
 

Florentine Protection Society Inc., PO Box 8 • Sandy Bay • Tasmania 7006,  
Contact: 0451 463 557, info@florentine.org.au, www.florentine.org.au 

Florentine  
Protection  
Society 
 
Patron: Steve Biddulph 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
F.P.S.  CONTROLLED  WOOD  SUBMISSION  
 
 
Dear FSC International, 
 
The Florentine Protection Society, which is a member organization of 
Environment Tasmania, would like to take this opportunity to provide some 
comments in regard to the consultations on the revised 30-010 and 40-005 
controlled wood standards.  
 
Overall we would like to see the standards developed to ensure a high 
degree of accountability and transparency.  In areas such as Risk 
Assessment and Chain of Supply, for instance, there need to be robust 
processes in place to ensure that there is   confidence in the application of 
the relevant standards. 
 
We consider that the following specific issues need to be addressed in any 
revised standards: 
 
Standard 40-005 
 
1)  Risk  Assessment: 
Companies should no longer be permitted to conduct their own risk 
assessments for 40-005.  We would like to see Company Risk Assessments 
phased out as a matter of priority.   We consider that a maximum 
transitional period of three years should be allowed for any transitional 
arrangements before company risk assessments end. 
 
2)  Integrity of designated Controlled Wood: 
Where risk cannot be specified, the only allowable source of controlled 
wood should be from Management Units with 30-010. If this is not done, 
then there is a high risk of letting uncontrolled wood into the system, 
undermining efforts to make controlled wood less controversial. 
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3)  Control Measures: 
Any Control Measures adopted under 40-005 ‘unspecified’ or ‘high risk’ 
designations should be prescribed by a normative document – companies 
should not be permitted to create their own Control Measures. In particular, 
prescribed and locally-relevant assessment frameworks for HCV, with 
strong consultation requirements, are fundamental to a rigorous system. 
 
Self-assessment has an inevitable component of both real and perceived 
conflict of interest. 
 
It is our view that on-going self-assessment by companies would 
undermine attempts to create greater rigour and stakeholder confidence in 
the controlled wood system.  It would be an incentive to companies to move 
towards full certification if the standards ensured the same level of rigor in 
assessment between controlled wood and full certification, thereby 
reducing the burden of different methodologies and assessments between 
controlled wood and full certification. 
 
 
 
Standard  30-010: 
 
4)  Integration of documentation: 
Integration of 30-010 with the Principles and Criteria is a welcome step and 
should be implemented for any International Generic Indicator or National 
Standard Indicator relevant to all controlled wood categories and 
consultation.  We consider that where locally agreed national standards are 
made relevant to controlled wood, this strengthens the overall framework 
and provides a more rigorous process. 
 
 
5)  HCV  Issue: 
Requirements for identification, assessment, monitoring and management 
of HCVs under 30-010 need to be strengthened, including in regards to:  
 a) information provision to stakeholders (including methodologies, 
results of       HCV assessments and monitoring, mapping, 
management plans);  
 b) baseline monitoring and assessment; and  
 c) changed management responses to monitoring results. 
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6)  Converted Forests: 
Rules to prevent controlled wood being sourced from previously converted 
forests are absolutely essential and should be strengthened.  Again this 
would help ensure the integrity of overall processes. 
 
 
Submitted by Austra Maddox 
Public Officer 
On behalf of the Florentine Protection Society. 
 
 


