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http://www.fsc.org/
https://www.worldwildlife.org/stories/want-to-help-save-the-world-s-forests-look-for-the-fsc-label-when-you-shop
https://www.rainforest-alliance.org/business/issues/forests/how-does-the-rainforest-alliance-work-with-the-forest-stewardship-council/
https://www.sierraclub.org/forests/forest-certification-green-building
https://blog.nwf.org/2015/04/conserving-our-forests-nwf-honors-the-forest-stewardship-council/
https://www.isealalliance.org/about-iseal/iseal-membership
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https://connect.fsc.org/document-centre/documents/resource/1445


 

 

 

    

  

 

 

 



 

 

 

    

  

 

 

 



 

 

 

    

  

 

Description 

The below descriptions of deliverables are related to the general 

requirements for independent assessments. The definitions for the 

terms with asterisks and further explanation of the process are 

available in the FSC Remedy Framework . 

An Independent Assessor* shall identify the affected stakeholders* 

and impacted rights holders*. 

The identified affected stakeholders* that have suffered harm* shall 

be spatially mapped and the nature of the harm* identified. 

FPIC*-based processes shall be properly implemented with affected 

rights holders* during the identification of parties and recommend 

actions for correction.  

https://connect.fsc.org/document-centre/documents/resource/1444


 

 

 

    

  

 

A Social Baseline Assessment shall be conducted by an Independent 

Assessor*, using best available information*, in consultation* with 

affected stakeholders* to determine the presence of social harm* 

associated with unacceptable activities*. 

In the impact areas*, the Social Baseline Assessment shall assess the 

past* existence – at the time immediately before commencement of 

the unacceptable activities* – of aspects to have suffered harm*, that 

are known, or suspected, due to these activities, specifically:  

a. Rights* of impacted rights holders*; 

b. Ecosystem services* affecting communities; 

c. Cultural values*; and  

d. Community needs*, including livelihoods. 

For each of the aspects assessed, the Social Baseline Assessment 

shall assess the following in the impact areas*: 

a. The impact of the unacceptable activities* and the harm* 

caused; 

b. Any remedy* activities that have already taken place and their 

effects; 

c. The current state; and  

d. Any outstanding or continuing unremedied harm*. 

Using the information gathered, the Social Baseline Assessment 

shall consider the map of the impact areas* of the unacceptable 

activities* and the stakeholder* spatial mapping to ensure that all 

relevant areas, harm*, affected stakeholders* and impacted rights 

holders* have been identified and included. 

During the Baseline Assessment, the Independent Assessor* shall 

consult with interested stakeholders* in so far as they have been 

mandated by impacted rights holders* to represent them and, where 

deemed necessary, with independent experts*. 

 

An Environmental Baseline Assessment shall be conducted by an 

Independent Assessor* in consultation with interested stakeholders* 

and affected stakeholders*. 

The Independent Assessor* shall use best available information* and 

expert knowledge to determine environmental aspects associated with 

the unacceptable activities* and any harm* caused to these aspects. 

The Environmental Baseline Assessment shall include:  

The condition of the impact area* at the time immediately before 

commencement of the unacceptable activities*, including the: 

i. Forest type according to national forest classifications in the 

absence of a national classification;  

ii. Forest condition status: cover and use, including levels of 

degradation*, degradation* drivers, biodiversity, ecosystem 

attributes*, environmental values* and successional phase; and 



 

 

 

    

  

 

iii. HCV areas* and rare species* or threatened species*. 

The current condition of the impact areas* subject to unacceptable 

activities*, including but not limited to: 

iv. Land cover* and land use* by area and management 

classification; 

v. Identified areas with potential for restoration* and/or 

conservation*;  

vi. Remaining natural ecosystems* considering ecosystem* 

condition, use status, biodiversity, ecosystem attributes*, 

environmental values*, successional phase, level of 

degradation*, and degradation* drivers; 

vii. Landscape* context, including habitat* fragmentation levels 

within the vicinity of the impact area*; and 

viii. HCV areas* including rare species* or threatened species*. 

NOTE:  The information for the aforementioned requirements 

may be extracted from the forest management plan when 

applicable. 

The environmental harm* caused by unacceptable activities* shall be 

determined, in consultation* with experts, and, at a minimum, shall 

specify:  

a. The size of the area; 

b. The quality, including levels of degradation* of the area; and 

c. Ecosystem attributes* lost. 

Harms, environmental and social, stemming from unacceptable 

activities with clear and convincing evidence or social harms stemming 

from conversion for remedy of harm* shall be identified by an 

Independent Assessor*, in consultation* with affected stakeholders* 

and independent experts*. 

Priority social harm* shall be identified by an Independent Assessor*, 

through consultation* with impacted rights holders*, affected 

stakeholders*, and FPIC*-based engagement with affected rights 

holders*. 



 

 

 

    

  

 

 

 



 

 

 

    

  

 

 

Criterion Description 

Quality of 

methodology 

The successful EOI will describe recognized methodologies for the identification of 

parties, social baseline assessment, environmental baseline assessment and 

prioritization of issues for remedy of harm. The successful proposal will describe a 

methodology that aligns well with regional and cultural area of interest.  

Expertise of 

vendor 

The ideal consultant will have significant prior experience consulting with 

stakeholders. Expertise in selected unacceptable activities, type of harm, and 

geographical area. The successful vendor will display the skills necessary for 

working with clients.  

 

mailto:remedy@fsc.org


 

 

 

    

  

 

https://connect.fsc.org/document-centre/documents/resource/1458
https://connect.fsc.org/document-centre/documents/resource/1458
https://connect.fsc.org/document-center/documents/38f19fb6-1fa7-42c0-8eb7-8796802c15d7
https://connect.fsc.org/document-centre/documents/resource/368
https://connect.fsc.org/document-centre/documents/resource/1445
https://connect.fsc.org/document-centre/documents/resource/1445
https://connect.fsc.org/document-centre/documents/resource/332
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mailto:procurement@fsc.org


 

 

 

    

  

 

mailto:privacy@fsc.org
mailto:privacy@fsc.org
mailto:privacy@fsc.org


 

 

 

    

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

http://www.scheja-partner.de/


 

 

 

    

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  


