

33 The context for ‘regional’ in assessing this value should be ecological in nature. In large countries like the United States of
America, Australia, Russia, Canada, and Brazil (for example), there will be many ecological regions. Conversely, in a small
European country, forests may form a small part of a larger ecosystem which crosses national boundaries. Risk assessments
should be informed by the status of values that cross national boundaries, using the precautionary approach, even when the risk
assessment does not cover more than one country. Where a value might be common at a national level, if the country contains
the only or most examples of the value that was once geographically much more widespread, then the value will meet the
threshold for HCV 1. Example: Most of the to medium- to large-weight mammals associated with European natural forest
ecosystems can be found in the forests of Belarus; however, most of these are extinct in the rest of Europe, making the forest of
Belarus particularly important for these HCV values.

34 For interpretation of 'Significant values', please refer to Common Guidance for the Identification of High Conservation Values.
Significance of values may also be assigned by FSC Forest Stewardship Standards.

35 The context for ‘regional’ in assessing this value should be ecological in nature. In large countries like the United States of
America, Australia, Russia, Canada, and Brazil (for example), there will be many ecological regions. Conversely, in a small
European country, forests may form a small part of a larger ecosystem which crosses national boundaries. Risk assessments
should be informed by the status of values that cross national boundaries, using the precautionary approach, even when the risk
assessment does not cover more than one country. Where a value might be common at a national level, if the country contains
the only or most examples of the value that was once geographically much more widespread, then the value will meet the
threshold for HCV 1. Example: Most of the to medium- to large-weight mammals associated with European natural forest
ecosystems can be found in the forests of Belarus; however, most of these are extinct in the rest of Europe, making the forest of
Belarus particularly important for these HCV values.
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f) HCV 6—Cultural values. Sites, resources, habitats and landscapes of global or national
cultural, archaeological or historical significance, and/or of critical cultural, ecological,
economic or religious/sacred importance for the traditional cultures of local
communities or Indigenous Peoples, identified through engagement with these local
communities or Indigenous Peoples.

HCV 6-SCALHME R - dlId 5 2kt X al 25 N RFE Ak M € 1 B R R E o0k %
B SR SO/ B0 2t pk X B35 N RGOS B B0, B U EUR /2t
RO BRI R AN SO

NOTE: Identification of HCVs 5 and é requires engagement of local communities and Indigenous
Peoples. For the scope of the risk assessment, consultation on the risk assessment process
conducted according to section 4 under ‘Process requirements for developing and revising
risk assessments’ and/or any targeted consultation conducted with the right holders and/or
experts during the risk assessment process is considered sufficient when identifying HCVs 5
and é.

HE:HCVs 5 FHCV 6 [iRAIF 2 ik XA L3 ARZS 5. 5 FXESPHERER, £ER3 HCVs 5
HCV 6 Itf, HRAEEE 4 15t AE LT KU PP FROTARE 22 3R 2 E AT PR XS, DAl R 1 A0 A /A IR T
FURE T SRR AN/ BE S BEAT AR T A X PR AR B0 2 2 1.

7.4 ‘Threat’ in the context of HCVs refers to common management activities that cause or may
cause loss or degradation of HCVs.

7.4 HCV R gl 48 S Bl n] Be S 2 HCV Z: 5k BB A 00 5 L8 BRVE B
NOTE 1. The risk assessment may include other threats specific to national and/or regional conditions.
T VRO DAY AT RS ELFE B0 [ 0/ B X s 2 e F At i

NOTE 2: While assessing existing threats to HCVs, information as specified in indicator 9.2.1 of <ESC-
STD-60-004 International Generic Indicators> may be used.

FE 2AE VG HCV LA it ,  (FSC-STD-60-004 International Generic Indicators) 1] L% FH »

7.4 The following threats shall be considered for HCV1:
741 ST HCVI, R LR E

a)  Habitatremoval;
Wi 2 IE S 5

b)  Habitat fragmentation; and the
S A AL s A

c) Introduction of alien/invasive species.

FIESM RN
742 The following threats shall be considered for HCV2:

742 X HCV2, LT E

a)  Fragmentation, including access (roading); and
WA, GIEIEE GEH ;o A
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743
743

7.4.4
7.4.4

745
745

7.4.6
7.4.6

7.5

7.5

7.6

7.6

b) Commercial logging, or logging for the primary purpose of wood production (this
applies only to IFLs.)
FARA B AR A2 7 9 2 H o (G&EH T IFLs. )

The following threat shall be considered for HCV3:
XFFHCV3, N2 R AT B

a) Lack of effective protection of HCV 3.

BZ 5% HCV3 [ R4
The following threats shall be considered for HCV4:
X HCVA4, 25 &L B

a)  Reduction of water quality/quantity, and
IKB/KE TR, PLA

b)  Negative impacts on human health (e.g., poisoning water, etc.).
SPNFAEER MR (F, 55KE%E) . ).

The following threat(s) shall be considered for HCV5:

XFFHCV, BB RN B

a)  The compromising (impacting) of fundamental needs of Indigenous Peoples, Traditional
Peoples, and local communities by management activities.

EIEsIRE Gem) HE AR AAGN A L4 X AR T R
The following threat(s) shall be considered for HCVé:
X HCV, N RELLT B

a)  Destruction and/or disturbance of rights or values determining HCV 6.

IR AN /BT e E HCV 6 IIABURI AN -

FSC-approved HCV frameworks (or parts thereof) that have previously been developed as
part of the development of a FSS shall be used as a primary source of information in the risk
assessment, provided they meet the requirements of this document.

FSC #LH#ER HCV HEZL (B4 Jemi O FSS TR B—8 AT I, AR A RS P14k
FEAFERIE, A EA T AT E K

Best available information to be used for the identification of HCV presence and assessment
of threats to HCVs includes, but is not limited to:

TR HCV AAEEMPHE HCV B i B 7T S B FE AN R T

a) Available HCV surveys conducted in the area under assessment;
FEVTAL O X BEAT A I R 2 T 2

b)  Consultation with relevant databases and maps; and
A B AH S HE AN ] A

c)  Consultation with relevant local and regional experts.

Ik = A X AR G K
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NOTE: The precautionary approach applies in the absence of best available information (or the lack of

any available information).

TEFRR ARG T ok Z AT 4305 8 (B ZAEM 135 8) HIfFL.

7.7

7.7

7.8

7.8

Existing nature protection schemes implemented in the country/area under assessment shall
be recognized and evaluated in terms of potential usefulness for HCV identification and
protection (c.f. Clause 7.10.a).

RAGEHE HCV A 385 20 PR M T 55/ [ S R BLAT 12 98 R o307 T AP
(BHE 7100 %) .

Spatial data documenting HCV presence shall be used whenever possible. Data meeting
internationally recognized spatial standards (e.g., Open Geospatial Consortium standards)
shall be prioritized.

AT REAE AT sk HCV AEAE R B RIS . AR5 AT & [ Br A A2 (bR (o et 24 2 1)
BRERARAE) A%l

NOTE: Forest district maps, concession maps, land cover maps, administrative sub-units, and similar

may be very helpful by informing data layers in addition to data that relates directly to the
HCVs.

TEAMDCHBIE . Frvrs . g s & ATECT AR REAR R A B, BUONER 75 HCV BRI 4L

7.9

7.0

7.0

a2 oh, & VNSRRI AME R .

&2 TR 78 B A M (IFL) http://intactforests.org MM N HCV2 #. #R1f, AT LA
A5 FH AT 20 e A AT 4S5 SRS 3 IFL 7L, g sERAR SO DA A FSS HEZE . 3 DL A Ay
S B FN L SR AN B .

When assessing risk thresholds for HCVs, the following shall be considered and utilized where

relevant:
PRl HCV B XS BB, 25 RE R BL R FH S B

a) Inareas where HCVs are protected by country or regional nature protection schemes,
the effectiveness of the implementation of those protection schemes shall be assessed.
This shall include governance assessment and sufficiency of HCV protection;
£ HCV 52 21 [E S 8l X35 H AR ORI QIR G B X, REPP AR St X Le R4 TR A 25k 31X
MAAFE RS HCV LRI I 78 o s

NOTE 1: Protection schemes may include, for instance, a system of protected areas or
international protection programs (e.g., National Parks, Natura 2000). The existence of
network protection schemes on their own does not justify a ‘negligible risk’ designation.
Only effective protection schemes assessed as appropriate for risk mitigation may
justify a ‘negligible risk’ designation.

TE LRI RER S, BN, R X RSB ERRT TR CGnE AL B2 2000 .
W28 ORI 7 S AR B IR AE I AN BEUE I R 2 RS i H 2 S B . A A RIS & XU
G LR T3 S84 AT LAAIE B R 2008 XU )4 € A2 A BRI
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NOTE 2: The assessment of indicators on legal compliance (as described in Table 1) can
be used when assessing governance of HCV protection.

TE 2L VPG PR B OR Y (IR BRI, R DARE AR S PR SR AR VP0G (a1 i)

b) Incases where there is ongoing external regional/national consultation on specific
issues related to HCVs that affect risk designation, the outcomes of such processes shall
be considered, applying the precautionary approach; and
I S EAE R R XU DA SE ) HCV AE 5 Bk m) @i gE 4T 08 X 38/ [ SR AR, SR F T35 792
RGN AR M

c) In areas where there is forest conversion and degradation.

TERRMELALFIR X
8.1 The requirements under this section are relevant for the assessment of indicators 68 and 69, as

provided in Table 1(below).
8.1 ARH R ESR 53 Fabr 68 F1 69 #H5¢, R 1 AR (R0 .

8.2 When assessing risk thresholds for forest conversion and degradation, the following aspects
shall be considered:

8.2 FEVP Al AR AL AR A ) RS BRIELINS S22 R LT D7 I

a)

b)

c)

d)

Extent and impact of activities responsible for endangering forest cover. Such activities
include legal structures, agriculture, pasture for grazing;

& S AR 55 S S PR A e . X SRS AARERE S M Lok, B0

Spatial data meeting internationally recognized spatial standards and documenting
forest conversion and degradation shall be used whenever possible;

LT REAS AT & [ BR A W\ 2 AL B o 10 SR AR A AR A 1 2 [B) s

The use of spatial data for risk assessment should be supported by other data types
whenever possible; and

A58 FH 2 (R AT ARG DAl S AT R4S 21 A B SR A I S A

NOTE: Other data types may include, but are not limited to, land change registries,
statistics, or management plans.

I AREE R A T B B FEEANBR T AR T B ] Gt A B R

Governance assessment in areas where conversion of natural forest is prohibited by
law. This may include an assessment of the overall effectiveness of the administration
(national or sub-national agencies) to ensure the implementation of laws and
regulations pertaining to conversion and degradation.

EHEE L R AL 0 X A BPEAS o X AT REEAE VPTG ] (KT i) 1
SRR, DI IR AT SR A MBS R AR

8.3 When assessing thresholds for conversion, the following aspects shall notbe considered:
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8.3 PR BRI, AN R& LU J5 T

a) Legalroad construction to support forestry operations;
SCREMROVIE B AR T B s

b) Infrastructure development to support forestry operations; and
SCRRMOVAZ B At g s

c) Logginglandings.
(B %N s

8.4 Considering the provisions of <FSC-POL-01-007 Policy to Address Conversion> the
precautionary approach shall be applied for the assessment of indicator 68; thus, a ‘non-
negligible’risk designation shall be concluded, subject to 8.5.

8.4 F 5| (FSC-POL-01-007 Policy to Address Conversion) N 5% F il 14 77 Pk 1565 68
Lt NARYE 8.5 15 H “ANn] ZmE” KUK 4518

8.5 T SR RS DA Al i = P AR AT ) GBAE (FSC-PRO-60-006 The Development and
Revision of FSC Country Requirements, TAEZ4l (WG) A LK FEAN X845 & R nl 2 1% K%,
AR AT REAS B BUEIE I B 2020 £E 12 H 31 HLAK, 1Al X 8k Py oA & A 38 FH 0 e

9.1 The requirements under this section are relevant for the assessment of indicator 76, as
provided in Table 1(below).

9.1 AN RESR SR 76 MPHEASE, W& Pos (R3O0 .

92 When assessing the ‘non-negligible’ risk thresholds on the use of GMO (trees), the following
aspects shall be considered:

9.2 FEVPALAE PR HE DR M) CREAS) (AN T 2 RS BRI, 25 8 DL R J T

a)  FERVFEIERAEY) (R FH TR AR, 5 5 LR A - R 40 Nk T o7
fili o T B 7 ST 5 e B DR P PR [l P 158 0 2 i S XSG R 5 Tt ) 43 it ) — A B 2 A
o

b) Incountries or areas with poor or unclear governance on GMOs, the risk assessment
should focus on the presence of GMO (trees) in plantations and/or forests.

c)  FEREEDAEYIR BEAS R AN A A SR it X, KU VA B EE T A R DR AR (R AE
T el 1/ BRAR AR P AR AE

NOTE: Therisk in relation to GMO (trees) is usually species-specific. Examples of species that have
been used to develop GMO (tree) species include American chestnut (Castanea dentata), Elm

36 A Genetically Modified Organism (GMO) is an organism in which the genetic material has been altered in such a way that does
not occur naturally by mating and/or natural re-combination.
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(Elmerrillia sp.), Eucalyptus (Fucalyptus sp.), Pinelia (Pinelia sp.), Poplar (Populus sp.), Silver Birch
(Betula pendula), Spruce (Picea sp.) and Walnut (Juglans sp.).

H SRR A R ARG RRE H AR 5. S T REFEILH (RA i)+ 45 3% H
SROCRR M AR GERE) - P Ga¥e. Bf) o Attt (At o =k (ZEE) W
etk CHARkED .

PART IV:INDICATORS FOR RISK ASSESSMENTS

o5 DU F8 0 XU PP A 7 s

Explanatory note for consultation:
AE V] 1 BH
This section contains a set of indicators for cross-scheme risk assessments. Table 1contains the list of

indicators to be included in the set of indicators, developed based on current FSC CW risk assessment
indicators and indicators from the Preferred by Nature (PBN) Sustainability Framework.

AT AU TE TR R PF A R TEAR . R 1 B RN ZE TS HIIRIRE 5., X EIR b2 RYE B AT
FSC %A (CW) M PFETRFSAIR E B8 (PBN) RIFFEEVEHEZR (0 Fa AR 1 € (1 -

Itis important to highlight that in the context of the Risk Information Alliance (RIA), the set of indicators
that are or could be applicable to other organizations is still under discussion. Nevertheless, under the
current proposal, only indicators numbered 1until 76 are applicable for FSC certification. In case other
indicators are added and include requirements which go beyond those applicable to FSC, they will be
marked as ‘not applicable’ to FSC certification, but will still be part of the joint framework and will have
to be assessed during the development/revision of country/regional risk assessments.

WAGRARIRE, RS ERENT =T, SR TR feE i T HABAR N — SR Ert e . R
1M, HRYEH AT, RAEM TN E 76 KfRFSEM T FSCMIE. @R ighn v HAtfgds, I+ HEMmEH
T FSC DISMHESR, MZX AR PR AR IE N A G/ T7FSC AIE, (EIPR ZEREHESRM—HE 2y, I H AL
FERRE /BT IR /4t DX RGBS At 393 2 AT PP A

Table 1. Risk assessment indicators. (FXEELHEEZTH)

No. Indicator Non-negligible risk thresholds

Land use and management

1 Land tenure rights are secured and 1. |dentified laws are not consistently upheld by all
registered according to legal entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
requirements. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;

2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
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3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

2 Land management rights are in 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
place and registered according to entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
legal requirements. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;

2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

3.  Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

3 Forest concession licenses are in 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
place and are issued and registered entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
according to legal requirements. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;

2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by

preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

4 Harvesting permits are in place and 1.
are issued and registered according

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by

to legal requirements. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
5 Land tenure and management 1. Applicable legislation for the area under
rights are obtained through a assessment covers the requirements under this
process that ensures that Free Prior indicator, but the risk assessment for indicators 1, 2,
Informed Consent (FPIC) is secured 3 and 4 confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible
before any activities are risk’;
commenced that may affect 2.  Applicable legislation for the area under

Indigenous Peoples’or local
communities’lands, territories, and

resources.

assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
requirements.

¢ Whenlaws are broken, cases are not efficiently
followed up on by relevant entities.
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e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

6 In case of ongoing land tenure or
management right disputes, these
are managed through a culturally
appropriate and transparent
process, agreed upon by the
affected parties.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements specified by
this indicator, but the risk assessment for indicators
1,2, 3 and 4 confirms a designation of ‘non-
negligible risk’;

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
requirements.

o Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

7 Legal requirements for land-use
and management planning are
complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

8 Legal requirements for
management and operational
activities are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
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9 Legal harvesting or production
requirements are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

10  Legal requirements related to the
disclosure of information are
complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

Taxes and fees

n Legal requirements for payment of
royalties, land/area taxes and fees
are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are oftenignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

12 Legalrequirements for payment of
value-added taxes and/or other
sales taxes are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

13 Legal requirements for payment of
corporate taxes are complied with,
including profit taxes.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
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14  Legal requirements for paymentof 1.

trade andyor export taxes and fees
are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

Corruption and/or document and data falsification

15  Legal requirements related to 1.

corruption, including bribery, fraud
and conflict of interest, are

complied with. 2.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

16 Al forms of bribery and corruption 1.

are avoided.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but the risk assessment for indicator 15
confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
requirements.

¢  Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.
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17

Data and document falsification do
notoccur.

1.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but the risk assessment for indicator 15
confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
requirements.

¢  Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e  Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

Management activities and environmental protection

18

Legal requirements relating to
management and harvesting
activities in forests, including
techniques and technology, are
complied with.

1.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

19

Development and maintenance of
buildings, infrastructure and
activities comply with applicable
codes and legal requirements.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

20

Development and maintenance of
buildings, infrastructure and
activities is done in a way that
minimises adverse impacts on
human health and the environment.

2.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but the risk assessment for indicator 19
confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of their implementation does not exist.
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e Evidence indicates systematic violation of
requirements.

e Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

21  legal requirements related to
biodiversity conservation,
protected sites, and the protection
of endemic, rare, threatened, or
endangered species and their
habitats are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

22  Introducing invasive species is
avoided, and already present
invasive species are controlled.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but the risk assessment for indicator 21
confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
requirements.

¢  Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.
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23  Legal requirements relating to the 1.
harvesting, collection, and trade of
CITES species are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;

2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
24 [egal requirements relating to 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
waste management are complied entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
with. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3.  Violations of identified laws are not followed up by

preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

25  The volume and negative impacts of 1.
waste from activities, including
production and processing, are
managed and minimised.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but the risk assessment for indicator 24
confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidence indicates systematic violation of
requirements.

o Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

26 Legal requirements on pollution are 1.
complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
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27  Pollution resulting from production, 1.
processing or other activities is
controlled and minimised.

3.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator but the risk assessment for indicator 26
confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
requirements.

¢ Whenlaws are broken, cases are not efficiently
followed up on by relevant entities.

o Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

e The applicable legislation for the area
contradicts indicator requirements;

Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

28 Legalrequirements for using and 1.
protecting surface and
groundwater are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

29  Waterresources are protected and 1.
used responsibly to ensure long-
term viability.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but the risk assessment for indicator 28
confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidence indicates systematic violation of
requirements.

o Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);
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Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

30 Legalrequirements related to soil
management are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

31 Physical, chemical and biological
attributes of the soil and overall soil
health is maintained or improved.
Negative impacts on soils are
managed and minimised.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but the risk assessment for indicator 30
confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of their implementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
requirements.

o Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

32  Forests and other natural
ecosystems are managed in a way
that maintains or enhances the
functions and services provided by
the ecosystem, including related
biodiversity and structural
complexity.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but the risk assessment for indicators 18,
21,23, 24, 26, 28 and 30 confirms a designation of
‘non-negligible risk’;

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
requirements.

e Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.
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e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

3. The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);
4. Evidenceindicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.
Health and safety
33  Legalrequirements related to 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
workplace health and safety are entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
complied with. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by

preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

34 Facilities and activities are safe and 1.
support worker’s health, and
workers have access to and use
appropriate Personal Protective

Equipment commensurate with the 2.

activities undertaken.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator but the risk assessment for indicator 33
confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
requirements.

¢  Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

35 Legalrequirements for the use and 1.
storage of chemicals are complied

with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
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3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

36 Theuse of chemicals is minimised, 1. Applicable legislation for the area under
and any application and storage of assessment covers the requirements under this
chemicals ensure the protection of indicator, but the risk assessment for indicator 35
human health and the minimisation confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
of environmental impacts. 2. Applicable legislation for the area under

assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

o Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidence indicates systematic violation of
requirements.

e Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

3. The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

4. Evidence indicates that requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

Human and labour rights

37  Human rights protected under 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
internal law, as enshrined in entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
national law, are complied with. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;

2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

38 Harvestor trade in products donot 1. The areais a source of conflict timber¥;
contribute to a violation of

7 The links between timber exploitation and conflict are essentially of two broad types:

First, revenues from the timber trade may be channeled towards activities that perpetuate conflict, such as the purchase of
weapons. Thus, ‘conflict timber’ is defined as ‘timber that has been traded at some point in the chain of custody by armed groups,
be they rebel factions or regular soldiers, or by a civilian administration involved in armed conflict or its representatives, either to
perpetuate conflict or take advantage of conflict situations for personal gain. Conflict timber is not necessarily illegal’ (Global
Witness 2002, cited in Le Billon 2003).

Second, the exploitation of timber may itself be a direct cause of conflict (Thomson and Kanaan 2003). This may be because of
disputes over, for example, ownership of forest resources, the distribution of benefits, local environmental degradation, or social
conflicts caused by immigration of timber workers. In some countries, especially when other sources of income are lacking, there
is little attempt to ensure that timber production is sustainable or socially responsible (Source: UNEP, Africa Environment Outlook:
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international human rights orisnot 2. Theareais covered by aUN security ban on
associated with armed conflicts. exporting timber;

3. Theareais coveredby any other international ban
on timber export;

4. Operatorsinthe area areinvolved in the supply or
trade of conflict timber (identified entities should
be specified whenever possible while maintaining
compliance with the law);

5. Individuals or entities in the forest sector are facing
UN sanctions.

39 Legalrequirements related tochild 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
labour and employment of young entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
workers are complied with. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;

2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

40 Child labouris not present,andthe 1. Applicable legislation for the area under

employment of young workers is assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
responsibly managed, including and Rights at Work, but the risk assessment for
related rights as specified in the ILO indicator 39 confirms a designation of ‘non-
Fundamental Principles and Rights negligible risk’;

at Work. 2. Applicable legislation for the area under

assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work, but any of the following are
true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
rights.

o Whenlabour laws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

¢  When labour laws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

3. Thereis substantial evidence of widespread
violation of the ILO Fundamental Principles and
Rights at Work;

4. The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

5. Evidenceindicates that labour rights against child
labour are not upheld.

https://www.unep.org/resources/report/africa-environment-outlook-2-our-environment-our-wealth). Such cases, however, are
assessed by other indicators covering requirements based on ILO provisions; thus, they are not in the scope of indicator 38.
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41  Legal requirements related to
modern slavery, including forced
and compulsory labour, are
complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

42  Modern slavery, including forced
and compulsory labour are not
used, promoted, or supported in any
way, including as specified in the
ILO Fundamental Principles and
Rights at Work.

1.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work, but the risk assessment for
indicator 41 confirms a designation of ‘non-
negligible risk’;

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work, but any of the following are
true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
rights.

o Whenlabour laws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

¢ When labour laws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

There is substantial evidence of widespread
violation of the ILO Fundamental Principles and
Rights at Work;

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that labour rights against
modern slavery, including forced and compulsory
labour are not upheld.

43  legal requirements related to the
Freedom of Association, the Right to
Organise and the Right to Collective
Bargaining are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

44  [abourrights related to the
Freedom of Association, the Right to
Organise and the Right to Collective

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work but the risk assessment for
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Bargaining are respected, including
as specified in the IL O Fundamental

Principles and Rights at Work. 2.

indicator 43 confirms a designation of ‘non-
negligible risk’;

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work, but any of the following are
true:

e Evidence of their implementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
rights.

e Whenlabourlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

o When labour laws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

There is substantial evidence of widespread
violation of the ILO Fundamental Principles and
Rights at Work;

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that labour rights related to the
Freedom of Association, the Right to Organise and
the Right to Collective Bargaining are not upheld.

45 [egal requirements related to the 1.
recruitment and employment of
workers are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;

2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
46 Legalrequirements related to the 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
contracts and working permits, and entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
requirements for competence relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
certifications and other training 2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
requirements are complied with. followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
47  Legal requirements related to 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
workers’wages and other entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
payments, such as social insurance relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
contributions and the payment of 2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
social and income taxes withheld by followed up on by the relevant entities;
the employer on behalf of the 3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by

worker, are complied with.

preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
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48 Legal requirements related to
working hours, overtime, rest time
and time off are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

49  Labour rights related to recruitment
and employment, contracts,
training, workers’ wages and other
payments, working hours, overtime,
rest time and time off are upheld,
including as specified in the ILO
Fundamental Principles and Rights
at Work are upheld.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work, but the risk assessment for
indicators 45, 46, 47, and 48 confirm a designation
of ‘non-negligible risk’;

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work, but any of the following are
true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
rights.

o Whenlabour laws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

¢  When labour laws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

There is substantial evidence of widespread
violation of the ILO Fundamental Principles and
Rights at Work;

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that labour rights related to
employment, working hours, overtime, rest time
and time off are not upheld.

50 Legalrequirements related to
discrimination against workers are
complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

51 There is no discrimination against
workers in processes related to
hiring, remuneration and access to

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work but the risk assessment for
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training, promotion, termination, or
retirement, including related rights

as specified in the IL O Fundamental

Principles and Rights at Work.

2.

indicator 50 confirms a designation of ‘non-
negligible risk’;

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work, but any of the following are
true:

e Evidence of their implementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
rights.

e Whenlabourlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

o When labour laws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

There is substantial evidence of widespread
violation of the ILO Fundamental Principles and
Rights at Work;

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that labour rights related to
discrimination against workers are not upheld.

52

Legal requirements related to
gender equality in the workplace
are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

53

Gender equality is protected
following best practices, including
ensuring availability of job
opportunities, equal remuneration
for work of equal value and
sufficient maternity and paternity
leave, and other related rights as
specified in the IL O Fundamental
Principles and Rights at Work.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work, but the risk assessment for
indicator 52 confirms a designation of ‘non-
negligible risk’;

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers all ILO Fundamental Principles
and Rights at Work, but any of the following are
true:

e Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidenceindicates systematic violation of
rights.

e  Whenlabour laws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.
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e Whenlabourlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

There is substantial evidence of widespread
violation of the ILO Fundamental Principles and
Rights at Work;

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that labour rights related to
gender equality are not upheld.

54 Legal requirements for employer-
provided worker accommodation
are complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

Third parties’ rights

55 Legal requirements related to: i) the
rights of Indigenous Peoples and ii)
The principles of FPIC, including as
setoutin the UN Declaration on the
Rights of Indigenous Peoples are
complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

56 The rights of Indigenous Peoples
are respected and upheld,
following principles of FPIC.

The presence of Indigenous Peoples is confirmed or
likely within the area. The applicable legislation for
the area under assessment covers ILO provisions
governing the identification and rights of
Indigenous Peoples,® but the risk assessment for
indicator 55 confirms a designation of ‘non-
negligible risk’;

The presence of Indigenous Peoples is confirmed or
likely within the area. The applicable legislation for
the area under assessment covers the United
Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous
Peoples® (UNDRIP) but the risk assessment for
indicator 55 confirms a designation of 'non-
negligible risk’;

38 International Labour Organization Convention No. 169

39 United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples
(http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/unpfii/documents/DRIPS _en.pdf).
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3. The presence of Indigenous Peoples is confirmed or
likely within the area. The applicable legislation for
the area under assessment contradicts indicator
requirement(s);

4.  Substantial evidence of the widespread violation
of Indigenous Peoples’ rights exists;

5. Indigenous Peoples are not aware of their rights;

6. Thereis evidence of conflict(s) of substantial
magnitude’® pertaining to the rights of Indigenous
Peoples. Laws and regulations or other legally
established processes do not exist that serve the
resolution of conflicts in the area concerned, or,
such processes exist but are not recognized by
affected stakeholders as being fair and equitable.

NOTE: Processes for a resolution of conflicts
pertaining to use rights, cultural interests or
traditional cultural identity should provide means
forrecourse. They should also be free from
overwhelming structural imbalances or inherent
unfairness, should be acceptable to affected
parties, and give affected parties a means to
resolve any conflicts of substantial magnitude.
Rights may be defined by international structures
(e.g., the UN) and local legal structures.

57 legalrequirements related to:i)the 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all

rights of Traditional Peoples and i) entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by

The principles of FPIC, including as relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
setoutin the UN Declaration onthe 2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
Rights of Indigenous Peoples are followed up on by the relevant entities;

complied with. 3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by

preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

40 For the purpose of indicator 56, a conflict of substantial magnitude is a conflict which involves one or more of the following:
a) Gross violation of the legal or customary rights of Indigenous Peoples;
b) Significant negative impact(s) that are irreversible or that cannot be mitigated;
c) A significant number of instances of physical violence against Indigenous Peoples;
d) A significant number of instances involving the destruction of property;
e) The presence of military bodies;
f)  Systematic acts of intimidation against Indigenous Peoples.

Guidance:

In the identification of conflicts of substantial magnitude, one must also be aware of possible parallel activities of sectors other
than the forest sector which can also impact the rights of Indigenous Peoples, and that the impacts of these activities can be
cumulative This cumulative impact can in turn lead to a ‘gross violation of Indigenous Peoples’ rights’ or ‘irreversible
consequences’, but the extent of the contribution of forest management operations to those impacts needs to be assessed.

The substance and magnitude of conflicts shall be determined through the risk assessment process according to national/regional
conditions. The risk assessment shall provide definition of such conflicts.
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58 Therights of Traditional Peoples are 1.  The presence of Traditional Peoples is confirmed or
respected and upheld, following likely within the area. The applicable legislation for
principles of FPIC. the area under assessment covers ILO provisions

governing the identification and rights of
Traditional Peoples,* but the risk assessment for
indicator 57 confirms a designation of 'non-
negligible risk’;

2. The presence of Traditional Peoples is confirmed or
likely within the area. The applicable legislation for
the area under assessment contradicts indicator
requirement(s);

3.  Substantial evidence of the widespread violation
of Traditional Peoples’ rights exists;

4. Traditional Peoples are not aware of their rights;

5. Thereis evidence of conflict(s) of substantial
magnitude pertaining to the rights of Traditional
Peoples. Laws and regulations or other legally
established processes do not exist that serve the
resolution of conflicts in the area concerned, or,
such processes exist but are not recognized by
affected stakeholders as being fair and equitable.

NOTE: Processes for aresolution of conflicts
pertaining to use rights, cultural interests or
traditional cultural identity should provide means
forrecourse. They should also be free from
overwhelming structural imbalances or inherent
unfairness, should be acceptable to affected
parties, and give affected parties a means to
resolve any conflicts of substantial magnitude.
Rights may be defined by international structures
(e.g., the UN) and local legal structures.

59 Legally recognised customary and 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
community rights are identified and entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
respected. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;

41 International Labour Organization Convention No. 169
42 For the purpose of indicator 58, a conflict of substantial magnitude is a conflict which involves one or more of the following:

a) Gross violation of the legal or customary rights of Traditional Peoples;

b) Significant negative impact(s) that are irreversible or that cannot be mitigated;

c) A significant number of instances of physical violence against Traditional Peoples;

d) A significant number of instances involving the destruction of property;

e) The presence of military bodies;

f)  Systematic acts of intimidation against Traditional Peoples.
Guidance:
In the identification of conflicts of substantial magnitude, one must also be aware of possible parallel activities of sectors other
than the forest sector which can also impact the rights of Traditional Peoples, and that the impacts of these activities can be
cumulative This cumulative impact can in turn lead to a ‘gross violation of Traditional Peoples’ rights’ or ‘irreversible consequences’,
but the extent of the contribution of forest management operations to those impacts needs to be assessed.
The substance and magnitude of conflicts shall be determined through the risk assessment process according to national/regional
conditions. The risk assessment shall provide definition of such conflicts.

Page 67 of 102 FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework


https://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLEXPUB:55:0::NO::P55_TYPE,P55_LANG,P55_DOCUMENT,P55_NODE:REV,en,C169,/Document

Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

60  Therights of local communities are 1.
respected and upheld.

The presence of local communities is confirmed or
likely within the area. The applicable legislation for
the area under assessment covers ILO provisions
governing the identification and rights of locall
communities, but the risk assessment for indicator
59 confirms a designation of 'non-negligible risk’;
The presence of local communities is confirmed or
likely within the area. The applicable legislation for
the area under assessment contradicts indicator
requirement(s);

Local communities are not aware of their rights;
Evidence indicates that the rights of local
communities are not upheld.

61  Interaction with Indigenous Peoples, 1.
Traditional Peoples and local
communities is conducted in a
respectful and culturally
appropriate manner.

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but the risk assessment for indicator 55,
57, and 59 confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible
risk’;

Applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers the requirements under this
indicator, but any of the following are true:

o Evidence of theirimplementation does not exist.

e Evidence indicates systematic violation of
requirements.

o Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

e Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

The applicable legislation for the area contradicts
indicator requirement(s);

Evidence indicates that the requirements under this
indicator are not upheld.

Trade and transport

62  legal requirements related to the 1.
trade and transport of products are
complied with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
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2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
63  Legal requirements related to 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
applicable trade restrictions and entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
sanctions are complied with. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
64 Legal requirements related to the 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
classification of products are entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
complied with. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
65 Legal requirements related to the 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
export and/or import of products entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
are complied with. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
66 Legal requirements relating to 1. Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
offshore trading and transfer entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
pricing are complied with. relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
2. Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;
3. Violations of identified laws are not followed up by

preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.

Due diligence/due care

67 Legal requirements relating to due 1.

diligence or due care are complied
with.

Identified laws are not consistently upheld by all
entities, are often ignored, are not enforced by
relevant authorities, or any combination thereof;
Violations of identified laws are not efficiently
followed up on by the relevant entities;

Violations of identified laws are not followed up by
preventive actions taken by the relevant entities.
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Conversion and forest degradation

68

There is no conversion from forest to

agriculture since 31 December 2020.

The applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers laws that prevent conversion,
but the risk assessment for relevant indicators on
legal compliance confirms a designation of ‘non-
negligible risk’;

Evidence indicates that conversion from forest to
agriculture is occurring.

69

There is no forest degradation since
31December 2020.

The degradation of forests since 31December 2020
is more than 0.02% on average per year;

The applicable legislation for the area under
assessment covers laws that prevent forest
degradation, but the risk assessment for relevant
indicators on legal compliance confirms a
designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;

Evidence indicates that forest degradationis
occurring on a widespread or systematic basis.

High Conservation Values (HCV)

70  Concentrations of biological Available data are not sufficient for determining
diversity including endemic species, HCV presence within the area under assessment;
and rare, threatened, or Available data are not sufficient for an assessment
endangered species that are of the threats to HCVs caused by management
significant at global, regional or activities.
national levels are identified and HCV lis identified, or its occurrence s likely in the
protected, maintained or enhanced area under assessment and is threatened by
(HCVI). management activities.

71 Intact forest landscapes and large Available data are not sufficient for determining
landscape-level ecosystems and HCV presence within the area under assessment;
ecosystem mosaics that are Available data are not sufficient for an assessment
significant at global, regional, or of the threats to HCVs caused by management
national levels, and which contain activities.
viable populations of the great HCV 2 isidentified, or its occurrence is likely in the
majority of the naturally-occurring area under assessment and is threatened by
species in natural patterns of management activities.
distribution and abundance, are
identified and protected,
maintained or enhanced (HCV2).

72 Rare, threatened, or endangered Available data are not sufficient for determining

ecosystems, habitats or refugia are

HCV presence within the area under assessment;
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identified and protected,
maintained, or enhanced (HCV3),

Available data are not sufficient for an assessment
of the threats to HCVs caused by management
activities.

HCV 3isidentified, orits occurrence is likely in the
area under assessment and is threatened by
management activities.

73  Basic ecosystem services in critical
situations, including the protection
of water catchments and control of
erosion of vulnerable soils and
slopes, are identified and protected
(HCV4).

Available data are not sufficient for determining
HCV presence within the area under assessment;
Available data are not sufficient for an assessment
of the threats to HCVs caused by management
activities.

HCV 4 isidentified, or its occurrence is likely in the
area under assessment and is threatened by
management activities.

74  Sites and resources fundamental for
satisfying the basic needs of local
communities or Indigenous Peoples
are identified and protected (HCV5).

Available data are not sufficient for determining
HCV presence within the area under assessment;
Available data are not sufficient for an assessment
of the threats to HCVs caused by management
activities.

HCV 5isidentified, or its occurrence is likely in the
area under assessment and is threatened by
management activities.

75  Sites, resources, habitats, and
landscapes of global or national
cultural, archaeological, or
historical significance, andy/or of
critical cultural, ecological,
economic or religious/sacred
importance for the traditional
cultures of local communities or
Indigenous Peoples are identified
and protected (HCV).

Available data are not sufficient for determining
HCV presence within the area under assessment;
Available data are not sufficient for an assessment
of the threats to HCVs caused by management
activities.

HCV éisidentified, or its occurrence is likely in the
area under assessment and is threatened by
management activities.

Genetically modified organisms (GMO)
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76 Thereisnocommercialuseof GMO 1.  GMO (trees) useis legal, according to applicable
(trees). legislation of the area under assessment;

2. GMO (trees) useisillegal according to applicable
legislation of the area under assessment, but any of
the following are true:

3. Evidence of the implementation of the ban does
not exist.

e Evidenceindicates a systematic violation of the
ban.

o Whenlaws are broken, cases are not
efficiently followed up on by relevant entities.

¢ Whenlaws are broken, causes are not
addressed through the implementation of
preventive actions by relevant entities.

4. Thereis evidence of commercial use of GMO (tree)
species.
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43 The links between timber exploitation and conflict are essentially of two broad types:
First, revenues from the timber trade may be channeled towards activities that perpetuate conflict, such as the purchase of
weapons. Thus, ‘conflict timber’ is defined as ‘timber that has been traded at some point in the chain of custody by armed groups,
be they rebel factions or regular soldiers, or by a civilian administration involved in armed conflict or its representatives, either to
perpetuate conflict or take advantage of conflict situations for personal gain. Conflict timber is not necessarily illegal’ (Global
Witness 2002, cited in Le Billon 2003).

Second, the exploitation of timber may itself be a direct cause of conflict (Thomson and Kanaan 2003). This may be because of
disputes over, for example, ownership of forest resources, the distribution of benefits, local environmental degradation, or social
conflicts caused by immigration of timber workers. In some countries, especially when other sources of income are lacking, there
is little attempt to ensure that timber production is sustainable or socially responsible (Source: UNEP, Africa Environment Outlook:
https://www.unep.org/resources/report/africa-environment-outlook-2-our-environment-our-wealth). Such cases, however, are

assessed by other indicators covering requirements based on ILO provisions; thus, they are not in the scope of indicator 38.

Page 80 of 102

FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework


https://www.unep.org/resources/report/africa-environment-outlook-2-our-environment-our-wealth

o

AUESERW], SO B 55 SR B 13 21459 .

N BTG CIRREG TAREFER,
EL 7% 0 P 77 5 -

w N

L THAE AR B R RIPTA SER I — B0, &
HERRA, BARAARARNIT, Bl E
BRIE ORI H A

FHORSAR B A ARt C & B 147 9

FHR SEAREAT R & B AT R BB 1T 30 -

42 PUUFI T JEIEESEIFHC
KR, ClF7HAFIHER T ), QAR
F LA (LRI R IR
FI) HIHGEHT o

L TP L e 57 T AR B
AHEA AR, (EXF AR 41 1 XU PPAS A
TN B AR 6 5 5

DIt P A 1 3 Y S350 i 57 LA 2T S A S

AN TARBCR, E RN AR A — T 1 -

BTSRRI EAE 2] 1 Kt

EHE R YIBRAE 2 R SR

BRI ENEN, AR SRSEARTEIRAT R S A

2955 B S, ARSI A e S T

TR R -

AREUEERY, 55 THLWE TR A HEA SR R

HE )2 R

X E ] AR S F AR BEORAN T )i 5

AUETERY],  Bou BUAIUSL B4 s a8 A i 57 30 (157

TR RILED

43 T GLH A HRRPIEL RS
A KHNIAFEL

w N

L THAE RE R BCA R 2T SR — B, &
HERRA, BARAARARNIT, Bl E
AREOLHETH 5

FH RSV A Rt A B 74T 5

FR AR B CE R IEAT Sy R BRI 473) -

44 BHEGLH . HRRPIEL RS
BTN T LAY, 5T LHHR
(_L1EF RIS RN F e
HIEFY -

L TPl S FH L o TR 57 TSR
PR TAERCA, (HX AR 43 BB PP ARIA T
AN R BRI RS (4 5 5

DA T AT 0 28 SR IR 5 57 TS S SR

ANTAEROM, B RA N AR A — T2 16 A

BA SRR AT T 5Lt

UEHE R IBAE 2 R LRI

I ENERT, AR IGSEAR TR AT RER A ST
295 BRSO, IR SR AT T L St
TR R o

A REUEEERY, 557 THLVWE T AR A A SR R
HE R 2 H R

2 X BE R S FE AR EORAR T ) 5

Page 81 of 102 FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework



o

UEERY], 5S4t EH. HIUBOREAR BRI
75 LR R 2487

45

17 G- GITGRE I LN 2R EE
Ko

w N

L TR R BCA R BT SR 1 — SO0, &
HRBAL, BCARREARARMIT, BhEl b
RTEOLHETH 5

FH RSV A ARt LA W 74T 5

SR SEARBAT N C B I EIEAT Jy R IR 473) -

46

GG G AR Al R R 2R
K BET BRI 15 ) HEK

w N

L TR RV BCA R 2T SR 1 — SO0, &
HRBAL, BCARREARARMAIT, BHhEl b
RTEOLHETH 5

FH R SEAR VA A ARt LA W R 74T 5

H RSB N & B IEAT Sy R BRI 47 30 -

47

18T LN LF R FKATE
FEZR, Wit SRR E T 1
AACHIHI AP Pl

L THAE RE A BCA R RIPTA SER I — B, &
HRRA, BARAARARNIT, Bl E
ARIE ORI H A

FHORSAR B A Rt C & B 147 9

RSB & BB IEAT Sy R BRI 473) -

48

TG LT IE] S 2 AR ET AT
NS e

o

FITif R RS FEBCA S 2P SSR I — B0, @H )
BAL, BAREARAFREHAT, BB RO
fEMTH G

FHORSAR B A ARt C & B 147 9
FHIRSEAREAT R A& B AT R BB 1T 30

49

LD GITRERF . &AL 2 L
N LZ AR LR 2
KBTI RIAR TR 77 50K
F, CIE T L RIELRSZIY F HE T
Ao

1 BTV AT 3 FH SR R Y A AR R BT
HHEARJEMFBF], (HXTFEPs 45, 46, 47 1 48
(R RS PP A A T AN AT A0 B4 KU A 96 5

PEAL BT 5 AT 38 FH 37300 56 55 T 4L 2L AT AR SR )

FTAERCR], B LA R ATAA— T2 1R A 1

BOAIESER I EAE 2] T 5L

IEHE R YIBAE 2 R SR

MR ITENER, MR SR TC AT RO R AT
295 BRSO IR SR AT I L St
TR R A o
AREUEEERY], 55 TAHE T A A A SR R
AE R 2 H R

T DI H R S FR AR EOR AN ) 5

UEHERMY, Sk, TAERE. B, ARSI AT
AT K57 AN 13 R 4E 97

Page 82 of 102

FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework



50  EF GBI LAMKATLEZER

w N

1 TR RV BCA R 2T SR 1 — SO0, &
HRBAL, BCARREARARMIT, BHhEl b
ARTEOLHETH 5

FH RSV A ARt LA W 74T 5

SR SEARBAT N C B IR IEAT Jy R IR 472) -

51 #LEH FWHIZEE HT
WEEZE KNG KIS, CI7
T LN (LRI ARSI R
FI) HHGEHIHRFN T, AR
LA AT -

L TP S P Sk o 1 Pro7 TR TAR
BT S AR ATEUM], (E484R 50 19 XS 1Al
A T AT AL XU 48 E 5

DA T AT i Y SZI208A o 57 T 2T S A TR )

AN TAEBCR, H PAN AR A — T I8 -

o BHIEHEERMIEASE] 1 5L

o IEREERUIBAEDR RLHRIC.

o HERITEIEN, MRSRTCIEA ORISR .

o USTENENCE R, MO SRS I8 I S TR
AT BRI A -

AREUEI R, 57 TR TAR RS 5 AL

ME 2B R

X3 AR S TR EERAN T )

AR, 5B R 57 SR BUA 75 214

.

52 GLTEGHHER FEHKH) AR ER
7R 2T

w N

L TR RVE A BCA R 2T SR 1 — SO0, &
HRBAL, BCARREARARMIT, BHhEl b
AREOLHETH A

FH RSV A ARt A W 74T 5

FHR SEAR AT O B AT DR U 1T 30

53 IR EBIERY TR TS, G150
RIEHELTEPL S [l LA FLE %119
AT PR ST THAR (LAF
FHIFELRSZIYFIFY ) F R HI A
ViES e

L TPl S LI 6 57 T AR P
A FEATFIWAIRHM, AEXSFahR 52 F RS PEAL A A
T AN ] B AR 48 RE 5

DI P AT 0 2 ST IR I 5 57 AL S SR

AN TAEBCR, H PAN AR f]— T I8 -

BOHIESRR YT EA IS 2 1 St -

R R IBAE 2 R SR A0

R ITENERT, MR SR TC AT RO SR AT

255 BRSO, IR SR AT I8 L St

AT BRI o

AREAEYERE, 57 TAHZUE AR A 34 J5 )AL

HME R 2B

X 3G AR S TR RN ) 5

AUESERW], S5BT8540 52 157 ShBUR A 15 214

.

Page 83 of 102 FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework



54  FFEET IR TITITHIEFRL, L FTHAE RE B R R SR — B, &
HERRA, BARAARARNIT, Bl E
AR OLETH G
2. MIRSHRERA A REREE C B W HEIEAT N,
3. AHSRSEARBCA X O A I IEAT AR B AT 30 .

=TT
55  FFE LT LIHREEER DL ENR L THAE RE B R R SR — B, &
HITF: CFPIC JRIY, @77 (Ba HERRA, DA/ RARNIT, Bl b
[ 4 FNERFIE 5D THENTIR AREOLHETH 5
VUE 2. MRSHRBRA AR BE O AW RS IEAT N,

3. MSRSHRERA X C B M R IEAT R 1T 30 .

56  #EE FPIC JRIY, BEHEFIYEY1-FN 1 ZH XN BT BEAAAE 135 N o VA I80E FH 1
FEHIFY s SRR 5 TAH AT 3 N RS AR A
€, *“buttherisk assessment for indicator 55
confirms a designation of ‘non-negligible risk’;
2. ZHWXHRIA B AT REAETE 3 N VAN BT ERE 1
Sk (BCA E L E NRBCFIEF ) * (UNDRIP)
but the risk assessment for indicator

3. ZMIXHIASATREAFAE 35 N PR QU A & VA

Eiebr BRI 5

4. fFAE]TZARIB A3 N RBUR K AR

5. LFENRAT MEAATHIRH;

6. FUEERFAAFAEE K % pertaining to the rights
of

TEAR GRS AE B SO 2 B A% 58 S0 S A R K o
RIFEF R B R T B EAE M B M)
SR R AT B A AR, NAZON R ) & T Tk

44 |nternational Labour Organization Convention No. 169
45 United Nations Declaration on the Rights of Indigenous Peoples
(http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/unpfii/documents/DRIPS_en.pdf).
46 For the purpose of indicator 56, a conflict of substantial magnitude is a conflict which involves one or more of the following:
g) Gross violation of the legal or customary rights of Indigenous Peoples;
h) Significant negative impact(s) that are irreversible or that cannot be mitigated;
i) A significant number of instances of physical violence against Indigenous Peoples;
j) A significant number of instances involving the destruction of property;
k) The presence of military bodies;
I)  Systematic acts of intimidation against Indigenous Peoples.

Guidance:

In the identification of conflicts of substantial magnitude, one must also be aware of possible parallel activities of sectors other
than the forest sector which can also impact the rights of Indigenous Peoples, and that the impacts of these activities can be
cumulative This cumulative impact can in turn lead to a ‘gross violation of Indigenous Peoples’ rights’ or ‘irreversible
consequences’, but the extent of the contribution of forest management operations to those impacts needs to be assessed.

The substance and magnitude of conflicts shall be determined through the risk assessment process according to national/regional
conditions. The risk assessment shall provide definition of such conflicts.

Page 84 of 102 FSC-PRO-60-006b Risk Assessment Framework


https://www.ilo.org/dyn/normlex/en/f?p=NORMLEXPUB:55:0::NO::P55_TYPE,P55_LANG,P55_DOCUMENT,P55_NODE:REV,en,C169,/Document
http://www.un.org/esa/socdev/unpfii/documents/DRIPS_en.pdf

5, FFONSEFEMAR) S T3 SR B AT AT LR R R T
B BURIAT DL [ BRaLae) CAnisea D A0 2 kAL

FRT 5 -
57 HELUT G IHHNERRER OEG R L FTHAE AR B R R SR — B, &
HITF: CFPIC IR, @77 (Ba HERRA, BARAARARNIT, Bl b
[ 4 FNERFIE 5D FHENTIR R OLETH G
VUE 2. MIERSHRERA A AR C E W HEIEAT N,

FR AR B CB I EIEAT Sy R BRI 473) -

w

58 WG FPIC HITEI, 154 FCIEHIK 1 ZM XA T BB AEAR R R . PRAN SidekiE
F 13 2 B FILED (R SLIF0R 55 57 T4 2R 56 T-4% 40 RO 1 B 4 FAIAUR
FIFLE, 7 but the risk assessment for indicator
2. ZHLIXHRINB T BEAFEAR G R . VA ATk )3 A V2
B IRARERAET G
3. HREIERFLZE NRIBRE ) 12298,
FE R RIBEAS T fift B SRR
5. HIUEHERFFAEE KR “ pertaining to the rights

of

VEMR R SRR ST 28 8% G S04k B3 A R K o
RIFEF MR LB R TB . BATENAZ A MR
LR R E S AT, NAZ NSRG4 i
5, ISR T PR B AR AT B R R T
Bre BURIAT DL [ Bl CAnise D A0 2 kAL
PR TSE o

>

59 JETEUAETH) AT BRI XA 72 5 A L FTHAE RE R BCA R R SR — B0, &

FIEHE, HERRA, BARAARARNIT, Bl b
R OLETH G

2. MIERSHRERA A REREE C B WA IEAT N,
3. AASRSEARBCA X A I IEAT AR B AT 30 .

47 International Labour Organization Convention No. 169
48 For the purpose of indicator 58, a conflict of substantial magnitude is a conflict which involves one or more of the following:

g) Gross violation of the legal or customary rights of Traditional Peoples;

h) Significant negative impact(s) that are irreversible or that cannot be mitigated;

i) A significant number of instances of physical violence against Traditional Peoples;

j) A significant number of instances involving the destruction of property;

k) The presence of military bodies;

I)  Systematic acts of intimidation against Traditional Peoples.
Guidance:
In the identification of conflicts of substantial magnitude, one must also be aware of possible parallel activities of sectors other
than the forest sector which can also impact the rights of Traditional Peoples, and that the impacts of these activities can be
cumulative This cumulative impact can in turn lead to a ‘gross violation of Traditional Peoples’ rights’ or ‘irreversible consequences’,
but the extent of the contribution of forest management operations to those impacts needs to be assessed.
The substance and magnitude of conflicts shall be determined through the risk assessment process according to national/regional
conditions. The risk assessment shall provide definition of such conflicts.
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Table 2. Indicators that could potentially be added to the common set of indicators. (X FE#E WILFE
)

NOTE: This table is presented only for information and is under development regarding other indicators
not applicable for FSC certification, which is being discussed by the organizations participating in the
Risk Information Alliance for cross-scheme risk assessments.

No. Indicator

Legal rights to land use and management

1 Land areas under management are protected from illegal encroachment by third parties

Management activities

2 Where applicable, buildings, infrastructure and activities ensure appropriate access and
accessibility features.

3 Legal requirements relating to activities in non-forest areas, including Other Natural
Ecosystems, are complied with.

Human and labour rights

4 Significant past human rights violations caused by the organisation are remediated.

5 Withholding of salary, benefits, documents or property is not used in ways to restrict workers’
freedom.

6 Workers have the right to leave the workplace after completing their workday.

7 Workers are free to terminate their employment provided they give their employer reasonable
notice.

8 Responsibilities towards workers are not avoided by hiring de facto permanent, long-term,
full-time workers under seasonal or temporary contracts.

9 Where migrant workers are hired, the following are ensured: a) The employment of migrant
workers follows legal requirements. b) Migrant workers are legally authorised to enter, stay
and engage in a remunerated activity in the area/country. c) Migrant workers and their
families are free to travel and leave the area/country without restrictions, except those
defined by law.

10  Migrant workers are ensured equal opportunities and no less favourable treatment than local
workers.

1 Accommodation is offered to workers if no affordable or safe accommodation is otherwise
available, especially in remote locations where commuting is not a viable option or where
workers are expected to stay within the premises for an extended period.

12 /fworkers pay for employer-provided accommodation, the cost of accommodation is
proportional to the pay and comparable to similar accommodation in the area/industry.

13 Employer-provided accommodation is safe and hygienic.

14 Where workers and their families live in employer-provided accommodation, the employer
ensures access to medical, educational, and social services.
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Third parties’ rights

15 Reasonable opportunities for employment, training and other services are available to
communities.

16 Cultures are respected and valued, and negative impacts on local culture are minimised.

17 Local practices, properties, sites and traditions of historical, archaeological, land
management, cultural and spiritual significance are protected,

18  Historical and archaeological artifacts are not sold, traded or displayed except as permitted
by local and international law.

19  Theimpacts of activities on Indigenous Peoples, Traditional Peoples and local communities are

identified, and adverse effects are avoided.

Trade and transport

20 Payments are agreed upon and made in a timely manner and receipts specifying price,
quantity/volume/weight, qualities, deductions and amount paid are given.
21 Contracts with suppliers and/or buyers have clear terms, are fair and transparent, have an

agreed upon timeframe and are not changed or cancelled unilaterally.

Conversion and forest degradation

22 The use of natural resources ensures long-term productivity and resource yield.

23 /fclear-cuts are used for forest management, the size of clear-cuts is minimised to be
ecologically appropriate for the forest ecosystem, type and biome.

24  Firerisk is controlled, and fire is only used for land preparation where environmental and social

benefits are demonstrated.

Quality of customers’ and visitors’ experience

25  Facilities are kept in working order, and are clean and safe for customers and visitors.
26  Facilities are appropriate for the activities of customers and visitors.
27  Communication with customers and visitors is accurate and reliable and promotes responsible

visits and interactions.

Animal health and welfare

28 Legal requirements relating to animal health, welfare, medication, transport and traceability
are complied with

29  Animals are fed to satisfy nutritional needs and ensure good health.

30 Animals can access environments that allow them to move freely and exhibit natural
behaviour.

31 Animals have continuous access to fresh and clean water that is sufficient to eliminate
competition between animals.

32  Measures (such as vaccination and hygiene) are taken to prevent diseases while minimising

risks of antimicrobial resistance as well as pain and injury to the animals.
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33 Housing, pens and handling facilities have space, ventilation, lighting and drainage, and are
safe, minimising the risk of diseases, injury and stress to the animals, and are adjusted to
climatic zone conditions.

34  Transportation of animals considers the animals’size, climatic conditions and need for water
and food (in case of long-distance transportation), minimising animal stress.

35  Animal handling is done by workers with experience and competence in animal welfare.

Climate change impacts

36  Significant greenhouse gas emission sources are identified, considering management
practices, land use change, livestock, energy, sourcing and use of materials.

37  Animal feed shall be from sources that do not contribute to deforestation.

38 [fthereis arisk that sourcing activities may cause significant indirect land use change through
conversion or destruction of forests or natural ecosystems elsewhere, steps are taken to
mitigate such risk.

39  Efforts are taken to reduce the emission of greenhouse gases resulting from activities, meeting,
at minimum, the industry sector’s best practices and considering the best available technology.

40 The amount of soil carbon is maintained or increased.

41 [/fapplicable, national and/or international requlations concerning emission reduction targets
for relevant climate change factors and actions are complied with.

42  The critical risks for the operation resulting or potentially resulting from climate change are
/dentified.

43  Measures for climate change adaptation are implemented for high-risk areas and are
proportionate to the scale of the operations and anticipated social, economic and
environmental impacts.

44  Bestbusiness practices to ensure GHG removals based on land use and land management
practices and carbon stocks to promote positive climate requlation over time are
implemented.

45  /fimplemented, ecosystem restoration efforts aim to both regain the ecological functionality of

the reference ecosystem and enhance human well-being while considering the area's
changing environmental, social and economic conditions.

R H T REASINEE A 447 P 4R

NOTE: This table is presented only for information and is under development regarding other indicators
not applicable for FSC certification, which is being discussed by the organizations participating in the
Risk Information Alliance for cross-scheme risk assessments.

HWRNESE, EENAEM T FSCIMERIARIBRETIT R, S 5BTHRIRE LXK E S BE
FIZ R IEZERT AT TR o
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ANNEX 1: STAKEHOLDER GROUPS TO BE CONSULTED IN THE RISK
ASSESSMENT PROCESS

BEEAF: 1 PRURS: DAl R 7 AR 8 (14 ) e AH O T [

Stakeholders representing the interests listed below shall be identified and notified during the process
of the development of risk assessments. Each group specified may be represented by an unlimited
number of representatives. The list is not comprehensive, and any other stakeholder groups relevant
for arisk assessment under national/regional conditions shall be identified and notified (see Clause 5.2
under section ‘Process requirements for developing and revising risk assessments’).

FETTJ MBS PP A R RE r, NOAf 8 B FIAER N A 2 ORI ZR A R T o B e e REAAR AT I ASBR AN BUARER
R AZFNRIFAAT, IR 2 I R0 5 [ 5 /30 DX AT R OB DAl A S B A Ar] AR A 2 AH 57 [ 4
(Z W EAMELT KU VPG AR 2R R A3 5.2 26

1. Economicinterests
LGN
e Forest owners and/or managers of large, medium and small forests; high-, medium-, and low-
intensity managed forests;
o R . PNEURMBOBRATA Z A/ BEEHE . &L By R E EARA,
e Tenure and userights holders, including landowners;

o RABUERIARATE, Wi LA &

e Forest contractors (including loggers);

o FMABR (EIEEARTA) ;

e Representatives of forest workers and forest industries;

o M AFIRL AR ;

e Certificate holders relevant for the organizations participating in the Risk Information Alliance.

o 525X BB KHL M RAIERFE N.

2. Socialinterests
o Hl s

¢ NGOsinvolved or with aninterest in social aspects of forest management and other related
operations;

o 2 5RO AN HARAE 5V 55 IR 4R 23 T THI BN G BRI R BURF 221

e Forest workers;

o LT

¢ International, national and local trade/labour unions;

o [EPr. BT H G/ Lo

e Representatives of local communities involved in or possessing aninterest in forest management,
including those relevant for HCVs 5 and é;

o 5 5 FHEH AR BB R ) G Ak X A0, 455 HCV5S fl HCV6 A=A E
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e Representatives of Indigenous Peoples and/or Traditional Peoples (if present and/or holding rights),
including those relevant for HCVs 5 and é;

o ENRM/ELEENRINAE RAAEM/SIHARFD , fFES HCV5 Rl HCV 6 AR HIRE:

e Representatives of recreation interests.

o TRIA I,

3. Environmentalinterests
RS 7

e NGOsinvolvedin or possessing aninterest in the environmental aspects of forest management.
Consultation should target the following areas of interest and expertise:

o SRR HEIAEE T BN I BOGER AEBUF ZH 2. AR REET X BLR YR AT Ml Ak

e Biological diversity;

o WM

o Water and soil;

o 7J‘(j:;

e High Conservation Values related to the environment;

o SR A SR A

e Local communities and Indigenous Peoples’ representatives.

o ALK AL E NRMAK.

4. FSC-accredited certification bodies active in the country
TEERAE1Z E 1) FSC A AT A EH L

5. Local development projects.

H TR R .

6. Government and enforcement agencies.

BURFFGERLA o

7. Experts, as specified in Clause 3.7 of the section ‘Requirements for the content of risk
assessments’.

“ RS Pl N A L3R5 56 3.7 2P EE L K

8. Researchinstitutions and universities.

W TN AR

9. National and regional offices of the organizations participating in the Risk Information Alliance.

Z 5 X K5 S L2 [ M X S 4k o
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ANNEX 2: EXAMPLES OF RISK ASSESSMENT CONSIDERING
GEOPOLITICAL AND FUNCTIONAL SCALES

B 2:% RE M 2R IR AN RE AR (A7 KRS DA 7 451
EXAMPLE 1.

%11

Background information:

BR8:

The country is divided into 4 provinces, each of which have different provincial laws. The applicable
legislation for each province has been identified. Assessment of the enforcement of laws shows that
laws are upheld in Provinces I, I and IV however in Province I, which has a high population density,
there is data indicating significant problems pertaining to the theft of wood. however in Province lll,
which has a high population density, there is data indicating significant problems.

ZEDFy 4 TE TG IENANEGRENE . T EE I LIECEGE . XL IG I TG, %
TR — FH BV GFRLEY, HAEN E R FE =1, AL S il AR TR E A ]

=i

E.g.. Province |
Different governance

: ! E.g., Province IV
regulations for province

Different governance

E.g., Province il
Different governance
regulations for province
& high population
: density — significant
E.g.. Province ll problem of theft of
Different governance wood from forest
regulations for province

B Negiigible Risk’

I ‘Non-negligible Risk’

Figure 2. Designation of risks considering geopolitical scale.

Bl —. FEMEBUAREK XS E .

Risk mitigation:
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B EEFE:
Area LIl

—X.

Examples of mitigation measures for ‘non-negligible risk:

TR K 2 FE T o -

Sourcing wood from legally established forest management enterprises.

MG ILSHAL I RRARELE B ARG AR -

Examples of verifiers:

I 1iEA 7 -

Supplier documentation confirms legal rights to harvest in the MU.

PERL ] AT A A B PR RS T 1 21 ) o

Exclusion of suppliers that do not provide evidence of legal rights to harvest.

TR A FE LG 2R 1 P 2

EXAMPLE 2.

1 2

Background information:
HRIGE:

This example is based on the country discussed in Example 1 above. Investigation and data analysis
shows that social issues are dealt with differently in different provinces, so scale was determined
based on administrative divisions.

U PIFET LD P) T 0T iEHI I 5C . I 2 FIE A B2 ], A8 0 B 7 2 80 77 FAN e AT
PR IR 1T X G5 E Y o

Within Province I, there is no confirmed or likely presence of Indigenous and/or Traditional Peoples.
This area has been assessed as negligible risk' In Provinces Il and lll, there is a confirmed presence of
Indigenous Peoples, including nomadiic tribes who regularly migrate between the two Provinces.
Cross-checking with the risk assessment carried out in Example 1 confirms that the rights of Indigenous
Peoples are established and enforced. There is no data indicating conflicts in either Province, thus they
have also been assessed as negligible risk’ Please note that the problem with theft as identified in
Province lll in Example 1is not explicitly related to social rights for the purposes of this example.

HHE—H, RH AT ARE AL Z R BAET N 2 XTI I R T R =4,
CUlSEG L FNR, CITEE P8 BRI N5 . S0 1 AT HI N P13 738 R
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Xty AL ZN ATV FFEI LIRS T G RGN E T E TR AU, ENTHRE I &
WEANTTHIRL s TR BEARPIIT A, B 1 =2 0 i 67 15 7 R R

Within Province IV, the presence of Indigenous Peoples has been confirmed. The applicable legislation
does not cover Indigenous Peoples’rights, and there are no other regulations that would protect the
rights of Indigenous Peoples. The mitigation of this risk will require the implementation of FPIC, and
evidence of this shall be provided through agreements with the relevant Indigenous Peoples’
representatives. In this area, forests are managed by private owners and public authorities. Special
agreements have been signed for public forests (PF) between forest managers and Indigenous
Peoples’representatives, ensuring the implementation of FPIC. Evidence exists that these agreements
are upheld. There is no such agreement signed for private forests. The area is assessed as ‘negligible
risk’ for public forests and as non-negligible risk’ for other forests.

EFVIE, LEN LI CTFRNIESE . G2 A b L ZN AT, 102G R ZH R L ZN
BEHIBFY IHFEX — P52 1 i BESEE FPIC, X 77 [T i AL S K - FN BRI iR e o A —
WX, FHBBAITEE LI G E . RGP E L FN RNCKREE T LIERHAIFNE, 1R
FPIC 19550t > 77 EH X LR G2 THD s BRI T35 FEHT R o 2 XN A FERR
] RS K57 TR AR A 1 T 20 X2

E.g., Province | E.g. Province IV
Different governance Different governance
regulations for province regulations for province;
Ne Indigenous or Indigenous Peoples’ territory,

traditional Peoples rights not established in
official laws Public forest
under fair agreement with

Indigenous Peoples

E.g., Provinces |1, lll
Different governance regulations for
province, contains Indigenous Peoples’
territory, rights of indigenous peoples
established and upheld

B Negiigible Risk

[ ‘Non-negligible Risk’

Figure 3. Designation of risks considering geopolitical and functional scales.

Bl 3. BRI BRI BE R MR e 5E »

S EFE:
Area 2.1l

FoX. ZEEF3
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Risk designation within Province IV:
IV IR IE:

Public forest — ‘negligible risk’

LA TERR R ——"H] M K

Other forests — ‘non-negligible risk’

H AR~ ] BRI

Examples of mitigation measures for ‘non-negligible risk’:
N E] R R G o -

Supplier documentation confirming that an agreement between forest managers/owners and
Indigenous or Traditional Peoples exists at the Management Unit level, ensuring the proper
implementation of FPIC.

PRI AT AR EEEZ /P 25 - B R ] PR RAF A Pk D R AE 5K
FPIC,
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ANNEX 3: RISK ASSESSMENT TEMPLATE

BEATE 3: RS A A Al

NOTE: This Annex is available in a separate document, in Excel format.

TEAH 1 LA Excel # 3AE— 40 BRI S 2 f1E
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ANNEX 4: LIST OF RECOMMENDED SOURCES OF INFORMATION FOR

RISK ASSESSMENTS
B 42 0B U DR 15 SR TR B

NOTE: This Annex is available in a separate document, in Excel format.

TEA 1 LA Excel # 3 AE— 40 8RR A SO fit

/ } FORESTS
FOR ALL

FSC FOREVER

FSC International — Performance and Standards Unit
Adenauerallee 134
53113 Bonn

Germany

Phone: +49-(0)228 -36766 -0
Fax: +49 -(0)228 -36766 -65

Email: psu@fsc.org
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