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Part I: Universal Requirements

Needs Work | Good concept, but specific requirements are difficult to
identify. A list would be more effective.

1.5&1.6 Needs Work | These basic requirements are far too detailed and
prescriptive. Complaints and non-conforming product
requirements should be consolidated into one simple
clause.

2.1.c Needs Work | The language of this sub-clause is messy, unclear, and
possibly unnecessary. Simple reference to the
definition of Product Group may be better.

Needs Work | This sub-clause should be re-worded. Rather than
“...ensure that...the FSC Claim is correct.”, it should
read: “...ensure that ...an FSC Claim is specified”

Needs Work | The first sentence of this clause is sufficient.
The second sentence is unnecessary and duplicates
clause 3.5
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5.5

6.2

6.6

Needs Work

Needs Work

Needs Work

This clause should be simplified: “...shall prepare
annual, quantitative summary sufficient to
demonstrate conformity to this standard.”

The word “supplies” should be replaced with “sales”.
The first sentence of this clause is sufficient. The
second sentence - referring primarily outside the
scope of a single certificate scope - only serves to
obfuscate the point..

The concept behind this clause is sensible, but - as
drafted - it is far too complex and unclear for
implementation.
* The concept of “obtain(ing) permission” from a
CB for “justified reasons” is very weak
* Arequirement for “no risk” is nonsensical
(6.6.b)

6.8 Needs Work | The concept of this clause is clear, but the language is
very poor. The sentence needs re-wording so that the
action verb “can only sell” is replaced with a clear
“shall” statement.

6.9 Needs Work | This clause appears to provide a specific exemption to

the requirements of clause 6.1. Its meaning, however,
is not sufficiently clear. The phrase “may issue”
implies an option, not an exception. Re-wording is
needed.




Part I: Section 7 - Transaction Verification

Part II: FSC Control Systems

9.1 Needs Work | The substance of this clause is clear, but its
construction is awkward. The combination, “may be
applied” and “conditions for application” is indirect. A
direct statement is preferred and more effective.
e.g. “Percentage systems that are applied at the
level of multiple physical sites ...are subject to
the following conditions...” (see 10.2

10.2 Needs Work | The substance of this clause is clear, but its
construction is awkward. The combination, “may be
applied” and “conditions for application” is indirect. A
direct statement is preferred and more effective.
e.g. “Credit systems that are applied at the level
of multiple physical sites ...are subject to the
following conditions...” (see 9.1)




. Needs Work | The first sentence of this clause is sufficient.
The second sentence is unnecessary and simply

confuses application.
Use of the phrase “This means that...” is a sure
sign of unnecessary lan e.

10.10 Needs Work | Use of the word “sale” for “supply” makes this clause
more clear.

The final phrase “on the basis of a corresponding FSC
Controlled Wood credit account” should be dropped.
* This requirement is nonsensical and serves only
to require additional administrative effort and
cost — without any benefit.

Part III: Supplementary Requirements

Needs Work | This clause might be more clear if inserted as a sub-
clause to 12.1



12.5 Needs Work | The three sub-clauses (a-c) would be more clear if
added to the list of elements required in the
outsourcing agreement (clause 12.4)

13.1.b-c Should be These 2 sub-clauses suffer from several flaws. They
Dropped should be (at least) considerably simplified and
clarified, or (better) discarded.

Annex A: Eligibility criteria...

2.2 Needs Work | This clause would be strengthened by using
conventional “the org. shall (not)” phrasing

Annex D: Terms and definitions (selected items)

Claim- Needs Work | This term defines an important and useful concept.

contributing The definition - as drafted - is difficult to understand.

input Careful re-writing and the use of lists can improve this
helpful language.

Quality Needs Work | While the underlying intent behind this term is clear,
its application remains too vague and subjective. If a
simple and objective definition cannot be provided, the
concept should be discarded.




