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The Forest Stewardship Council® (FSC) is an independent, not for profit, non-government
organization established to support environmentally appropriate, socially beneficial and
economically viable management of the world's forests.

FSC’s vision is that the world’s forests meet the social, ecological and economic rights and
needs of the present generation without compromising those of future generations.
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Executive summary

BE

In its new strategic plan, FSC commits to developing policies and standards that are more
streamlined, outcome-oriented and risk-based, with an even greater emphasis on the integrity and
credibility of FSC’s systems than before. The strategic plan includes a set of objectives to
streamline the Chain of Custody (CoC) standard and make better use of risk-based approaches to
certification.
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At the same time, research by FSC and feedback from stakeholders have both identified gaps in
the CoC system. These gaps can allow inaccurate or fraudulent certification claims to be passed
from one certified organization to another. In addition to affecting the integrity of the FSC system,
inaccurate claims create an uneven playing field for companies competing in the global
marketplace.
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This FSC discussion paper describes a range of proposals and options to provide better assurance
for FSC transactions between FSC certificate holders. The proposals directly address the areas of
risk identified, such as counterfeit documentation and false FSC invoice claims. They also help to
streamline the Chain of Custody in other areas, enabling FSC to remain the most credible forest
certification scheme.
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This discussion paper is part of the formal consultation process to revise the CoC standard. It also
responds to comments received from stakeholders during the first round of consultations on the
CoC standard. Furthermore, the discussion paper:

AREBEEEHT CoC B D EIC T 5 7 ACERICE TN TV ET, KEEHE CoC Hikk
WEWCBITAHE LENTY v 7 arP LT —a r TOREMREDEREZIT-HDTYT, K
AR B YTk D@ Y TY
e Describes how misleading or intentionally false FSC transactions have become a risk to
the credibility of the FSC Chain of Custody;
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DL,
e Explains why FSC proposes to include transaction verification in the revised CoC
standard;
728 FSC AUE CoC DT TG MEMOME 2 E O D120 DR Z L TV D D)
DUNT DA,
e Provides an overview of the general extent of misleading and false FSC invoice claims
found in the FSC system;
BIIED FSC il £ T ROD o To R IERE R HG EHRIZ B 2 MEZE DR,
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e Outlines methods for streamlining CoC administration, including eligibility requirements for
waiving the on-site portion of audits;
BiHEE & DR RIZEIT 2 H B2 5 e, CoC BHELZ LRI T 572D HEDFHH,

e Lists revised options for consideration during the second consultation phase; and
CoC HIMEDE 2 [BINT Y w7 a P T — 3 DIz OUE S 7= 8RR % it

o Describes the potential effectiveness, advantages and disadvantages for certificate
holders in demonstrating transaction verification.
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In addition, the discussion paper presents how the Online Claims Platform (OCP) can streamline
CoC administration through the use of technology. By entering incoming and outgoing FSC-
certified transaction information into the OCP, certificate holders can have the on-site portion of
audits waived, under certain low-risk conditions (see Section 6). The table below outlines the
possible options on how transactions can be verified. FSC is seeking stakeholder feedback and
comments on these options.
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Options for transaction verification

B ERDORE D7D DB
Option Activity
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A An organization enters FSC-certified purchase transaction information into a system that enables
verification.
POREHUGE 7Y FSC BRI ATE 2 S [TE MO A S /RER v AT MM AT D,

B Accreditation Services International (ASI) conducts supply-chain audits on a sampling basis.
ASI NV T NNCHASL B T TA T = — VR E LT 5

C Certification Bodies collect a sample of purchase transaction documents during audits and

reassessments, which are then verified by the supplier’s Certification Body.
POREREBIN BT A - A O T TIAICET 2 LERLEOY I AEZNE L, Th b 2
U)LIA}E HFBL'ZFE/]J‘H\E/\/(;—;, o

D An organization enters FSC-certified sales transaction information into a modified OCP, which
will generate digital transaction certificates.

ARAEHLSFE 7Y FSC RRREM IREE A KR E 7 OCPIC A L, ZhIC XV 7 ¥ # /LIS IGEEE
ENRFITSIND,

E An organization enters FSC-certified purchase transaction information into the OCP.
AOREIFE 7Y FSCRRGEMIEAE#H 4 OCP IZA¥ %
F No change to the current CoC system, which does not require transaction verification.

BAEDMA N B AT Ly, DF D EGHEROBAEIZITH R,
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Annex 1. Effectiveness, advantages and disadvantages of the different options
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1. Background

EI=E=N
A =2

FSC has identified an area of risk in the current FSC auditing procedures — a risk that is present in
all similar CoC certification systems. The precise volumes of FSC-certified forest products traded
are not being compared between trading parties within the CoC system. As a result, FSC CoC
standards and processes do not enable either certification bodies or Accreditation Services
International (ASI)! to detect discrepancies in the volumes reported by buyers in relation to the
actual volumes sold with FSC claims, whether caused intentionally or through negligence. There
is also evidence that this loophole is being exploited intentionally.

FSC (ZHED FSC BEETFIAEOF TY R 7 L pfEfi 2 Ao Lz, UL+ 59T
CoC FEFHIEICm L TWA U 27 TF, BfED CoC HIE Tk, #HIrREGEM Tl &5
FSCRUGERL S D IERERELEIZ OV T, BRFEEE M L EAFROFLEN I SN D Z EndH 0 5 A,
BIED FSC CoC HigCo7 12 ATk, IGeH I EERITIRGE LT- FSC RRAERL L O 5 & & EAH
MO ABETLENEXD, BRI E2b0THNL, =& 2~ L7 < THIRGEEE
ASIP A2 RO 2 LT LWORBIRT Y., ZOREOHKTANERIICHA S TN D
EWVIFELY oo TWET,

Certificate holders that unknowingly purchase uncertified wood as though it were FSC certified are
particularly at risk. They would have to face the implications, including risks to their reputation and
remediation costs, caused by such misrepresentation by sellers.

IR 5% pite FSC:HLHH$Tf;é: Lo THEA L7223, SRITFEFEREM Th - 7255 IR IR RS
XV Rz E3nNET, fFHmEmoO Y A7 21T TR, WREAORMICK T HMED Y 27
%)3%) V) ;LEIIJ j(%i&*ﬁﬁ%‘fxﬁji)‘miﬁ/uo

FSC is therefore trying to address this issue as quickly and effectively as possible, in the interests
of all stakeholders and to maintain the integrity of the FSC system. As a result, FSC has introduced
draft requirements for transaction verification in the revised CoC Standard (FSC-STD-40-004).
Transaction verification will allow certification bodies to access and compare information on FSC-
certified transactions between different trading partners within the FSC chain of custody.

ZO7® FSC &, HlEDERM R L OHRIFEREBE ORIED 72D, AIREZR R Y Hud 22D 0531y
ICRIBEICRHL L7 & E 2 CET, % 2T FSC I CoC M E Bk (FSC-STD-40-004) (2 33\ C
G HRORAEIZET 2 ERFHOE %ﬂﬁbeﬁibﬁw B TEHROBAIZL Y FSCRERER
DG 21T 9 2 FHH ORI | 1F 42 RN i, MR TEL X912 7,

Transaction verification is part of a broader set of actions to combat the illegal trade in forest
products. lllegal logging is big business, accounting for 50-90 percent of all forestry activities in
some regions, such as the Amazon Basin, Central Africa and Southeast Asia, according to
Interpol.? The same source estimates that 15-30 percent of all of the wood traded globally is
harvested illegally, representing US$30—100 billion of economic activity each year. For example,
recent research by WWF Germany found that nearly 20 percent of the products they tested
included mixed tropical hardwoods, even though the companies selling these products had ruled
out this possibility. Some of the products were third-party certified, although not under FSC
standards.

S EROBAIL, WEMOEERGNIRT DR OOE > TT, [EEEIFEEEE( 7 —
=W X7~y i, T 7Y b, WE7 V7 O X ) REELMEICB VDT, EEEA
DOEBNIMFEED) EIRDEG] D 50%~90%IZH 7= 5 EHEE L TWET, ZOFHRIFIC L D &t
HCHGI S TWDARM D 15%~30%2NEEIKER SN TEAMTH Y . 4 300 fE~1,000 &

! www.accreditation-services.com
2 http://wwf.panda.org/about_our_earth/deforestation/deforestation_causes/illegal_logging
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Nonetheless, research conducted by FSC shows that mistakes and fraudulent claims happen, even
within the FSC system. In North American, South American, European and Asian markets, there
have been cases of inaccurate product claims negatively impacting retailers, in some cases
causing the recall of millions of dollars of products. Other examples include FSC transaction claims
being accepted from organizations with suspended or terminated certificates and counterfeit
products with the FSC label being sold. This undermines the public’s confidence in FSC and the
certified organizations. It also reduces the value of legitimate FSC-certified products, diminishing
the returns for organizations that comply with FSC policies and invest in responsible forest
management.

FSC DT> 7-fA& TIX, FSC #iEIZHWTH | MR L OE XA A IEME 2R B | 1§ s 74
LTV EWIRBHE L, K. I3 —m X T VT OHGIZEW TRIEMZRBG G ®H /)N
RICER B G AT HPINME SN TOET, (THA MUY OGO Y 33— /IR L2 7
*X%%@iﬁ“ Fro, REER—RHE IE STV D E7IZBRICHIR AN I 7 G E ) BIEA LTz
B ZiE i & LT TLEW, fHR FSC T E -G D@BIE L o7 — 26 H Y £
T, ZhHIiE FSC B L ORERERSE OEHEE LR D b O T, NEMZRIGIEHRITZ FSC 7 Z
¥ ROTERMETK T 2B T 27217 Tl <. FSCHREHZNAST L TV 2O HiSECE T &
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These examples, and others uncovered by FSC staff, certificate holders and stakeholders,
demonstrate the need for additional efforts to maintain integrity in supply chains, and transaction
verification can play a part in this. Generally speaking, there are three types of errors that FSC is
seeking to address through the inclusion of transaction verification criteria in CoC standards:®

INHOHERR, EEERE L TORWHEENZSHLTHAI Z b, V774 F=— 0 D%ESR
D=, BRLIBNVMETHY , BEIFEROBREIZZEO—ERERDEBEZOLNTVET,
FSC XA MEHRDOIBEICET HRMELZEAT L LICL VRO I OOHX A T OET — % fRRk L X
IEEZTNET S

e Selling or passing of FSC-certified material without a valid certificate;
BRNLFRREZ T2 72 VR T FSC ik DIRIE,

e Selling or passing of FSC-certified material with incorrect FSC transaction claims;
AIEfE7R B S 1E# 2 £ 5 FSC R DR 5E,

¢ Not recording, or incorrectly recording, information about a sale of FSC-certified products
in a certificate holders’ internal accounting system.
PRREEURE B 5 ONHIEE S AT HIZ81T 5 FSC RRGER S RFE I O R IERE 72 fidk £ 72

ESERACS] S g

8 These shortcomings do not include non-FSC-certified organizations that pass counterfeit claims, as this
cannot be controlled through the FSC CoC system. However, FSC’s trademark office and FSC legal staff
aggressively pursue any known misuse of the FSC label or brand.

R fadEz LT 25 IERGEIS#A%I X FSC CoC il £ 4 U TE B TE 220l AFHEERHIR T 5
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The current CoC system does not catch these errors easily, for a number of reasons:
BIED CoCHlETITRODE I EHTINOLDOZT —Z/ADOFHZ LN TEERA

¢ The verification of FSC transactions between buyer and seller is not currently a
requirement in the FSC CoC standard, nor is there an explicit requirement for transactions
to be compared between FSC trading parties.

Hr7e B & BEAE M O FSC B sz &35 2 LITHIAED FSC CoC ZRFIHIZE %
ATUWVRUY, FSC CoC #ik& Tldk FSC B 5 T B 2 Wi D s |15 # 4 Ll 2 72 D D
e 7R BRGNS 720,

e Even if an auditor chooses to match FSC transactions from a certificate holders’ supplier
to the organization being audited, it is nearly impossible to carry this out, especially if
purposeful fraud is taking place.*

FAEBDVEAREMMED FSC Iy [Tl & e E DFEREBEL LS L LT, FHZEX
7R RIED S D5 BT T DREEIT O T LIRS TiEan 4,

e There are no tools or agreed methods that allow for the coordination necessary to match
FSC transactions between a certificate holder and its suppliers.
HR7eE M &g AB M D FSC B [RLEkZ AT D720 DY — LB B SV FIENFEL
7200,

4 Typically, there is a contract and non-disclosure agreement between the specific certificate holder and
their chosen Certification Body. Certificate holders are not required to share invoices with other certificate
holders or other Certification Bodies. They are only required to share invoices and other evidence with ASI
after a formal complaint has been filed.

WE, FRRERUSHE & RRAERE O RNZIFIRRKICHE RO EN H Y . FBRERUSE 1T A H ORE L TV 555K
o ORIERGE IR LA T 8B T H Y A, ERREERHSTZHEDH, FERESZ
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2. Why include transaction verification in the FSC CoC standard?

Because the FSC brand has value in the marketplace, and the illegal trade in forest products is big
business, there will always be some actors looking to circumvent the systems FSC puts in place to
ensure the integrity of its certification. There are actions FSC can take — which includes transaction
verification — to minimize inaccurate claims.

FSC 23is CMifEZF£F > TR Y . MPEWOEERGI N REREVRATHLHLLE, FSC 2358
DFERMEZSFA D LEOD VAT LERT THEA D EEZEZXDNTIMLTHTEET, ZHITK LT,
BEEHROBE L E O, NEMRIRGHEHRORE L H/NRIZT 57202 FSC A T&E 5 Z &id,
b0 EF,

Including transaction verification in the FSC CoC standard (FSC-STD-40-004) means that

certificate holders will need to demonstrate that FSC input claims match the recorded output claims
of its suppliers:

FSC CoC #i#%(FSC-STD-40-004) |2 B 5 RO A EEZD D L) Z L1t REERSEE XA & O
FSCHENGLERN G E ORGERLEk e — BT A Z 2R THENH L EWVH T L TY

Box 1. Clause 1.7 from the second draft of FSC-STD-40-004 v3
ANw 7 A 1. FSC-STD-40-004 FE 3R KZ 7+ 2D 178

“The organization shall have a method in place to allow the Certification Body to verify that the
organization’s recorded FSC input claims match the recorded FSC-certified output claims of its
suppliers.

FHARIL. MR DFEER L TV D FSC A v 7y R EMEE OFEER L T\ D FSCRRGET v b7
v NEIRN T D, PRI L ARRE A ARE & T AR AL B/ b U B 70,

NOTE FOR STAKEHOLDERS: This can be achieved in various ways, such as through the FSC
Online Claims Platform (ocp.fsc.org), manual verification (e.g. material account records specific
to each FSC-certified trading partner are made available upon request by the respective trading
partner or CB) or other automated systems (e.g. systems with a common record of input and
output shared between customer and supplier).

MIFEBIFRE ~OTR © ZHUIRRA L FIETRIAT 52 LR TE 5, PHIRIE FSC AV T4 7
L—A77 v N7 4—A(ocp.fsc.org) &l U= ik, FAEEIC K AE W FSC FRREEUFE
Je T L DR OJFER B G | FE gk & BT | e 058 &b&%@@%tﬁ IR CTHRETE DX 9127 5)
R, TomoBEM S NTAEAWBEA Ty FET T B ~ DILEOTLIR T B & AR E
DIETHZENTEDLVAT L) ERNH D

FSC invites stakeholders to consult and provide their comments on the discussion paper on
alternatives for strengthening and streamlining the FSC CoC system, which is open for public
consultation simultaneously to the FSC-STD-40-004 standard. Detailed information about this

future core element of the FSC CoC standard and the possibility to provide comments can be
found here: https://ic.fsc.org/fsc-std-40-004.782.htm.

FSC-STD-40-004 kD /X7 ) w7 a Y7 — g3 2/ bE T, FSC CoC Z ik L
NFENT DD DOBINLIZOWTHFREERI D HE SN TWS, FIEMFRFIZZLLICLHDOE
TaAALRTHIENRTED, ZD, K CoC HEDH.LE R DIEBIZ OV T OREMTEH
X, LR =7 %A k-~ https://ic.fsc.org/fsc-std-40-004.782.htm.
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The criterion in the first draft of FSC-STD-40-004 v3, which included the revised standard and draft
requirement for transaction verification, generated 190 comments during a public consultation held
between 19 December 2014 and 28 February 2015. The comments from stakeholders varied, but
the general themes were as follows:

FSC-STD-40-004 %5 3D 1 B2 2014 4212 A 19 H725H 201542 H 28 HIZ/XT7 U w7 =
VAT = a UM TR DIV, BEIEROBEICETAERFHLEEN TV ZOEEIZIE
190 DAY "RFELNE LIz, Bixa X MRHVE LN, ERERE LTUIKD LD
RHDONRBHY £ LT

o There is no reason to include transaction verification, as the FSC CoC already addresses
this issue.

T CIZ FSC CoCIERBEIZH L L TW B DT, BEITEROBAE 2RO HHBE A 20,

e Inaccurate transaction claims do not take place, or do not take place at a scale that
threatens the credibility of FSC.
ANIEMEZREG ERIZ. FSC DEFMEZ 0T K 5 2B TITFA L Thguy,

o FSC needs to better explain how the misleading and false claims are generated within the
system.
FSCIZHIERN T ED X 5 IS RIEMITIG IEHAIEE L TWD DL TEICHBT 54
Hnd 5,

o FSC needs to provide specific examples and data on the extent of the problem.
FSCIZFIEDBBUZ DN T, FFEDFEHILT —F ZmTHENR D D,

e Stakeholders have concerns about the security of using centralized databases or
platforms for transaction verification.
BEIEROBAICEH L TEPEFHINET — A RXR—ART Ty b7+ — L&D L
WX 2V T 4 TOBRENH 5,

e There are potential difficulties, costs and complexities in having to comply with transaction
verification requirements.
GG RO AT T 2 ZREFEHITE G T 2 72D OREECE T oM S OfaHi,

e The alternative methods offered in the first consultation were considered to be difficult to
audit and will therefore lead to different levels of rigor.
FHLRIEONRT Y v 7 avP s —ra V ORSNIABTFIRILERR D O L I28
b, BEEV VLK SIZENRTTLE ),

e The burden of demonstrating compliance should rest with the Certification Body.
WE %2R T 72D FRIL CB BT H &,

¢ The need for transaction verification should be assessed using a risk-based approach,
specifically related to the Corruption Perceptions Index,® to address the areas where FSC
has found a greater likelihood of fraud occurring.

BEIEROBAEILY AV IHESL T TR —F 2 WMH XX Th D, BRI FERERRE
(CPI®IZ & » TR E B I = & DIBIE & & BT X,

5 www.transparency.org/cpi2014
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A prevailing theme from the consultation was a demand by certificate holders and other
stakeholders to clearly demonstrate that the problem of misleading and false claims is sufficiently
serious to warrant additional requirements in the FSC Chain of Custody. Through an initial survey,
fiber testing and other means, FSC has amassed a significant body of evidence to help quantify
the scale of the problem, especially in the Asia Pacific region. This has come from FSC Network
Partners (staff) and outside stakeholders, including certificate holders, Certification Bodies and ASI.

FEBABRENLDOBEROFTEL oDk, NEMEZLIEERIZE - TRAL TV REDN,
FSC CoC DEMERFIHZEAT HIZEICEHKRRBELRONE S DEMIOR L TUELWnE N
IHDOTL, PVIHFHAE, DNA 7 A &, ZTOMOTE%EHWT FSC IZREO B A2 02T 5 7=
DI R BEOFEEREZEDE LT, BT V7 KEEMIRITIESWICHEISNE L7, 2
HDOEHRIZFSC Ry RU—27 /38— R F—0DI1Fh, b BdGE . R, ASI & W 7o F|
EERENOTFEONE LT,

FSC used a range of qualitative and quantitative methods to measure misleading transactions and
claim types. These included interviews with key informants and ASI, surveys, analysis of internet
market places (such as Alibaba®), and conducting fiber testing — by microscope, or DNA, or isotope
testing — to determine the species and/or origin of a forest product. The initial analysis shows that
misleading claims occur in both exporting and importing countries. While evidence has been found
globally, there is growing evidence that points to a significant and unacceptable level of erroneous
and false claims coming out of regions with a Corruption Perception Index (CPI) of 50 or below.
Overall, the results demonstrate a high risk to the FSC system if the problem is not addressed.

FSC %, RIEfERRSGI OB L X 57Dk~ 72 E'EN, BN FEEZANVELE, Zhbo
FIEICIE, EREREEEB L OASI ~DAf v 22—, T —h, A ¥ —% v MBRYA
I (Alibaba®) D 73#r, & L TR OBFECIREMAZFFET 572D DNA 7 A EBEENET, #)
IR CIX. 26 ORTEMZES I3l N E R X O AE O THRAEL TND Z EPRRS
NTWET, AIEMEZRIG MEROFGERIL R P TR O > TUWET 23, K2 CPI 23 50 % FES
IR W TIE, FAETERWV L TINDDOFHLN R O0->TEY, ZOHENELZTNDH Z
EPVHIBH L E Lz, FERMIC, MEEZAREL7enE FSC fENREWI AZI2& 6352 En
ML E L,

In addition to this evidence about misleading claims, FSC continues to receive reports of misleading
claims from whistle blowers that have proved to be valid. Recent cases have been reported in North
America, Europe and Asia. While the majority of these involve products from Asia, there have been
cases where erroneous claims have been passed exclusively in European and North American
supply chains. FSC also has evidence that buyers are knowingly involved in buying FSC-certified
products with false claims. This has been consistently confirmed through ASI audits, and most
often is only discovered after the products have been sold to consumers.

IS ORIEMEZR IS IER OGN % . FSCIIMEEFRIC L 5 ERAEIHERE b2 T T
F9, BETIHIEK, F3—a v X TUTOLLWMERHV E LI, ZNHDr—ATIEEL O
B, TUTOLORENREFR L TWETR, Fiika—a v Rk OYV T I A4 F 22— T
AR HERPEEL TWDETr—AbHV ELz, TBAEFEN., EBERRIEEMY DO
FSCHERZEBALTWARMEREION > TWLET, CNIFASIIZLIEETHREMICERE L TL
B ETITH, FEAEDETE. HAIFERITEEEICREIN-RICRELTWET,

A second phase of research is now underway to gather a better understanding of the scale of the
problem, by region and by industry sector.

BUE, A DR 2 BRBENBUEIT DIV TWDH L ZATY, ZHIUT X Huldgl, PEZER ORIBEOH
BUZOWT R RWEENTEDH LEZXTVET,

6 Alibaba is an internet marketplace and the most popular platform for international buyers to source
products from China.
Alibaba(7 U 23 ) %, HED RS Z AT 2RISR B HEH SN EBRZR A o F—3 v Ml A b,
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3. Proposed options for addressing risks in the chain of custody
CoCD Y A7 IZXHLT 5 72 DICRBE I N TV 2BIK

During the first consultation, FSC engaged with stakeholders to identify options for demonstrating
transaction verification requirements. In response to the stakeholders’ comments, FSC has
developed six options for transaction verification. Table 1 presents the six options; the following
text then explains in more detail how each option will work in practice.

HEAEBDONNTY v 7 arP T —3 g BT, FSCITBBITEHROBAICET % Bk HIE A
72T 72O DBINLIZOWTHIERMREICERSEEEZ LE L, Z 2 TCHELNZa A2 MKt
THIEL LT FSCIIBLIEROBEDT-DOD 6 DOIBIREAER LE L, #1126 DDE
RSN TWET, BICH S LEIZZTNTNOBRENAHEEICED X 9 ITHEET 200 %
FERNZ IR 7= FBA ST,

Table 1. Options for transaction verification

& A. BBIFROBIED 72 3 DFRfiL

Option Activity

B NE
A An organization enters FSC-certified purchase transaction information into a system that

enables verification.
FOREHUSF A FSC BRI I A # A2 BB TE MR O BE N AIHE/R VAT M AT1T 5,

B Accreditation Services International (ASI) conducts supply-chain audits on a sampling
basis.
ASI NH > T NNCHEASL B T TA T = — UV EREZ LT D

C Certification Bodies collect a sample of purchase transaction documents during audits

and reassessments, which are then verified by the supplier’s Certification Body.

PO BN BT R AL« BE RO P TIAICET 2 LECBEOY I AENEL, b

e E ORI N AT 5,

D An organization enters FSC-certified sales transaction information into a modified OCP,

which will generate digital transaction certificates.

PORERUFHE A FSC RBREM IR EIEHMA LR SN/ OCPIZ AN L, ZHUT K D F¥Z VI
SIRGEE D FITSND

E An organization enters FSC-certified purchase transaction information into the OCP.
PRI A FSC RBGEMIE AT A OCPIZA T %
F No change to the current CoC system, which does not require transaction verification.

BAEDMA B AT Ly, DF D EGHEROBAEIIITH R,
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Option A
ZERE A

The organization enters FSC-certified purchase transaction information into a system that enables
transaction verification: an Online Claims Platform (OCP)’ or an alternative equivalent system.
Individual transactions can be entered, or similar transactions can be consolidated into one entry.
Alternative systems are considered equivalent if:

FARkIX, FSC FEREMEEANE A BAIE RO BE N ATRE/e v A 7 A(OCP” £ 72IEXRIED Y AT L)
(A L hidia b0, ERloREIHEHRZ AT S Z &%“C‘é’ﬂﬁi\ T 2 Hs1E i a %
EOTANTHILELTE D, VAT MIROFRMEZNWTZTHEIC OCP LRAFETHDH L ARS
no

e Both the organization and the supplier are connected through the same transaction
verification system, ensuring the Certification Body of the supplier can verify the FSC
transactions data entered by the organization;

Mk KOt aE O 3 F CRGHERRE L AT L THORB-TEY | Mikic L A
J1E iz FSC B & e & ORBGEEBE N RE 5 2 L3 TE 5,

o The system is ISO 27001-certified, ensuring a systematic approach to managing the FSC
transaction data;®

VAT LN1SO 27001 (lFHtEF 2 U T 4 v RV A L NRFEL X TEHBY . FSC HEI1E
W RRN R TETEHRTE S 8

¢ The organization demonstrates that FSC the transaction data listed below is matched
between the organization and their suppliers through the data exchange system.
TR AT KT Mk & G OFRFOLL T O —E &7 T 5 FSC g E D
—HETHZEERED

An organization can also meet this requirement by authorizing its supplier(s) to enter the FSC
transaction information into the OCP or equivalent system on its behalf. In this case, there will be
an agreement between both trading parties that the FSC transactions will be entered by the
organization’s supplier. The organization will have a period of 14 business days to accept or reject
the data entered by the supplier(s). If the supplier enters the FSC transaction information into the
OCP, this can act as supplemental documentation to the full FSC invoice claim.

FAR T, ARBESRFEHEZW - 472012, #ERICD Y Ha#E1C FSC BBIIEMEZ AT 5720 DHE
[REH %2, OCP £/IIRA%EDV AT AIANLTHL I Z L TE D, ZOHA. FSC iGN
WIS OUAEE LIV AT END E VW BBIMEROGENRMLEL D, FliaEIciv T
—ZBASINTHG, ﬁ’ﬁ%ﬂéﬁ“%mﬂﬂ%@%ﬁ\mit IZEITT 5 f_&w)ﬁ)ﬂf'a%\ 14 a%ﬁa@ﬂo it
fad s FSC 5§ % OCP IZ AT 556, ZOREkE FSC ikE LOFRZMTT 5 30E
LTI ZEnTED,

7 http://ocp-info.fsc.org

8 Conformance with ISO 27001 is not required for systems that control internal trading within the same
organization (e.g. two sites within the same multi-site certificate scope trading or transferring products
Within the same organization)

— RN CO NI (B] : Rl—fRIZ BT~ v F VA FFREED2>DH A N TOmG| £ 13RO
$r)75:£1£“}‘ VAT AT iISO 27001GRGEII R ETH 5,
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Certificate holder sites in countries with a CPI score of 51 or higher will enter FSC transaction data
into the OCP on a quarterly basis as a minimum requirement. Certificate holder sites in countries
with a CPI of 50 or lower will enter FSC transaction data into the OCP by the end of each month
as a minimum requirement. The Certification Body of the organizations’ trading partners will verify
all the information entered into the OCP or alternative system during annual surveillance audits.

CPI 23 51 LA EOEICFTET 2 8GEEUSE 1%, FSCH ST —% 207 < & & U2 —F X OCP
\ZATIT %, CPI 2 50 LA FOEICHTET DFGERSE 13072 < & bfH RIZIZZEDH D FSC
SIF—2 % AN+ 5, OCP £IERA%ED T AT M AT SNT-T X TOFRITMELEOEE 5D
TOREREBEIC X EREEEOBRICIRE S D,

The following information from supplier’s invoices or delivery documents will need to be entered
into the OCP or alternative system:

HAEE OFEREBL T ITMIBE FORDOIERD OCP £721XRED Y AT MM AT STt
A SYANANE

1. Supplier's name.
ffEE DA PR
2. Supplier’s certification code.
LG H OREFEE &
3. Invoice number or equivalent.
R ERE L IIAEOHMIIEE
4. Date of the invoices or delivery documents issued.
Eﬁ*ﬁi 7z (’iﬁ,ﬂj‘]uﬂu{ﬁpﬁ@%ﬁ?f |
5. Description of the FSC-certified material.
FSC #EREEA OB (B i 44 45)

6. FSC claim.
FSC %7~

7. Quantity.
Hoht
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Option B
B

ASI, the organization that accredits FSC Certification Bodies, will arrange upstream and/or
downstream auditing where FSC purchase and sale transaction information is traced from one
certificate holder to another. Certificate holders and Certification Bodies will comply with ASI’s
requests.

FSC SR AR ET 2k CTH D ASI X, V7 IA T = — 0 ZWMOB L WELIITLEES
ﬁb\ 3?)7 uuniﬁiﬁ%%&{m@uunﬁﬁyﬁ%%mﬁﬂm FSC ﬁ%lioi()\ﬁ}imf ;;:P!;Ef I\ L—2X L&‘H?ﬂﬂi
7;;: i)fcil/\o EI{JAH %‘j;\)J:U\E}dHJ‘_E*&Eg :j: ASI O)g \——Té ?o

ASI will verify supply-chain audits on a case-by-case basis (either triggered by an incident or
complaint, or randomly selected). These assessments will be carried out for the whole supply
chains selected, or parts of them. Any non-conformities identified will be issued against the
Certification Body (on the basis of objective evidence of its failure to ensure an effective supply
chain mechanism for its clients), or brought to the attention of the Certification Body for further
follow-up on the certification level, in case the non-conformance is identified with the certificate
holder.

ASI L, 7 —ANA T —ATH T ITA F = — VEREORKGEZT O (B E 7215 HIC LV EEEIT
I, FEITT X AT E%ﬁﬁx_hb®ﬁﬁfiLiﬂt%774%I VARKREIT—
MEXRET D, FFEINT-AE mﬂw% ﬂbf%ﬁ;ﬂé#ﬁ%@ﬁgﬂm%%&%
TIAF =— y@ﬁmﬁ%ﬁo*&%ﬁ&T Z L ICHEEEREPE AL L TV D &0 D BB T
WUz EES L), FRIEREA DRSS E ICHEKT 25681, TORICHEIEL L TT ra—7
v ITE D KD ICFRIERIC %ﬁ&Méo

Supply-chain assessments will be carried out both upstream and downstream in the FSC supply
chain (depending on the case), and will comprise the following:

V7T I7A4F =— il FSC gz Ltk IO MO EH 6IZM7 ) HTHEMTE H(7—
ANA = ATIRE)s T LTHRICIRDN G725

» Frequency: ASI will introduce supply-chain audits for CoC certificate holders using a risk-
based approach. This will have a limited scope, for example 50 supply chains annually.
This will potentially be combined with the existing supply-chain audits that ASI conducts
on Certification Bodies, which can comprise several sub-audits along the supply chain.
BREE C ASHITIR OGN T-&EPH T U A7 IS T 7T e —F 2 W 774 F o — Bk
Z CoC i BUGE IC AT 5, BIZITFEMIZ0 DY 7 I A4 F=2— AT D, Th

(TR T 2D ASI R L FE D 2 &b HVEL, LD T TA F = —
VEERIL, YT TA F 2R o T WL OO TEENOHER SN E L H D

e Selection: the supply-chain assessments will be related to incidents and complaints
received by FSC or ASI or on a random basis.

B IOV T T A F = — VRl FSC 7213 ASI 23521 Bt o 72 & 5 1E 12 Bk
LCEMINDNEITEEAHIC IV ER SN D
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e Scope: the evaluation will start at one point in the supply chain and continue upstream or

downstream — back to the forest or down to the end consumer. ASI will check the FSC
transaction information from each supplier against the organization’s internal records and
volume summaries, as well as comparing it to the certificate holders’ suppliers and
customer records. The sampling will also include non-FSC invoices to ensure that no FSC
claims are made on them. The sample size will depend on the certificate holder under
investigation.
HPH : FMIY T I A T = —2 OB D R THEY . RHKRETHDL N EITREIEEE
FTFLLIEMIND, ASHIAMAGE 226 D FSC BLUG | 1E 8 4 ik o N iigkds L O
ﬁm%d&%AL FIfHEE B L OBE Ok E b E T 5, 7 ZIidFE FSC
HanoiERkELTENL. 2 bl iwwnSC%r#énTmﬁw#%W#éhéo%y
7/1/3'§5( THAERNROEEIZ LY B D

Option C
R C

Certification Bodies will collect a sample of purchase transaction documents during audits and
reassessments, which will be verified by the suppliers’ Certification Body. They will collect the
following information:

?u?i5§55ﬁ°9§%ﬁggﬂi AR OHR CHEAICRET 2 CEMLBEOY I LEIE L, T 2 aE
DGR N R ET 5 &@E&'gliil%%&z)‘uunﬁﬁgégg X V)Wﬁéﬁﬂf .

1. Supplier's name.
ffEE DA PR
2. Supplier's certification code.
fAGE ORREE
3. Invoice number or equivalent.
FHREE G F I ILEEROFRE 5
4, Date of the invoices or delivery documents issued.
i R EF IS EORITH
5. Descrlptlon of the FSC-certified material.
FSC [ uiﬁtjﬁ‘*@nﬁﬁﬂ(ﬁélﬁﬂz )

6. FSC claim.
FSC &/

7. Quantity.
&

This option uses a risk-based approach, in which organizations are classified as ‘low risk’ or
‘unspecified risk’ according to CPI. This approach considers both the risk of the organization and
those that supply it with FSC materials. Organizations and suppliers with a CPI of greater than 51
are considered low risk. If, however, an organization is low risk but a supplier of FSC products has
a CPI score less than 50, then FSC-certified trade from this particular supplier will not be considered
as low risk.

ZOBRILIT Y 27 (ST e —FE2HNTE Y, A EBGEER L (CP)IZHE > THME 2
Y R 7 FTITREEY AZICHEEND, ZO7 7 a—F 3Rk L ik FSC JFA B & L
T HMEROME DY AT BB 5H, HkE 3T XToO FSC FAMEHEAGE 2 CPI A=27 51 LA ET
HXRY R 7 EEX D, —F, MEMEU 27 Th-Th, FSC R MEE D CPI A2 7 H
50 LLF ChiuE., ZOBEOMEES D FSC BAITIKY A7 L1THlr S,
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A sampling approach will apply for low-risk organizations and be applicable to their low-risk
suppliers; otherwise 100 percent of FSC transactions will be verified by the Certification Body.
Likewise, 100 percent of FSC transactions will be verified by the Certification Body of low-risk
organizations which also have unspecified-risk suppliers.

’Y 27 Rk E F DR 27 EF IR LT 7Y U IR mEATE 5, KU 27 TRV
A 1X FSC UG TEH D 100% 258G HERS I L W lRAE S LD, MR Y A7 T, ifgE DU 27
DRETEDEE1E FSC B EEHR D 100%0 R EEIC L v BE 5,

Low-risk organizations will be required to enable their Certification Body to verify a sample of 30
FSC transactions. The Certification Body will collect these from the full scope of invoices and from
a variety of the organization’s certified suppliers. The certificate holder will not know which invoices
were selected.

Y 27 OFRITE & OFEIHEREN FSCEE 05 H 30 ka2 7L LTRAETE S L HIcT
5:&ﬁﬁm%m5oMm%%iﬁkﬁmmﬁﬁzwgmﬁmf@nk%@Wﬂ%so#%W%
j‘éo uuufbﬂy;fgfjl% X & 0) iﬁfﬁﬁ?méi’btb\%ﬂ E) ghiﬁb A

If the certificate holder has fewer than 30 invoices, then all invoices available will be verified.
PORERUAGE DOFE R EOED 30 1Tl 7272 W AT, T X TOFERENBEIND

Option D
ZESRED

Under this scenario, the organization enters FSC-certified sale transaction data into a modified
OCP. This will then generate digital transaction certificates to the certificate holder entering the
information. For each product sold with FSC transaction documentation, the organization will get a
transaction certificate with a unique transaction identification number (ID) from the modified OCP,
which will act as the official FSC invoice claim (replacing the current invoice identification). The
transaction certificate can refer to a single transaction, or multiple transactions consolidated into
one entry.®

ZOTF U ATIE, MRk FSCRRGER S DOIRTET —# 2R Iz OCP I AT 5, Ttk
D I E AT LT fREBUS 6 L CF U2 VEG RRREEDN BTSN D, FSCHG|I SLE A £ -
%@Wﬁ@f mmiﬂﬁ mtOCPﬂgﬂﬁmﬁwH)%ﬁoﬁﬂmﬁi%AT¢7o:@
@ﬁﬂi&%@m% ®%*$@i7%&@@ ﬁﬂwﬁii H @ﬁwitii&mTA
TSNS N L TRITTE D 9

% https://ocphelp.zendesk.com/hc/en-gb/articles/201838473-How-to-consolidate-claims-
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In order to obtain the transaction certificate, the organization will enter the following sales
transaction information into the OCP:

AL, BEIERREEAZ AT T 5 72DICROIRGEEHRE OCP I AT 5

1. Invoice number or equivalent.
in REE S £ T ILFRROFRBIE 5
2. Date of the invoice issuance.
AR EFRITH
3. Product name/description.
44 1R
4, FSC Claim.
FSC #&/~
5. Quantity.
$ht
Note that the name of the customer does not need to be entered into the OCP for this option.
Z DOFERAZIC BV TRE DL FRL OCP IZ AT D LEN 720,

The organization will provide the digital certificate to its customer(s) within 30 days of the invoice
being issued. Customers can then confirm FSC-certified transactions by logging into the modified
OCP and entering the transaction ID to verify that the information they received matches the FSC
transaction certificate data. FSC-certified customers will be responsible for checking the digital
transaction certificates received, and the Certification Body will verify a sample of these during
audits and re-assessments. A sampling approach to verify digital transaction certificates will also
apply to organizations in low-risk countries and their suppliers in low-risk countries; in all other
cases, the Certification Body will verify 100 percent of digital transaction certificates. The
Certification Body will also verify 100 percent of digital transaction certificate from low-risk
organizations that have unspecified risk suppliers as well.

FERRIL, BN E ST OCP ECERTE 5L 91T, ERERITHLS 30 HLNIZERE (K}
LCT /&/lxnwlki%‘iﬁﬁ“o BRIL, Z1E L?ZT HA FSC BBIRRAEET — X L —HTHZ L%
MO HTOIZHBE Sz OCP icua 7 A L, B5l ID 2 AJ)3 % Z & T FSC FRGER S| % R
T%éo§ﬁbt?y&wﬁ%%ﬁ%%%% HDI% FSC FRIFEEZOELTH Y . A
%Yﬁ%E/ﬁPE®K LINGDOY IV ERET D, MikE T XTOMGEMEY 27 OEIZFET
fﬁ“‘é Blx. TUXANVEBIRGEEOBRAIZY TV v T EHWDL Z N TE S, KU AT T

lﬁmii\ ORISR T /57/1/];&‘7|munl|‘£@ 100% %= &35, N EKY 27 TH, aED
U7 Z)\Kq%"ﬁ:@j}lﬂ%{:l\% e NEE+%£QF$§ j:T /5(/I/ﬂ>(’§lnm uﬁq&@ 100%%[]77/\'3‘
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Option E
R E

The organization will enter FSC-certified purchase transaction information into the OCP. Individual
transactions can be entered, or several similar transactions can be consolidated into one entry.

ML, FSC MG % OCP ICANT 5, EROWGIEREZ AT LI L HTE DD
U 205 MEREELOTANTLHILEHTE S,

Alternatively, the organization can meet this requirement by authorizing its supplier(s) to enter the
FSC transaction information into the OCP on its behalf. In this case, there will be an agreement
between both trading parties that the FSC transactions will be entered by the organization’s
supplier. The organization will have a period of 14 business days to accept or reject the data
entered by the supplier(s). If the supplier enters the FSC transaction information into the OCP, this
could act as supplemental documentation to the full FSC invoice claim.

AL, ABSREEARM - 372012, I 0 BHEE 1 FSC BSITE#RE AN 1T 2R % 5-
Z\OGDbﬂﬁbf%bii&%f%éo_@%m\Fﬂiﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ@N% Izl AH
ENDHEVIBBIHEMOBENMLE L 0D, FEMEFICLV TN AEINTHD, Mk
#%@w@%ﬂwitiﬂTT7tw@@ﬁ#14Hia%éoM%ﬁﬁFscm%%%%cmp
AN T D86, ZOFEIE FSCitkEBLOEREMTT HOLEL L TR 2N TE D,

Certificate holder sites in countries with a CPI of 51 or higher will enter FSC transaction data into
the OCP on a quarterly basis as a minimum requirement. Certificate holder sites in countries with
a CPI of 50 or lower will enter FSC transaction data into the OCP at the end of each month as a
minimum requirement. The Certification Body of the organizations’ trading partners will verify all
information entered into the OCP during annual surveillance audits.

CPI 23 51 UL EDENCHTET 2 3GERSE 1X. FSCHS| T —# 2072 < & b I —E X OCP

W AN =T 5, CPlI 2 50 LA FOEICHTET 28BS E 1307 < &b EHRIZIZZDH D FSC
a7 — 51%57&3?“50 OCP [Z A1 ENT=FT X TOFERITHIE DO HLG | Je O FRFEREBIIC X 0 HFk
EEEDOBRICIRAE SIS,

The following FSC input transaction data from supplier’s invoice will be entered into the OCP:
HEE OFERELOWRD FSC A > 7w FEBIEHRN OCPIZ A1 &b

1. Supplier's name.
fitaE D4R
2. Supplier's certlfication code.
fieAa# DORRAE
3. Invoice number or equivalent.
PR EER S F X FEREORRDE
4. Date of the invoices or delivery documents issued.
PR EE LIRS ZEDIRITH
5. Description of the FSC-certified material.
FSC AR B OB (B in 44 55)

6. FSC claim.
FSC #£7~

7. Quantity.
B

FSC-DIS-40-009 EN
TRANSACTION VERIFICATION: ALTERNATIVES FOR STRENGTHENING AND STREAMLINING THE FSC CHAIN OF CUSTODY

19



© 2015 Forest Stewardship Council, A.C. All rights reserved.

Option F
ZERIEF

This option means that there is no change to the FSC standard or policy, and no new requirements
for certificate holders, Certification Bodies or ASI.

BHELRWEWS Z Lid, FSC HME E72ITFRE OEE N2V, FITRGERSE . FRREREE .
ASI [T O LWESRFIEN 2N E W H Z 2 Th D,
FSC asks stakeholders to feed back about their preferred option(s) for transaction

verification during the draft CoC standard consultation period from 1 September, 2015 - 31
October, 2015.

FSC i, 20154 9 A 1 A5 20154 10 A 31 HE TOD CoC BN a7 —v a VHifE
(. BEMERORESICHAL T, BOHFE LVBRRICOVWTORREEELTVET,
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4. How are Certification Bodies going to audit transaction verification?
FOREREBRIZ E D & 5 B HERORBITONTEET D DH,

Option A
ZERE A

The Certification Body, after being provided access by the certificate holder, will check the FSC
transaction information inside the OCP or equivalent system, and then check it against the
organization’s internal records and volume summaries. The organization will also have its sales
documents and volume summary audited by its Certification Body when the OCP or equivalent
system is used by its customers.

PRREREE I L - CT 7 B ANFFA] S8R RS 1L, OCP & 7= 1 [A%% @yx%AmmF&:ﬁ

wkﬁ%ﬁ&®m$ﬁﬁkiwﬁiﬁﬁk%@%;#5 kI, OCP £7-I1XF% Dy 25 A
ﬁﬁ@ﬁ% WKL THEHA L TWAEEIE., R & HREHIC OV T LIRS DA %
2T 5,

Option B
B

The Certification Body will need to comply with ASI’s requests for any information regarding the
FSC transaction information for the applicable certificate holder(s).

OREARBAIE. BT DREREESE O FSC HS MEHRICEI T2 ASI 226 OZEFEIZHE D

Option C
R C

The Certification Body will verify a sample of at least 30 invoices from each organization during
surveillance audits if the organization is low risk and for the organizations low-risk trading partners.
If the organization is in a country that is considered to be of unspecified risk, the Certification Body
will verify 100 percent of invoices; likewise for the organization’s suppliers that are in unspecified
risk areas. If 30 invoices need to be verified and the certificate holder has fewer than 30 invoices,
then all invoices up to 30 will need to be verified and a sample of each supplier will need to be
taken. The Certification Body will need to verify that the invoices selected are valid, according to
the organizations supplier's Certification Body.

POREASEAIE, FRRME Y 27 T, BBIEBIRY 27 O%E1E, FREEDOBIHEBEOHERED 5

LA7e<ed 30 oY FAERET S, %H%‘E%“?Ef%*m) A LBIRENDENCHHET D5HE .
B L OMHEE DIARFFE U X 7 HBIZFTES 55 /ﬁm . AHREFBOTNTHRGEEREIC LV BE SN D,
30 {0 j@&%ﬁﬁp/\@“ W8 % — AT, RERAFE DS 30 fE&L 0 b 7 OFERE L
WEFIZIRVNGEIE, TANTOMKRENRESND, ZOBR, FHEEE N SFHREOY T3
SN D, RbHEBII. MRROHAEE ORRERBICIR G L, BIRSNIZFRED AR RETH

D2 L ERGET DLEND D,
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Option D

R D

In this scenario, the Certification Body will be required to verify that the organization is
communicating a digital claim to their customers by checking a sampling of 30 digital claims sent
to the organization’s customers. The Certification Body will also need to verify that the organization
is checking the digital transaction certificates sent to the organization by the organization’s supplier.
A sampling approach for verifying digital transaction certificates will also apply to low-risk
organizations and their low-risk suppliers; otherwise, the Certification Body will need to verify 100
percent of digital transaction certificates. The Certification Body will need to verify 100 percent of
digital transaction certificates for low-risk organizations that have unspecified risk suppliers as well.
If the certificate holder has fewer than 30 digital transactions, then all digital transactions up to 30
will need to be verified and a sample of each customer and supplier will need to be taken.

ZOTF A TR nﬂj‘ﬁkér% N %Hﬁ&ﬁ\l—. g 7%1J L/77;7‘ /&/I/ruu HU_JZ@ 2% 30 ﬁ:mqj‘/7/l/%ﬁﬁ
L, MEPBEEICK L TT VX NARREEEZBEL TCNWD I EEMGET S Z & nRkO b5, B
ﬂ%ﬁi\m&ﬁMk@ﬁﬁzﬁ%%HXMKT/?WﬁHmﬂi%%%LTwé:k%%%?
LML DD, KU A7 A E I T U VI RRREEORGEICY Y T EHWS Z
EXTE D, KV X’/“C‘foab‘ii/n\ﬂiT DA NVEGIREREE O TR TOAMEREIC LV EES L D,
KU 27 O TH > THHIEE D REFE Y A7 OGEIET VX VI IRRFEE D 3T HFREE%
|-9”?j i) *ﬁnﬁéhéo uquﬂX?%‘%O)%)/)T /5’/Vﬂ¥%|?ﬂnﬁi/ﬁ 30 'ﬁAJ\ ) %)/}73\1/\% i dA’\
TOTVENTHBIERIAEENREIND, ZOBE, FEENLT X VIGIRGEED Y 7 L)
Wb,

Option E
R E

See Option A.
EIRE A S,

Option F
ZEREF

This requires no changes to FSC standards or policies for certificate holders, Certification Bodies
or ASI. Therefore, there are no new requirements for Certification Bodies.

FRGEEUS A . RGERERE. ASI A1) D FSC k& £ 7213488t~ DE T I TL 20, i - TERGEH RS
\ZXT DT A R E IR I A0,
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5. Comparison matrix

AR D P

Item

Option A
B A

Organizations enter
FSC purchase claims

Option B
BRI B

ASI conducts supply-
chain audits on a

Option C
BRI C
Certification Bodies collect
a sample of purchase

Option D
B D

Organizations enter FSC-
certified sales transaction

Option E
BRI E

Organizations enter
FSC-certified

Option F
BHUK F

No change to
the current

ETORHEY

SR Gl

into a verification sampling basis. transaction documents information into a purchase CoC system,
system. Sl s P 1] > L during audits and modified OCP, which will transaction which does not
. ASI 23 /h7 V7 reassessments, which are generate digital information into the require
B ”M " [% MFSCRB | s H T T A F=— then verified by the transaction certificates. OCP. transaction
RERARE AT 2 s | RS 2 A2 g 7 supplier's Certification verification.
WO MRS TRE 2 ClREERT . Body. WRERASH S FSCRR | RRGEIRAS 23 S
NI e S AA SR S | FSCRAEHIEA | BHED I
VAT BIZATT ORI B 203 BB A - i, - INBIEH L7
2 5 0 81 GIE A2 B N2 OCPIZAAI L, | fi#%E OCPIZA oo LIs
: o ST ZRIC R F Y S N 5. v, DX YR
OIEECARROT ST\ skt S0 S BT E
NEREL, Zhb % 2. T,
fAE 2 DFRFEREEE 23 ]
9#7 o
Effective at Yes: for all FSC Limited to 50 supply Limited: only for Limited: only for Yes: for all FSC No
addressing transactions chains: only for those sampled invoices sampled invoices transactions AN
inaccurate _ certificate holders and PoEE L Al P s g .
transaction [ 2 T TOESC | Yyransactions audited | UERY 4%/{7;/%5: Lo| WY %/1/%& L | 3w :d<<To
information and Hi%l ZOWNWT byAS| T@%ﬂéﬂf:m*%g) Tﬁ}ﬂéﬂﬁmﬂk%@ FSC Hygl ZOoW
fraud?® L e I T
! 50#@#774%:
RIERELEG|E#E IZFRE : ASIIZ &
FORBRELRRT 5 ) ﬁ*ﬁ%% T 72 RRREHY

10 Counterfeit documentation and false FSC invoice claims cannot be addressed through FSC CoC standards. However, it is largely addressed through FSC’s trademark
provision enforcement, fiber testing and other reporting of misuse of FSC claims and labels.

FSC CoC fllEESN DA%k {4151 FSC CoC kg 218 U T35 Z L 1XTE 220,
DOLD FSC FXor, 7L DORAHIC

ONWTOHEZBL THILEND,

Lo, ;F?ﬁj\n
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Certificate holder
reports no FSC
purchases or FSC
sales, but actually
does sell products
as FSC-certified

FRREEUSE A FSC |
mDiRFEEZ LT3
DIz, FSC DEEAE
72X E LU
WeEBHREETD
M RR T E B

Yes
A

Limited to supply
chains audited

MEINT-Y T T4
= — R E

Limited: only for
sampled invoices

[RER) : o7 rd L
TR SN FERED
I

Limited: only for
sampled invoices

[RER : o7 e L
TR S 7=EhkED
I

Yes
A

No

AVAY-4

Time lag to identify
inaccurate
transaction
information

RIEMELREER%
RRITDHBETDOIA
LT T

Maximum: quarterly
Minimum: daily
&E 34 H
A 4A

Undefined: on a case-
by-case basis

Ir— A INA fr— A

Annually or longer
1FEETILE D RVERFH

Annually
14

Maximum:
quarterly

Minimum: daily
k37 H
A4 H

N/A

AR OVANA

Matches invoice
claims between
trading parties

BE mEMOFERE
BHREBAETEX D,

Yes: for all FSC
transactions
vy 9 _TPD FSC
Bahz>nT

Partial: only for those
certificate holders and
transactions audited
by ASI

—H : ASHIZ LV s
T T RRREEUEE &
5| o 7

Partial: only for sampled
invoices

—H# T E LT

IR SN TE R ED A

Partial: only for
sampled invoices
—H T LT
BRI NTIZFEREFO L

Yes: for all FSC
transactions

T FTRTo
FSC Bz iz >
<

No

AVAY-¢
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Confirms validity of Yes No No No Yes No
Suppllers copein o o s 0
real time
U T NEA NTHS
F OB D %)
é%ﬁﬁwu\f ERAYIA
Potential for a Yes!t No No No Yes No
reduction in i . . . .
certificate e IR E AAe AIAY-4 EN AT
administration and
audit costs
EEEHRBIVUER
EREZBERTE 5T
REE
Transaction ~ Yes: see http://ocp- Yes: ASI will follow Yes: auditors will follow Yes: see http://ocp- Yes: see N/A
verification data '][‘fo'fsc'Or.q’ocp's‘?cur”v’ procedures on non- procedures on non- info.fsc.org/ocp- http://ocp- s
. or more information on : . . . ; . LR
security OCP security: other disclosure, according | disclosure, according to security/ for more info.fsc.org/ocp-
i A- s | Systems will comply with to ASI policy Certification Body policy information on OCP security/ for more
5| fﬁ$§@ﬁﬁ RS ISO 27001 -~ security information on
FTET—FkEFx=al B 3, ASHITZEHORE | 13V, EAEEEIE A & OCP security
74 B0 TR VT A Shchiv, SRR L | OREHIME, SFREE | e BXa VT4
W DWW T OFERNIEL D SR7 . T SWTOZEMITZ D Eib\a X2l
bbb, OCP &[AI%D 5, £ IZDOWTD
VAT hERIREN o a Iz bbb,
D7D
ISO27001 (23 A L
RTNT R B0,

11 For more information on how the OCP can streamline CoC auditing, as well as providing supplemental documentation for full FSC claims (and the possibility to waive the
on-site portion of audits) see Section 6 (below) and: https://ocphelp.zendesk.com/hc/en-gb/articles/201803356-Can-1-use-the-OCP-for-anything-other-than-entering-claims- .

OCPRED L H
H9|p;§H\E(TEd%6+)o

ZFSCHE R

ooz Dmi7eXEL LTHREEL., Bt ED R

a2t 5 = & TCoCHEA 22N T D)

OV T DFEMIIZOCP-
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Direct costs to
certificate holders

FRRERUGE ~DERE
DE A

No fee to use the
OCP; time required
for set up and use

OCP OFI H xR},
Ty N T T EHEH
(2735

Increased costs

The estimated costs are
1.25-2 days for ASI staff
(excluding travel time),
which would be paid by
each certificate holder.
These costs could be
distributed across all
certificate holders, or only
those in an investigation.

When specific cases are
raised with ASI and
investigations occur, the
specific certificate holder
will be responsible for
those costs.

O EEN

1oV 774F = —
VEEAT 1.25~2 H
D% Ak I (BB EREH
<)y ZOEAITFR
AEEUSE L D,

ZOERITTXTOR
AERASFICAH L TY
5O, AR ROR
RAFICAELTY

59,

FFEDOMEFITLY
ASI DFREN IR E -~ 7=
e, BRI o5E
DRBFEAFE M Z D
Hoa2frxAamT 5,

Increased audit costs
RS FH o HE N

No fee to use the
OCP; time required for
set up and use

OCP OFI| H 138},
vy N7 v EERIC
7> % IEE

No fee to use the
OCP; time
required for set
up and use

OCP DO F| 13 4

B, By F Ty

7T
2% REfH

N/A
%Y L7
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portion of audit

HHEEE DGR D A
BEtE

FSC 23 ATREMEIZ DN T
FEfl

Workload Initial registration Cooperating with ASI Provide auditor access Initial registration Initial registration None
Vs R process, inputting and providing to full list of FSC- process, inputting FSC | process, inputting .y
FSC transactions evidence that they certified purchase transactions (options FSC transactions &
(options to request in order to information to consolidate claims) (options to
consolidate claims) map the supply chain sk [ 7 k. . and communication of consolidate
. of the specific product | 1o HEAT LT T digital claims to claims
IR, FSC 3| pectie P 7 FSC FAEN AN 5 — Seustomers )
DO NS ASliZh I L. FFED /NG #EEER, FSC
(FLDTOATIHA | S DA
R > WMEIZ T D721 ¥ .
i ik SRR | FEPOAD
e A R (FLDTDOASL T , ATHE)
2 fig
B
TV NVERREE K
\ZABE
Possibility of Yes No No Possibly: FSC is Yes No
waiving the on-site o S S evaluating this option N S
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6. Potential means for streamlining CoC administration through the OCP
OCPDF| i i L TCoCEH & ZhRIL T X 5 aEt:

FSC is analyzing alternative ways to streamline CoC administration; the OCP is a prominent
method under consideration. Streamlining could occur in the following way:

FSC (X, CoC BELDOZNRILD T DFEL T L TWES, OCP 1TZ DA IEM T2, %)
FAblX, TRROX I RFETHAEETT
1. Waiving the on-site portion of an audit (allowing desk audits) under certain conditions. The
certificate holder would be eligible to waive the on-site portion of their audit if:
—ESM T CHHEAORRWLEEAZAIREE T2)2 &4 Mat L TWET, RAEIRSEE
FUL T A7 3 & BB EDORREZZ T2 LN TEET
e the organization has all of its FSC-certified purchases and sales entered into the OCP
or equivalent system;
FAEAY . §_XTD FSC RBAEMIEA I L OHGEF#HZ OCP 721X FED T 2T AIZA
L TN5,
¢ the organization has been FSC certified for at least three years by the same
Certification Body,
FHARZY, A LRSI D b & TR < &b IFEMBRGEZ MR L T\ 5,
¢ the organization has been continually FSC certified for the past three years (e.g. the
certificate has not been suspended or withdrawn);
FAE O FSC FRFEN I 22 3 AERIARTIIL T W (]« —FRE EPHH L 252 1 T/
V),
¢ there have been no changes in the designated CoC management representative, as
identified in FSC-STD-40-004, clause 1.1; and
FSC-STD-40-004 1.1 MHIZ{E > TfTAn 417z CoC FBRE LA ITEE N 20,
¢ the organization has submitted written consent to participate in FSC'’s fiber testing
program.
#f%k23, FSCO DNAT A 7077 NMIBIMNT 570 DREFEL#Z L T\,

2. The OCP includes the option for certificate holders to receive automatic updates if/when
their own certificate or their connected suppliers’ certificate scope or status changes 12
OCP %, #3FEHY EJ‘%MZ)‘ gji}/@,f/\/ﬂﬁmwh HIE$BI—]//I)\{}L ﬁ{b/ﬁ‘ﬁi)of_ﬁﬁ CHBEN Tl
ZTHTENTEOWELZMELTWET 2

3. The OCP provides a downloadable list of FSC-certified suppliers and customers.*®
OCP (i FSC AN 1 STR Dﬁ% cL Uﬁﬁé\@@’ ]7 vl }‘ Tﬁ%f&g %\f'fﬁ%{/“\ Li—d‘ 130

4. The OCP contains a volume summary tool of FSC certified purchases and sales.*

OCP (21 FSC fBFEMIEA T KL OR 5 DI ELEFHY — AR EFENTWET 14

5. The OCP provrdes verified FSC-certified transactrons
OCP X FSC# nE’M‘mH I HEJ%@ 51 17 ua—Rn T 4@5%'}5‘:{1-': LZ* —é—o

6. The OCP provides a downloadable origin report so the user knows the potential list of
species and countries of harvest in a particular FSC product/product type.®
OCP i, F¥ED FSC BREf /LT 7 N —T1ZE& TV D AR D & 2 it L O
PEES 3025 20 v — RATREZRFEM L AR — b 24 fl U415,

12 https://ocphelp.zendesk.com/hc/en-gb/articles/202253058-Does-the-notification-to-notify-buyers-
when-a-supplier-drops-certification-mean-companies-no-longer-need-to-verify-suppliers-on-info-fsc-org-
13 https://ocphelp.zendesk.com/hc/en-gb/articles/202263402-Explore-your-volume-summaries

14 https://ocphelp.zendesk.com/hc/en-gb/articles/202263402-Explore-your-volume-summaries

15 https://ocphelp.zendesk.com/hc/en-gb/articles/201883173-How-can-OCP-help-me-obtain-information-

on-country-of-harvest-and-species-information-
28
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7. The OCP can be supplemental documentation for the full FSC claim type on sales
documentation when the sales and delivery documentation itself does not include the full
claim; see Advice 40-004-005 for more details on this.®
W7k L OISR E B IRIZEAR7R FSC RFEOFEHREEZHDH Z LN TERVWGAIT,
OCP 7% FSC K EDIEMARET D4l L L THRE L £7, % Advice 40-004-
005 % £ 1 16,

FSC is also considering how the OCP can be further improved to provide additional benefits for
organizations.

FSC %, OCP#lfkIC 2 2R A b7 bT 2N TEL LY WEHELZ T L TWET,

16 https://ic.fsc.org/preview.fsc-dir-40-004-en-directive-on-chain-of-custody-certification.a-1139.pdf
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Annex 1. Effectiveness, advantages and disadvantages of the different options

WAl 1. N ZNOBRBEOFLME, RAT. EFT

FSC recognizes that there are advantages and disadvantages to all of the options presented. To help stakeholders understand the strengths and
weaknesses more clearly, the following table lists FSC’s analysis of each option.
FSC IIIEIN TV LT X TORFFKICRAT L EFTR &

LT EERMLTWET, FIFBRENRZORATEEZ LY HEICHEETE LD,

ROFLTIFENETNDORET, OO REZRL TVET,

OPTIONS
BIRA

Effectiveness

Aotk

Advantages

RAT

Disadvantages

)

A: Organizations
enter FSC purchase
claims into a
verification system.

A : FRFEBUSE
FSC FBAEA I A ¢
%W%T¢MD%A#
AR/ AT AT A
N+ 5,

Effective for all FSC-
certified transactions
that are entered into
the system.

VAT LMIATERN
729 _TCD FSC &

AEEG R L CTH
o

1. This option allows certificate holders to use the full
functionality of the OCP.

1. :@J%?RH;VC nun f& % i OCP @J_’I‘F&% if{ﬁ%ﬂq
THIENTED,

2. Systems can support the management of
certification requirements and assist in the audit
process. For example, the OCP provides certificate
holders with:?

2. VAT AL, PRGFESREFHEHOSH A BT, A
FRlZ LD, Bl 21X, OCP ILFRFERIS# 1T &@;5

R b1

e automatic updates about changes to connected
suppliers’ FSC certificate scope/status
Hefoe S T D G ORRRERIH MR D2 b %
HERBET 5

1. While FSC was drafting criteria for what other
alternative methods could entail, FSC was also
seeking advice from stakeholders on what
alternative systems could be used. During this
period, FSC learnt that:

1.FSC X, OCP (Zftb @ﬁmb{xz%fm@mﬁ

EAED O], DX RO 2T LAREZ S

Kowfﬂ%%%ﬁmg@ﬁﬁ%ﬁwfwto:

DO, WO ERHBA LTz -

+ it was difficult for certificate holders to
manage multiple systems

PRI & > THBD Y AT L2 E

2 OIFEE LV,

* it may be difficult to audit multiple systems
BEDOI AT LEEET 20T LV L
U720,

+ alternatives may not be as credible as the
OCP.

" https://ocphelp.zendesk.com/hc/en-gb/articles/201803356-Can-1-use-the-OCP-for-anything-other-than-entering-claims-
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3.

a list of FSC-certified purchases and sales

FSC ZRFFMEE AR X ORI 95—,

a list of FSC-certified suppliers and customers

FSC iRGLfbfaHE 5 L U@ K O —H,

verified FSC-certified transactions, so claims can

be trusted

FSC BREHG | TEROBE 2T 5720, Ba1E#H

MEHTE 5,

origin reports so the user knows the potential list

of species and countries of harvest in a

particular FSC product or product type.

fF%EﬁE@ FSC ®Gh/Bfh 2 A FITEEN TNV A H
REMED & 2 HitfE X R EEO— R A2 AFTE

DIRPEH LA — b,

It allows for the use of alternative verification

systems, which some stakeholders have said they
would like to use.

3. WS H D MFES
EESTWVOHHERBRE LV D
Z % ATRE

B L Clidftho HikaFEH Lizwn
7o, ZO@IETIE
ELTWA,

4. It allows for OCP use, which includes the potential
for the on-site portion of the audit to be waived.

4.

ZORIRETIZ OCP OF|HLARETH H T2, H
HhBS A O F gk oD AT BE

Hbd D,

oD F7EEIL FSC OCP 1Z & OZ MM 72 v
H LAV,

2. When FSC sought feedback from stakeholders
on alternative systems, most comments were about
the complexity that multiple systems bring to the
FSC system. As the approach to transaction
verification becomes more flexible, the complexity
and cost increases for FSC stakeholders.

2. o 27 ML CHIFERGREN OB RA 5
L2 A, 1ZEAEITFSCHIEICHEED Y A
TAEROZEOEMEIICETIER THo T,
IBEROBEICE LT XY ke stz 51
E. FIERREICE > TOEMS EERANE LT
L¥EI,
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B: ASI conducts
supply-chain audits

B: ASI Y7 iz
KA YT I714F =
— B A

%

o

on a sampling basis.

Effective only on
selected supply
chains, and for the
specific transactions
checked.

flERB Rt g & L CEiR
ST HETE OB D
YT T =D
IRZAEN,

1. This option gives ASI control over the auditing of
complete supply chains.

1L ZOBRIPILASIIZY 7T A4 F = —
MERZ 52 5,

2. ASl already has the ability, with agreements in
place, to conduct regular surveillance audits, short-

notice assessments and compliance audits to
Certification Bodies.®

2. ASI IZ3 Tl :nfd.:M%%r%ﬁ&:ﬂ LT, B DOFREA,
KEHFTDHEER, BAMERELZEl+T28E42ATE
@\1%%ﬂlfb\71%

3. ASI can arrange upstream or downstream auditing
where FSC purchase and sale transaction information
is traced from one certificate holder to another.

3.ASI X, & DREREESE D> DA OFRFERASE ~D
FSCﬁﬁ/\ZBJ:U\E&JLA&b‘ﬁfgﬂi%lnbﬁk% WoT, F
FZIE T TEET A ENTE A,

R M-\O) T ﬁ

1. The cost of ASI assessments is unknown at this
time, but estimated to be high.

1. ASI BEBE DB U CIE R RN @I 2 5
LHESNTND
2. The amount of supply-chain audits ASI can

physically conduct each year is low, compared to
the number of FSC-certified organizations.

2. FSC RBRERUSHE S & i35 & ASI 28 1 4RI
W FE S A RE/R Y 7T A F = — L EEE BN
AN

3. The complexity is considered moderate to high
compared to the other options.

3. DR ~D & BHEMEDS TREN S &
Uy,

18 http://www.accreditation-services.com/wp-content/uploads/downloads/2011/09/ASI-INF-20-100-AS|_Glossary_v1.0.pdf
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C: Certification
Bodies collect a
sample of purchase
transaction
documents during
audits and
reassessments,
which are then
verified by the
supplier's
Certification Body.
C :FERIEREBE 73 58T
HE - Ao ClE
BT 5 30ERR
YT EIUE
L. b = iiasE
DRGNS A
%)

o

Effective only on a
sample of FSC
transactions, unless
all FSC transactions
are verified.

J_T D FSC Hus|

MDIE SRR

. FSCHB|DH v
TIDIHITH R,

1. This option provides certificate holders in regions
with a CPI score of 51 or higher a choice to either
empower their Certification Body to verify a sample of
30 invoices with the organization’s suppliers, or to use
the OCP. Certificate holders in regions with a CPI
score of 50 or lower have a choice to either empower
their Certification Body to verify 100 percent of the
invoices with the organization’s suppliers.

1. ZO@IREZTIX, CPI 2% 51 LA o> Hiulsk D FRGEIAS:
X OCP ZfEM T 27, fGENSOFEREDO S H
30 DY TN RET DHERZFRIRERICE 2 5
MRS ENTE D, CPl A 50 LLF o ik D FRGER
21T, OCP 2T 20, HGE L OFRET
RCHERET HHERZ BRI G2 D OB &
MTEDH

2. This option uses a sampling approach in low-risk
regions that is similar to how financial auditing works.
While it may take more time and effort during the audit,

it could reduce the amount of inaccurate FSC claims in
low-risk situations.

2. IRV 27 OHISIZ R T 50 7V T OFIEIEE
FHEE ORI TN D, BT ) D RERT 13 2
DM, AKY A7 ORI BV TR IERE T [E D%
AR AT A ENTE D

1. The risk-based sampling approach may take
more time and effort during the audit on the part of
Certification Bodies.

1)x7*gd<%yfuyﬂ
REATZ ) D RE 238 2. 5 AT REME S Kb

2. Some stakeholders are concerned about what
this additional time and effort may mean for their
audit costs.

2. ZOBEMOEEM & 95 A A oKz
WD EVIEETE > TWARIERFZRE WD,

3. There is a potential issue if the certified customer
is certified by one Certification Body and the
certified supplier is certified by a different
Certification Body.

3. B GHii & . HRE ORRGEREEE 23 e 5 55
BOEMESORMERH %,
4. There may need to be non-disclosure

agreements between Certification Bodies so that
they can verify specific transaction documentation.

4, +'J/\L0)ul—l‘<kj—rO)H/”]{:l\ KW*E‘j f:&)v;uuuﬂj&%
M COSFMEBEL N EESLENL DD L
(A

l-l [> [IJ‘.[:*)\L B{;] 0)

5. Complexity is considered moderate to high
compared to other options, depending upon the risk
designation of the organization.

5. U A ZCHIINC & o Tl O BIRALIZ < B
BN %;E{%‘M?ﬂ;mIIJ;:bbeb\o
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D: Organizations
enter FSC-certified
sales transaction
information into a
modified OCP,
which will generate
digital transaction
certificates.

D : RFEEASE M
FscnuﬂM%%bbrﬁ&
kB & 7= OCP
WAL, Zhic Xk
0K VELE | FRGE
ERFEITEIND,

Effective only on a
sample of FSC
transactions, unless
all FSC transactions
are verified.

T D FSC Kol

MDIE SRR

D, fhH &3z FSC
G ON AN IR P
B W,

1. As soon as the certificate holder enters their FSC
sale into the OCP, the OCP will produce a unique
digital claim record. The organization is responsible for
notifying the customer of that digital claim record.

1. FRREHUGE 7S FSC UElf Az OCPIZ AT 5 &
OCP [Z ¥ ICEA DT V¥ MRt kT 5,
FRRIZIZ, ZOTF VX NFRRREEBE BT 5 H
fEmd %

2. This option provides certificate holders in regions
with a CPI of 51 or higher with the choice to either enter

their FSC sales invoices with limited information (i.e. no
customer name/code) into the OCP.

2. Z OB TIX, CPI 2% 51 LA Lo itk o F8EEEUS
%iOCPJ@@%ﬁ&mmmfuﬂ@F&ﬁ%J 2]
AN D0, SFERE A NERE LT-@E O OCP % {#
THMN, BEAZENTED

3. It addresses stakeholder concerns about storing
confidential data in an online system, while reducing
the number of inaccurate claims within the FSC
system.

3. ZOERETIL, FSC fHilE T 5 AN IERE 7R HLE
TR D 78 A= B 2 K L/)/) ﬂ /74’ VAT AT
EERZRET D2 LICBET 2B AIC L TE S

4. It removes the need for any confidential information
to be kept in the OCP.

4. Z OB TIE. OCP ITHEBIEHMMNIEE S/
Uy,

1. There is potentially more administrative work
required by the certificate holder supplying the
digital claim to their customer in a secure way.

1. FBRERUSE N T X IVFRIR B R AT )T
TRIT AT D DOBIEENKLET B,

2. There is the potential for increased audit time and
difficulty for the Certification Body to verify that their
client is notifying their certified customers with the
digital claim, and that the organization is checking
the digital claim supplied to them by their suppliers.

2. WRHERIIC L > Th, BEN, TOBEILT ¥
HZIVEREBHNLTNDZ &, ZT B AN
FNEHRLTWDLZEAERTDHZ EITHLWY
MH LV, BRI OISR 5 et b
H5H,

3. Entering FSC sales, as opposed to FSC
purchases, may increase the burden on
organizations that have more customers and more
sales than suppliers and purchases

3. FSC A& ClI e < etk e A 1§25 2 &
1. ALY BIRFEDIT D DL WHRRIZ & - T
ﬁiéﬁmmfmﬂﬂ I[N

4. Organizations will need to enter their FSC sales
into the OCP, but then also send the digital
transaction certificate to their customers to be
verified.
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4. #f%I% FSC lkoeiték% OCP ICA) T2 Z &1IC
}JH/‘( f/éz/I/HXHILILH uﬂsz@?]gd)%/ﬁ\a)fly)
EDLVEND D
5. The complexity is considered high compared to
the other options.

5. DB~ D & BHEMED &,

E: Organizations
enter FSC-certified
purchase transaction
information into the
OCP.

L nlI']IX ’g YR
FSC mw H*ﬁ%/\r ik

%)

o

Effective for all FSC-

certified transactions.

F_T D FSC i
BAalckr L Th x)Jo

1. This option allows all certificate holders to make use
of the full functionality of the OCP. One system being
used by all certificate holders reduces the complexity
for them and Certification Bodies.

1. O)ﬂ'})_\lHXVC E T’\’C(Dumu ’ﬁ/j‘ OCP 04
HEHE 51&4{'):‘:](%70 T/\’C(Duuu ﬁ/j FICT AT

LTS
i‘ﬁéﬁ*i’ﬁ%@‘ééﬂéo

2. The OCP can support the management of
certification requirements and assist in the audit
process. For example, the OCP provides certificate
holders with:1®

(e uH&BQ/ﬁ VRS

l-hL. l-l

2. OCP [XiRGFERFIHOEH 2 811, MBI
N, Bl 2. OCP IFRRFEEEF Ik D XK 5 72 F)2§
75’%) 7L: ’/Bﬁ— 19 .

e automatic updates about changes to connected
suppliers’ FSC certificate scope/status
Hefor ST R HE ORSRERPHAR LD 2L &
HEEET 5

1. This option requires certificate holders to use
FSC's platform and does not allow for alternative
technologies to meet the transaction verification
criterion.

1. Z ORI E, FRREBIIC FSC O F v 7+
— LD E KD, OO A2 FRD 720,

19 https://ocphelp.zendesk.com/hc/en-gb/articles/201803356-Can-1-use-the-OCP-for-anything-other-than-entering-claims-
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e alist of FSC-certified purchases and sales
FSC ZRFFMEE AR X ORI 95—,

e alist of FSC-certified suppliers and customers
FSC SRRt fa# B L OHEE DO —&,

o verified FSC-certified transactions, so claims can
be trusted
FSC RFEES | 1F R DG
MERTE D,

e origin reports so the user knows the potential list
of species and countries of harvest in a
particular FSC product or product type
fF%Eﬁém FSC 8/ & A FIZEENTWD A

REMED & % Bl ks JNUJ PEEO—H A AFTE
DIFPEM LR — K,

¢ the potential for the on-site portion of the audit to
be waived.

BIEE A ORRAZ ST 5 2 & AT D AaEME,

I D70, WEHER

Not effective.
Bt L,

F: No change to the
current CoC system,
which does not
require transaction
verification.

F CBUE O AR A7
SEE LW, OF

V)H?lbll FROBE %

1T720,

1. There will be no change within FSC standards or
policies for certificate holders, Certification Bodies or
ASI.

1. BT, RGERUSE. FERFEREED. ASI Mo FSC
W /I35 HICEE RN Wt Th D

1. The credibility of FSC is at risk, as misleading
and false claims will continue to be prevalent in the
FSC system.

1. RIEHE 72 ES 15
Z LT FSC OfEHEMENY A7 |Z
2. Stakeholders will know that FSC has identified a

significant risk to the system and has not addressed
this risk (see Section 2).

#2S FSCHllEENTHRAE LFET 5
XH5Ens,
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2. FIERMRE 1L, FSC BN AT LIZETHEKRAD
iRt A DGRV N ST s I 47 N DM GV S A
FHoTWh (2 ERR),
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