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Abbreviation 
 
 
CAN Conservation Area Network  

FPIC  Free Prior and Informed Consent  

GFSS Generic Forest Stewardship Standards  

IFL  Intact Forest Landscapes  

IGI International Generic Indicators  

INS  Interim National Standards.  

NFSS National Forest Stewardship Standards  

NTFP Non Timber Forest Products  

P&C  Principles and Criteria  

PSC Policy and Standards Committee  

PSU Policy and Standards Unit  

SDG Standards Development Group 

SIR  Scale Intensity and Risks  

FMP  Forest Management Program  

STD Standard  

PRO Process  

ADV Advice  

GUI  Guidance  
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Introduction:  

The annual progress report on National Forest Stewardship Standard (NFSS) transfer and 

development is prepared with the aim to inform the audience below about the Policy and 

Standards Unit (PSU) Forest Management Program activities related to the management 

of the process to develop or transfer NFSS during 2016.  

 

 The Policy and Standards Director 

 Policy and Standards Committee (PSC)1 

 The Forest Program Manager  

 FSC Regional Directors  

 FSC PSU regional staff  

 Registered Standards Development Groups (SDG) and National Offices (NOs).  

The report should be seen as a support document to SDGs as they develop or transfer 

their different NFSS to the revised P&C version 5.  Consideration has been given in this 

report on topics like;  

 The most frequently commented issues during PSC meeting,  

 The use of International Generic Indicators in NFSS submitted for assessment in 

2016,  

  Nature of justifications for dropping or adapting an IGI that have been accepted so 

far,  

 Major issues that PSU staff focusses on during NFSS assessments.  

By preparing and sharing this report with the above audience, it is believed that an open 

and transparent process management and communication environment will be fostered, 

thus providing a support base on which SDG can rely during the course of developing or 

transferring their NFSS to the revised Principles and Criteria (P&C) version 5.  

The PSU encourages the audience of this report to contact the Forest Management 

Program (g.fanso@fsc.org) to clarify and correct any inconsistencies seen in this report 

that relates to their national process.  

 
  

                                                        
1 The FSC Policy and Standards Committee (PSC) has been delegated by the FSC Board of Directors to 
approve Regional and National Forest Stewardship Standards. 

mailto:g.fanso@fsc.org
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A. Registration Status of NFSS in 2016:  
 
The following countries in table 1 have registered their processes in PSU for either the 

transfer of their current NFSS to the revised P&C or for the development of completely 

new NFSS.  

 
Countries like Ghana, Ireland and Kosovo, have NFSS developed under the P&C version 

4 but with no SDGs currently registered to transfer their existing NFSS to the revised P&C 

version 5. These NFSS will remain effective until replaced by a transferred NFSS to 

version 5 of the P&C. Alternatively, PSU might consider introducing GFSS and INS in 

these countries. We are still working on what would be the correct approach to adopt, 

meanwhile If guidance is needed on interpreting requirements of NFSS in those countries 

or any related questions, please contact PSU staff (g.fanso@fsc.org) for clarifications.  

 
Other countries like the Czech Republic, Taiwan, India and Poland that are still pending 

registration have either not completed some requirements in their work plans or have 

started the process without official notification of registration from PSU. Facilitators of 

these countries are encouraged to get in touch PSU staff (g.fanso@fsc.org) to clarify how 

to proceed with the processes pending registration.  

Table 1 Countries with registered NFSS Process and their registration Status:  

Region Country 

Standards 

Development Group 

registration status 

Comment 

Africa  

Cameroon  Registered  
 

Democratic Republic of 

Congo 
Registered  

 

Ghana  Pending Registration  

Any questions related to 

the existing NFSS 

including plans to transfer 

the NFSS to the new PSC 

should be addressed to 

PSU Forest Management 

program 

Congo  Registered  
 

Gabon  Registered    

South Africa  Registered  
 

Tanzania Registered  
 

Uganda  Registered  
 

  

mailto:g.fanso@fsc.org
mailto:g.fanso@fsc.org
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Region Country 

Standards 

Development Group 

registration status 

Comment 

Asia  

Australia  Registered  
 

China  Registered  
 

India  Pending Registration  
 

Indonesia  Registered  
 

Japan  Registered  
 

Malaysia  Registered  
 

Nepal  Registered  
 

New Zealand  Registered  
 

Papua New Guinea  Registered    

Taiwan  Pending Registration 
 

Vietnam  Registered  
 

Latin 

America   

Bolivia  Registered  
 

Brazil  Registered  
 

Chile  Registered  
 

Colombia  Registered  
 

Mexico  Registered  
 

Peru  Registered  
 

Argentina Registered  
 

Ecuador Registered  
 

Uruguay  Registered  
 

Europe  

Bosnia and Herzegovina  Registered   

Bulgaria  Registered   

Czech Republic  Conditional Registration   

Any questions related to the 

existing NFSS including 

plans to transfer the NFSS to 

the new PSC should be 

addressed to PSU Forest 

Management program 

Denmark  Registered  
 

Finland  Registered Pending update of work plan  

France  Registered  
 

Germany  Registered  
 

Ireland  Pending Registration 

Any questions related to the 

existing NFSS including 

plans to transfer the NFSS to 

the new PSC should be 

addressed to PSU Forest 

Management program 

Italy  Registered    
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Region Country 

Standards 

Development Group 

registration status 

Comment 

Europe 

Kosovo  Pending Registration  

Any questions related to the 

existing NFSS including plans 

to transfer the NFSS to the new 

PSC should be addressed to 

PSU Forest Management 

program 

Luxembourg Registered  
 

Netherland  Registered  
 

Poland  Pending Registration 

Any questions related to the 

existing NFSS including plans 

to transfer the NFSS to the new 

PSC should be addressed to 

PSU Forest Management 

program 

Portugal  Registered  
 

Romania  Registered  
 

Spain  Registered  
 

Sweden  Registered  
 

Switzerland  Registered  
 

United Kingdom Registered  
 

Russia and CIS  

Belarus  Registered  
 

Russia  Registered   

Ukraine  Registered  
 

North America  

Canada  Registered  
 

United States of 

America  
Registered   

 

B. Status of NFSS submitted in 2016 for decision  
 
All NFSS that were prepared and submitted to the PSC for a decision, were approved with 

conditions as seen table 2 below. Refer to the section D below about issues mostly 

commented on by the PSC during their deliberations, in order to have an impression of 

what has generally characterised approval conditions. It is important for future NFSS 

processes to take into account these issues as they develop their NFSS.  

Towards the end of 2016 most of the conditions that were indicated by the PSC for 

improvements in the NFSS submitted have been addressed by the respective SDGs and 

re-submitted to PSU for reassessment.  

The PSC has delegated authority to Policy and Standards Director PSU, to determine 

when these conditions are met and to approve the final versions of NFSS.  
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The PSC also delegated authority to the Policy and Standards Director to allow the partial 

meeting of a condition where the SDG has demonstrated that it has made every effort to 

meet the condition and it has provided satisfactory justification as to why the condition 

could not be fully met. Where justification provided is not considered adequate, 

requirements from the IGI are expected to be re-inserted in the NFSS.  

Table 2 status of NFSS submitted in 2016 

Country  
Status at Policy 
and Standards Unit 

Policy and Standards 
Committee’s approval 
status 

Comments  

Republic of 
Portugal  

Assessment 
Completed  

Approved with 
conditions  

Conditions addressed by SDG.  
Final assessment and 
publication planned for the first 
quarter of 2017   

Metropolitan 
French 
Republic  

Assessment 
Completed 

Approved with 
conditions  

Conditions addressed by SDG.  
Final assessment and 
publication planned for the first 
quarter of 2017   

People‘s 
Rep. of 
China  

Assessment 
Completed 

Approved with 
conditions  

Conditions addressed by SDG.  
Final assessment and 
publication planned for the first 
quarter of 2017   

Republic of 
Bulgaria  

Assessment 
Completed 

Approved with 
conditions  

Conditions addressed by SDG.  
Final assessment and 
publication planned for the first 
quarter of 2017   

United 
Kingdom of 
Great 
Britain and 
Northern 
Ireland 

Assessment 
Completed 

Not approved   

The PSC did not approve the 
UK NFSS on basis that it did 
not follow the normative 
framework for standards 
developers and that adequate 
or appropriate justification 
consistent with normative 
framework was not provided for 
the wholesale use of indicators 
from existing NFSS rather than 
the IGI.  
 
The PSC requested that the 
UK SDG redraft their NFSS 
according to the existing FSC 
normative framework for the 
development of national 
standards and resubmit to the 
PSU for review.  
 
PSU and FSC UK are currently 
working to improve the NFSS.  

Republic of 
Uganda  

Assessment 
Completed 

Awaiting Policy and 
Standards Committee  
decision in January 
2017 

 

The 
Netherlands  

Assessment 
Completed 

NFSS not ready for 
submission  

NFSS was assessed at PSU, 
the SDG still need to make 
major improvements before the 
standard can be submitted for 
decision.  
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Country  
Status at Policy 
and Standards Unit 

Policy and Standards 
Committee’s approval 
status 

Comments  

Federal 
Rep. of 
Germany  

Assessment 
Completed 

NFSS not ready for 
submission 

NFSS was assessed at PSU, 
the SDG still need to make 
major improvements before the 
standard can be submitted for 
decision. 

Italian 
Republic  

Assessment in 
progress  

Assessment in progress  Assessment in progress  
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C. Use of IGIs in NFSS  
 
Given that SDGs were advised to use the IGIs as the starting point for developing or 

transferring NFSS, it becomes relevant to demonstrate in an annual progress report the 

uptake of the IGI standard in NFSS.  

 
The chart above indicates the relative total number of indicators per NFSS for the 

indicated countries that were submitted for approval in 2016.  It further illustrates the 

number of IGIs that were adopted, adapted or dropped or new indicators added to the 

NFSS.  

 
Given that FSC normative documents for the development and transfer of NFSS allow for 

requirements in the IGI standard to be adapted or for some of them to be dropped out of 

NFSS, the relative use of IGIs in the standard should not be interpreted as an obligation 

for NFSS to be approved. It is important for justifications to be given for dropping, adapting 

or introducing new requirements in the NFSS. Refer to section D below and FSC-PRO-60-

006 V2-0EN section 2.3 for guidance on nature of acceptable justifications.  

 
One additional lesson to take from the above graph is that out of all the countries that 

submitted NFSS for approval in 2016, all used the IGI as a starting point. Most IGIs were 

adapted with an average count of circ. 83, for the ones that were adopted word for word 

we registered an average of 76 IGIs and circ.50 of them were dropped.  

 
From the above approximation that fall within a reasonable range of number of IGIs used 

or dropped by countries that submitted in 2016, it would not be completely incorrect to 

conclude at this point in time that most of the objectives for developing the IGI standard for 

use as starting point in NFSS has been met. Here, emphasis is laid on the following IGI 

objectives:  

1. Ensure the consistent implementation of the P&C across the globe; 

2. Improve and strengthen the credibility of the FSC System; 

3. Improve the consistency and quality of National Forest Stewardship Standards 

4. Support a faster and more efficient approval process of National Forest 

Stewardship Standards 

Considering that we still have more NFSS (circ.50) being prepared for assessment, this 

figures will need to be revised to give a more realistic global picture at the end of 2017 

when most NFSS would have been transferred to the revised P&C using the IGI as a 

starting point.  

https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/normative-framework/standards
https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/normative-framework/procedures
https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/normative-framework/procedures
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D. Issues mostly commented on by the PSC during decision 
meetings  
 
Issues  Comments  Solutions  

Language  

General comments on the correct use of 
English language. This was observed to be 
common with countries where English was 
not used as the SDG work language.  
 
While this is not a problem in itself, it has 
contributed to the slow approval of the final 
NFSS, because the PSC raised this point 
as a condition for approving NFSS. SDGs 
concerned were asked to send NFSS to 
experts/ or translators with good mastery of 
the English language to be rewritten in 
proper English.   

1. This problem would be solved if 
SDGs upon comparing their 
indicators with IGIs adopt the IGIs 
word for word, if they  
arrive at a conclusion that both the 
IGI and their indicators have the 
same outcome.  
 
2. If SDG before sending their NFSS 
for decision, uses the services of 
persons with good mastery of the 
English language to write indicators 
in the NFSS.   

Use of "shall"  

SDGs are more accustomed to NFSS 
requirements being written using the "shall" 
future tense. PSU was asked to write 
requirements in active voice and advise 
SDGs to do the same, during the period 
that the IGI standard was being developed.  
 
The rationale for this being that auditors 
check for conformity of forest management 
activities with the NFSS requirements at 
the actual time of audits, not in future.  
 
Current FSC procedures and standard 
related to NFSS development still insist on 
the use of "shall". These documents will be 
updated to align with current practice in the 
use of the term in the IGI standard.   

In the meantime, SDG are advised to 
follow the approach of writing 
indicators in active voice in the 
manner that the IGIs are written and 
avoid the use of "shall" in their NFSS 
to write an indicator.  

Relevance of 
FSC 
Glossary of 
terms  

The FSC P&C glossary of terms is integral 
to the P&C standard. With the use of the 
P&C as part of NFSS, the glossary of 
terms must also be part of the NFSS.  
 
The practice that has been observed is that 
SDGs copy and paste the glossary of 
terms but very often forget to check that an 
FSC term that has been used differently in 
the body of standard is defined in the 
glossary, by so doing using terms with 
ambiguous definitions or terms that are not 
defined in the glossary.  
 
With regards to newly introduced terms, 
SDGs must add these to their NFSS as 
part of the FSC Glossary of terms for that 
particular NFSS.  

SDGs to double check for 
consistency in the definition of terms 
in NFSS and the FSC P&C glossary. 
Newly introduced terms are to be 
defined.  
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Issues  Comments  Solutions  

Referencing 
laws in the 
place of IGIs  

The general practice here has been for 
SDGs to reference by stating numbers of 
sections in law that from their judgement 
meet the requirements of FSC criteria. 
 
While SDGs are encouraged to use or 
refer to national laws in the NFSS as long 
as compliance with such laws would mean 
compliance with FSC's requirements, 
these laws are supposed to be written in 
full in the body of the standard and under 
the correct criterion.  
 
Writing every requirements in the body of 
the NFSS would facilitate PSU 
assessment of the NFSS and will also 
avoid the risk of a specific requirement 
being missed during FSC audits. Not 
doing so, becomes very challenging in 
PSU as staff will need to search for the 
correct law from the internet to compare 
with criteria.  

1. SDGs are to write all requirements 
that respond to FSC criteria OR  
 
2. If reference is made to any law, 
then these laws must be annexed to 
the NFSS so that they can be easily 
checked during PSU assessment 
and easily traced during 
implementation of the NFSS.  

Indicators on 
Bribery and 
corruption  

Requirements on bribery and corruption 
have been consistently left out of NFSS 
under the pretext that these have been 
covered by national laws or that bribery 
and corruption is not common practice in 
a particular country.  
 
While this might be true, it does not cancel 
the fact that FSC requirements are to be 
audited before a certificate is issued. 
Leaving out an FSC requirement because 
it is already covered by the law is 
challenging for an audit to proof that the 
requirement was in fact implemented. This 
point is very much related to the one 
above where laws are only referenced 
instead of being written in the body of the 
standard.   

1. SDGs to adopt IGIs OR  
2. Or bring the requirements that 
govern bribery and corruption in the 
body of the NFSS  

Reference to 
terminologies  
"Engagement" 
and "Culturally 
appropriate" 

These terminologies have been 
consistently left out of NFSS assessed so 
far. The common rationale being that local 
communities are not interested in being 
involved in forest management decisions 
and activities, notably in European 
countries.  It would seem not to be a 
common practice in these countries but 
rather in countries where the local 
population depends very much on forest 
resources for their livelihood.  
“culturally appropriate” has been left out 
also because the phrase does not make 
sense as to what is really the meaning of 
culturally appropriate in the context of 
those countries that did not want to 
include these terminologies. This again 
was observed more in European NFSS.  

If an FSC terminology is not relevant 
to a particular country, please 
provide justification for leaving it out. 
A justification that stating terminology 
is not relevant is not enough for PSU 
to determine if this is correct. More 
explanation would be required for 
PSU to make a correct judgement. 
Please contact PSU staff for any 
assistance you may need on this.  
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Issues  Comments  Solutions  

Adaptation to 
SIR  

NFSS have been submitted 
with no adaptation to SIR, 
reason being that the FSC 
Guide on SIR is still being 
developed.  

With the approval of the SIR Guide, PSU 
assessments of NFSS now take into account this 
guide, it is strongly recommended that SDGs take 
this guide into consideration while developing their 
NFSS. Information therein maybe useful in 
approaching NFSS adaptations to SIR.  

CITES  
Exclusion of CITES species 
from NFSS  

See note below on justifications  

Indigenous 
people  

Exclusion of Indigenous 
people Principle 3 from 
NFSS  

See note below on justifications  

Defining the 
components of  
a CAN in 6.5 

Some NFSS were submitted 
that failed to define 
components of a CAN.  

To ensure that the minimum of 10% Conservation 
Area Network is not only met through one 
ecosystem e.g. Riparian zones, there is a need for 
NFSS to define composition of Conservation Area 
Network  
 
A minimum % for representative sample areas is 
recommended. In the case of the inclusion of 
riparian zones, this is encouraged but only where 
they are established for more than erosion control 
and proportional to their representation in the 
overall management unit. E.g. if they are 10% of 
the MU area, then they can be a 
maximum of 10% of the of Conservation Area 
Network  
 
(See the link below for the document on 
interpretation of normative framework for forest 
management page 50 on  riparian zones in the 
conservation area network)  
 
https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-
guidance/normative-framework/interpretations-of-
the-normative-framework  

The status of 
notes and 
guidance  in 
NFSS  

Conditions for approval have 
been identified when 
important requirements that 
respond to FSC criteria have 
been placed at guidance or 
note hierarchy level.  

SDGs may include guidance notes in NFSS to 
help auditors, forest managers or others in using 
the standard.  
Such guidance notes or applicability notes may be 
included as annexes to the standard, or be 
published as separate documents.  
 
In all cases the standard shall state that guidance 
or applicability notes shall not be normative. In 
which case, important requirements that answer 
directly to FSC criterion and are expected to be 
implemented by the Forest Manager must be 
developed as indicators.  

  

https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/normative-framework/interpretations-of-the-normative-framework
https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/normative-framework/interpretations-of-the-normative-framework
https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/normative-framework/interpretations-of-the-normative-framework
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Issues  Comments  Solutions  

Scope of 
NFSS  

In some NFSS assessed for 
far, the SDG did not define a 
scope for the NFSS or if 
defined NTFPs are left out of 
the scope even if some 
requirements in the body of 
the NFSS later make 
reference to specific NTFPs  

If an NFSS specifies NTFP in its scope or later in 
the body of the NFSS, the SDG is expected to 
specifically  
 
1. Review the IGI requirements under Criteria 1.3, 
1.5, 2.3, 2.5, 5.1, 5.2, 5.4, 6.1, 6.2, 6.3, 7.1, 7.2, 
7.3, 8.2, 8.5, 10.7, and 10.11 and consider 
applicability for the development of Indicators.  
 
2. The laws and regulations regarding the 
particular NTFP;  
 
3. The NTFP specific training needs,  
 
4. The NTFP related elements of the FM plan and  
 
5. The NTFP specific monitoring needs have to be 
included.  

Exemption 
from 10% 
conservation 
rule 6.5 

In some NFSS assessed so 
far the 10% CAN has been left 
out completely when adapting 
the NFSS requirements to 
small operations of up to 
500ha. 
 

Criterion 6.5 requires a Conservation Area 
Network and applies to all size of organizations.  
 
The Conservation Area Network requirements can 
reflect different size and scale of the operation, so 
that there are different composition requirements 
for different management units.  
 
SLIMF group members are able to collectively 
achieve Conservation Area Network 
requirements.  

Justification  

The general approach taken 
for justifying that a FSC 
requirement is not needed has 
been to say that the 
requirements in not relevant to 
national context.  

While acknowledging that providing examples of 
acceptable justifications has been challenging 
both to SDGs and PSU; the general acceptable 
justification from NFSS assessed so far have the 
following features 
 
1. Justifications demonstrate the SDG has done 
some research on the topic and can confidently 
conclude that the FSC requirement is not needed 
in the NFSS E.g. the exclusion of indigenous 
people from the NFSS, The exclusion of Criterion 
4.8 on intellectual property rights of local 
community for the use of their traditional 
knowledge.  
 
2. Justification demonstrates support of the three 
chamber SDG and does not conflict with FSC 
values.  
 
Justification with a statement or phrase of the 
nature:  
"This is not relevant", 
"This is covered by the law",  
In some cases no justification at all have been 
very challenging for PSU to assess and more 
often have been rejected.  
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E. Assessing NFSS at PSU  
 
Pre-approval assessment of the structure and content of NFSS includes following key 

topics 

Structure: PSU staff checks that the standard is written in the following hierarchical order;   

 Principles  

 Criteria  

 Indicators  

 Verifiers  

 Annexes (see annexes of FSC-STD-60-004 International Generic Indicators) 

Content: PSU staff checks that there is;  

 An introduction with sections on objective of standard, descriptive statement about 

FSC, descriptive statement on the NFSS process and a list of the SDG member, 

interpretation note on the indicators of the NFSS, SIR.  

 An FSC glossary of terms  

 A reference list of FSC documents  

 The Scope of the NFSS is defined  

 No modification of the P&C  

 An indicator written to every FSC criterion. 

 The indicators cover all elements of each criterion.  

 Indicators identify requirements or restrictions and not visions. 

 Verifiers are appropriate 

 The indicators are numbered as required 

 Indicators are Specific; meaning each indicator refers to a single aspect of 

performance to be evaluated. When it is spotted that an indicator includes more 

than one aspect to be evaluated the PSU staff makes sure that the SDG lists these 

aspects separately as sub-divisions of the indicator.  

 Indicators are Measurable: meaning that indicators specify outcomes or levels (i.e. 

thresholds) of performance that are measurable at the audit.   

 Indicators are Achievable:  Indicators should not go beyond the intention of the 

FSC P&C  

 Indicators are Relevant to the criterion: Indicators are developed to include only 

elements that contribute achieving the targets of the criterion;  

 Indicators are Tangible; they are written using a clear and consistent vocabulary, 

free from subjective elements. The use of such phrases as “ordinarily”, 
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“substantial”, “proactive”, “appropriate to”, “minimize”, “wherever possible”, or 

“thorough” are not expected to be used in the standard.  

 Indicators should not allow management activities that may be common practice in 

the region, but which will lead to unsustainable forest management, for example 

loss of biological diversity 

 Indicators should not be too broadly stated, or unclear what particular result is 

required  

 Indicators should not be redundant (= should not be repeated). 

 Indicators should add clarity or regional specificity to the global idea that is 

presented in the P&C. 

 Indicators should be placed under the right criterion. If indicator does not address 

the requirement of the criterion, it should be moved to another location in the 

standard or modified to directly address the criterion - or deleted. 

 Inclusion of IFL where relevant  

 Gender issues are addressed  

 FPIC is taken into account  

Some of the most common mistakes that SDG make when writing indicators are as 

follows;  

 Indicators do not cover the full scope of their different criteria,  

 Indicators contain wrong language,  

 Indicators cluster forest management requirements by so doing dilute the contents 

of a criterion,  

 Indicators are not auditable 

 Indicators make reference to sections of laws instead of writing out these 

requirements clearly for assessment and auditing purpose  

 Indicators of IGIs are dropped with no justifications or justifications are too broadly 

written  

 NFSS do not have a glossary of terms with updated new terminology  

 There are no references to best practices  

 Indicators do not address SIR  
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NFSS assessment process  
 
  

NFSS development /transfer process NFSS approval process 

PSU: Overall Guidance during 
the process and interaction with 
four external reviewers  

Policy and 
Standards 
decision meetings   

PSU Regional staff Asia, Africa and 
Latin America guide SDGs in the 
process in their regions. In the rest of 
the with no PSU regional staff, PSU is 
responsible for guiding SDGs   

External technical 
reviewers   

PSU prepares decision 
report to PSC   

FSC Forest Network:  
Experience sharing and harmonization of 
NFSS topics during the process. Network is 
made up of SDGs in Europe and North 
America 
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Annexes  
1. Normative documents for the transfer and development of NFSS  

Documents type  Code and name  Comment  

Standards  

FSC-STD-60-006 (V1-2) EN  
Process requirements for the development and maintenance of 
National Forest Stewardship Standards 

Process compliance  

FSC-STD-60-002 (V1-0) EN  
Structure and Content of National Forest Stewardship Standards 

Content compliance  

FSC-STD-60-004 V1-0 EN  
International Generic Indicators 

Content compliance  

Procedures   
FSC-PRO-60-006 V2-0 EN  
Development and Transfer of National Forest Stewardship  Standards 
to the FSC Principles and Criteria Version 5-1 

Process compliance  

Guidance  

FSC-GUI-60-002 V1-0 EN   
Guideline for Standard Developers for addressing risk of unacceptable 
activities in regard to scale and intensity 

Content compliance  

FSC-GUI-60-005 V1-0 EN  
Promoting Gender Equality in National Forest Stewardship Standards 

Content compliance  

Advice Notes  
 

FSC-ADV-30-010-01 EN  
Applicable National and Local Laws and Regulations for Controlled 
Wood for Forest Management Enterprises 

Content compliance  

Interpretations 
 

Interpretations of the normative framework 
Forest Management  
Interpretations of the normative  framework 
General  

Content compliance   

 
 
 

https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/normative-framework/standards
https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/normative-framework/procedures
https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/guidance
https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/normative-framework/advice-notes
https://ic.fsc.org/en/certification/requirements-guidance/normative-framework/interpretations-of-the-normative-framework
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 2. Assessment and approval Schedule 
 
Tentative for 2017 

Countries  Deadline to submit NFSS 
Assessment report 
completed (Tentative)  

Comment  
Policy and standards 
Committee decision date 
(To be confirmed) 

Argentina July, 2017 August, 2017 Ok  October,2017 

Belarus  September, 2017 October, 2017 Ok  December, 2017 

Bolivia  June, 2017 July, 2017 Ok  September, 2017 

Bosnia and Herzegovina June, 2017 July, 2017 Ok  September, 2017 

Brazil Natural and plantations forest 
std 

June, 2017 July, 2017 Ok  September, 2017 

Cameroon  July, 2017 August, 2017 Ok  October, 2017 

Canada  February, 2017 March, 2017 Ok  May, 2017 

Central America (Guatemala, 
Nicaragua, Honduras, Costa Rica)  

August, 2017 September, 2017 Ok  November, 2017 

Chile  March, 2017 April, 2017 Ok  June, 2017 

Colombia  June, 2017 July, 2017 Ok  September, 2017 

Denmark  June, 2017 July, 2017 Ok  September, 2017 

Ecuador June, 2017 July, 2017 Ok  September, 2017 

Germany  March 2017 April, 2017 Ok  
July, 2017 (Could be earlier in 
April if submitted in February 
2017) 

Indonesia  January, 2017 February, 2017 Ok  April, 2017 

Italy  November, 2016 January, 2017 Ok  April, 2017 

Japan  July, 2017 August, 2017 Ok  October, 2017 
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Tentative for 2017 continue:  

Countries  Deadline to submit NFSS 
Assessment report 
completed (Tentative)  

Comment  
Policy and standards 
Committee decision date 
(To be confirmed) 

Nepal  October, 2016 December, 2016 
Plan needs updating 
by SDG  

January, 2017 

New Zealand  July, 2017 August, 2017 Ok  October, 2017 

Papua New Guinea  March 2017 April, 2017 Ok  June, 2017 

Peru  April, 2017 May, 2017 Ok  July, 2017 

Republic Congo  July, 2017 August, 2017 Ok  October, 2017 

Republic of Gabon  Spetember, 2017 October, 2017 Ok  December, 2017 

Romania  January, 2017 February, 2017 Ok  April, 2017 

Russia  July, 2017 August, 2017 Ok  October, 2017 

South Africa  March, 2017 April, 2017 Ok  June, 2017 

Spain  February, 2017 March, 2017 Ok  May, 2017 

Switzerland  September, 2017 October, 2017 Ok  December, 2017 

Tanzania January, 2017 February, 2017 Ok  April, 2017 

Uganda  July, 2016 July, 2016 
Submitted for 
assessment in PSU  

January, 2017 

Ukraine  July, 2017 August, 2017 Ok  October, 2017 
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Tentative for 2018 

Countries  Deadline to submit NFSS 
Assessment report 
completed (Tentative)  

Comment  
Policy and standards 
Committee decision date (To 
be confirmed) 

Czech Republic  April, 2018 May, 2018 Ok  July, 2018 

Democratic Republic of Congo November, 2017 December, 2017 Ok  February, 2018 

Luxembourg June, 2018 July, 2018 Ok  September, 2018 

Malaysia  December, 2017 January, 2018 Ok  March, 2018 

Mexico  October, 2017 November, 2017 Ok  January, 2018 

Sweden  October, 2017 November, 2017 Ok  January, 2018 

Estonia October, 2017 November, 2017 Ok  January, 2018 

 
Tentative for 2019 

Countries  Deadline to submit NFSS 
Assessment report 
completed (Tentative)  

Comment  
Policy and standards 
Committee decision date (To 
be confirmed) 

Finland  December, 2018 January, 2019 Ok  March, 2019 
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NFSS management team:  
 
Name  Contact  Location  

Fon Gordian Fanso g.fanso@fsc.org  Global Head office  

Yadid Ordoñez y.ordonez@fsc.org  Latin America regional office  

William Lawyer  w.lawyer@fsc.org  The Congo Basin  

Jörn Struwe j.struwe@fsc.org  Asia Pacific regional office  

 

mailto:g.fanso@fsc.org
mailto:y.ordonez@fsc.org
mailto:w.lawyer@fsc.org
mailto:j.struwe@fsc.org

