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Introduction — Forest Certification Benchmark

The following USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark (“the Benchmark”) is a collection
of criteria against which regional, national, and global forest certification systems will
be evaluated to determine which gain recognition in the LEED green building certifica-
tion system. The intention of this document is to allow USGBC to independently es-
tablish and transparently indicate its expectations of forest certification systems if they
are to gain recognition in LEED. USGBC does not intend for this document to estab-
lish standards for forest management nor forest product transport.

The Benchmark is divided into four sections: “Governance,” to set requirements for
certification systems membership, decision-making, and transparency; “Forestry Stan-
dards Substance,” to set requirements for the forestry practices certification systems
require of their certified forests; “Chain-of-Custody & Labeling,” to set requirements for
the chain of control over and labeling of an item from production to final sale; and “Ac-
creditation & Certification Processes,” to set requirements for how certification systems
accredit their certifiers and audit their certifications.

The Benchmark has been displayed for public comment three times prior to this draft.
The major features of each public comment version are as follows:

e First Public Comment Draft (August — September, 2008) — The Benchmark is
revealed with set of criteria a LEED-recognized certification system must en-
tirely meet.

e Second Public Comment Draft (September — October, 2009) — The require-
ments of the Benchmark are separated into prerequisites and credits. Prere-
guisites must be met to gain recognition in LEED, whereas credits are met to
distinguish the system from others and gain increasing weight in the associated
LEED credits.

e Third Public Comment Draft (February, 2010) — Prerequisite and credit re-
guirements in the Governance and Standards Substance are refined further.

For this fourth public comment period, the Benchmark has undergone patrticular revi-
sions to address salient comments from the previous public comment period. First, the
Governance section’s prerequisites and credits have been revised in order to mimic
USGBC's governance structures and processes as closely as possible, therefore ex-
pecting of forest certification systems the same that it expects of itself (while also ac-
knowledging what are forestry-specific characteristics). Second, requirements in the
Standards Substance, Chain of Custody, and Accreditation and Certification
Processes sections have been refined. Third, those three sections newly provide a
regulatory equivalent alternative compliance path, whereby a system may show com-
pliance with any prerequisite or credit by documenting that it operates in jurisdiction
with enforced regulations that meet the requirements. Last, all four sections have un-
dergone some minor reformatting to specify credit names and remove unnecessary
organizing headers.
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F 202 828-5110 ration on some requirements and/or an explanation for a particular revision.

www.usghbc.org . : . : . -
As with previous public comment periods, USGBC will specifically seek comments on

the revisions for this public comment period. USGBC will collect general comments for
those ideas outside the scope of the proposed revisions but is not obligated to consid-
er them for additional revisions.
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Governance

Prerequisite |Credit |

For all endnotes in a particular benchmark requirement, please see the accompanying End Notes to Forest Certification Benchmarks. The
endnotes contain background information on a requirement's revision, elaboration, or exclusion.

Prerequisite/ Sonerah s e Requirement(s)
Credit Number Comesat Name q
Governin The entity responsible for the certification scheme has governance structures
Gp1l Balance g that 1)-are-designed-te provide balanced representation of social, environmental
structure .
and economic interests.
Decision- The entity responsible for the certification system has policies that 1)}-promete-
Gp2 Balance . . . :
making 4 require consensus-based decicion-making.

The entity responsible for the certification scheme requires that balloted
Gp3 Balloting | decisions be approved by at least 1/3 of the votes from representatives of

environmental, social, and economic interests, respectively.1

Public
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Governance

Prerequisite/ General Roliey-Critera

Credit Number Concept Name Requirement(s)

L The entity responsible for the certification system is a membership-based
Organizational

Gp8 Openness type organization open to all organizations and individuals who demonstrate
commitment to the system's guiding principles.
. . Dispute resolution The entity responsible for the certification system has developed formal appeals
Gp9 Disputereselution |for standards- . )
writing procedures that are applicable to the standard-setting process.
: .
1 Peboredenal
norms
2 eonnces
3 Opennhess

The entity responsible for the certification scheme requires that balloted
4 Balance Balloting Il decisions be approved by at least a majority of the votes from representatives of

environmental, social, and economic interests, respectively.l
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

Prerequisite |Credit |

Certification systems may show compliance with any prerequisite or credit by documenting that the jurisdiction in which they certify forest
management has enforced regulations that meet the requirements.

For all endnotes in a particular benchmark requirement, please see the accompanying End Notes to Forest Certification Benchmarks. The
endnotes contain background information on a requirement’s revision, elaboration, or exclusion.

7 Sustainable

Prer.eqmsne/ Forest Mgmt. Criteria ) Requirement(s)
Credit Number Themes Name

Forest extent
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark -

Biodiversity

Forests of special
conservation
value

Standards Substance

Certification systems require the identification and
maintenance and/or enhancement of the special attributes
of forests of special conservation value. Such forests
include those that 1) contain globally, regionally or
nationally significant concentrations of biodiversity; 2)
represent rare ecosystem types; 3) provide critical
environmental services; and/or 4) are critical to providing
the basic needs or traditional cultural identity of local
communities. Appropriate to the scale and intensity of
forest management, identification of these forests involves
consultation with stakeholders and experts. Information on
conservation measures is one of the pieces included in a
publicly available audit report.
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

Prerequisite/
Credit Number

7 Sustainable
Forest Mgmt.
Themes

Criteria

Key-lssues

Name

Requirement(s)

Ecosystem diversit
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

Prerequisite/
Credit Number

7 Sustainable
Forest Mgmt.
Themes

Criteria

Keylssues

Name

Requirement(s)

Plantations

Certification systems prohibit the certification of plantations
that were converted from natural forest after 2009 unless
the current owner is not responsible for their conversion.
Exceptions are allowed where: 1) conversion occurs on a
very limited portion of the forest management unit; 2)
conversion does not occur in forests of special
conservation value; 3) conversion enables clear long-term
conservation benefits; and/er4) there are demonstrated
efforts, guided by long-term planning, to restore the
plantation area to natural forest conditions. For this
purpose, the definition of plantation is consistent with the
Food and Agriculture Organization's definition for the 2005
Forest Resources Assessment. Certification systems
require that management of plantations that meet the
above pre-requistes employs a precautionary approach
that adheres to all other certification requirements to the
degree necessary to 1) support long-term plantation health
and productivity and 2) support the movement of native

species across the broader Iandscape.8
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

Prerequisite/
Credit Number

7 Sustainable
Forest Mgmt.
Themes

Criteria

Key-lssues

Name

Requirement(s)

Species, genetic diversity
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

7 Sustainable

Prer.eqU|S|te/ Forest Mgmt. Criteria
Credit Number
Themes

Forest health

Natural disturbance (ex. Pests, diseases, fire)

Lorlecies

Name Requirement(s)

Productive functions

Sustainable production
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

7 Sustainable
Forest Mgmt. Criteria
Themes

Prerequisite/
Credit Number

Lorlecies

Name Requirement(s)

Protective functions

Soil and water resources
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

7 Sustainable

Prer_eqU|S|te/ Forest Mgmt. Criteria
Credit Number
Themes

Socio-economic

Local communities

Lorlecies

Name Requirement(s)

Labor
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

Prerequisite/
Credit Number

7 Sustainable
Forest Mgmt.
Themes

Criteria

Key-lssues

Name

Requirement(s)

Public

Forest operation
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

7 Sustainable
Forest Mgmt. Criteria
Themes

Prerequisite/
Credit Number

Lorlecies

Name Requirement(s)

Indigenous rights

Legal, institutional, policy frameworks

Legal compliance
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

7 Sustainable

Prer_eqwsne/ Forest Mgmt. Criteria ) Requirement(s)
Credit Number Name
Themes
Planning
Monitoring
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

Prerequisite/
Credit Number

7 Sustainable
Forest Mgmt.
Themes

Criteria

Key-lssues

Name

Requirement(s)

Infrastructure and Process

Wood sourcing
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Standards Substance

Prerequisite/
Credit Number

7 Sustainable
Forest Mgmt.
Themes

Criteria

Key-lssues

Name

Requirement(s)

Training and research
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Prerequisite

USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Chain of Custody and Labeling

Certification systems may show compliance with any prerequisite or credit by documenting that the jurisdiction in which they certify chain of

custody has enforced regulations that meet the requirements.

For all endnotes in a particular benchmark requirement, please see the accompanying End Notes to Forest Certification Benchmarks. The
endnotes contain background information on a requirement's revision, elaboration, or exclusion.

Prerequisite/
Credit Number

Name

Requirement(s)

Acceptable non-
certified sources

Certification systems require due diligence to ensure that forest products labeled
as certified de-net-eontair avoid virgin or pre-consumer recycled wood from: 1)

Cp3 nen-certitied- illegal or unauthorized sources; 2) non-certified forests of special social and
) for percent-based s , 3 . . .
claims environmental conservation value;”" 3) genetically-modified organisms, and 4)
harvesting that converts natural forest to plantations / non-forest.
. Certification systems explicitly ban wood frem-illegal-harvestinprotected-areas—
Cpa - Definition of harvested in violation of international, national, or district laws, including but not
e

legality

limited to laws related to timber harvest, social welfare, and environmental
protection. Compliance with CITES is required.
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Accreditation and Certification Process

Prerequisite |Credit |

Certification systems may show compliance with any prerequisite or credit by documenting that the jurisdiction in which they accredit certifying
bodies has enforced regulations that meet the requirements.

For all endnotes in a particular benchmark requirement, please see the accompanying End Notes to Forest Certification Benchmarks. The
endnotes contain background information on a requirement's revision, elaboration, or exclusion.

Prerequisite/ General- Fohey-Crtera Requirement(s)
Credit Number Concept Name g
AD1 . Accreditation Accreditation systems are specifically designed for forest management and
P 2 y system chain of custody.
The entity responsible for the certification scheme and/or accreditation bodies
Ap2 i Surveillance of recognized by those schemes require that surveillance audits of accredited
P Quakty-centrol auditors certifiers are conducted annually, including field-based audits of a sample of

certified forest operations.*

The entity responsible for the certification scheme and/or accreditation bodies
recognized by those schemes require that accreditation and surveillance audit
Ap3 EORS SRS Reporting reports, and/or summaries of such reports, are made publicly available and
include any required corrective actions or other disciplinary measures, and any
complaints lodged against the certification body.

The entity responsible for the certification scheme and/or accreditation bodies
recognized by those schemes require that public input be addressed regarding
the performance of accredited certifiers {as part of the annual surveillance audit
process}.

Ap4 RPubhetnput Public input |

The entity responsible for the certification scheme and/or accreditation bodies
Acl Public-input Public input Il recognized by those schemes require that public input be addressed regarding
the accreditation of certifying bodies.

Notification (of The entity responsible for the certification scheme requires that certifying bodies
Ap5S Publie-input stakeholders by provide advance notice of certification audits to local stakeholders as
certifier) appropriate to the scale and intensity of the forest operation.
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Accreditation and Certification Process

Prerequisite/ General- Policy Criteria Requirement(s)
Credit Number Concept Name q
.
e e

Fhe-entity responsible-for-the-certification-scheme-have The entity certifying to
Ap8 Disputeresolution |Dispute resolution |the certification system has established a formal dispute resolution process to

address disputes related to certification decisions.

Quality-control
Sl coniod
. International Fhe-entity responsible-for-thecertification-scheme The entity certifying to the
Ac2 . : certification system is compliant with ISO/IEC Guide 65 and ISO 17021 or their
consistency codes of practice equivalent
Oualibcontrel
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USGBC Forest Certification Benchmark - Accreditation and Certification Process

Prerequisite/ General- Policy Criteria Requirement(s)
Credit Number Concept Name q
Ouality-controt
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End Notes to Forest Certification Benchmark

1.

8.

The intent of the policy requirements is that the relevant policies be both developed and
implemented. If evidence becomes available that the policies have not been
implemented then this could be considered as evidence that the scheme does not meet
the benchmark.

Certification schemes are not required to develop a policy of public disclosure in those
regions where such disclosure is required by law.

Election of governing board members from out outside of the board promotes greater
openness and accountability to a broader range of stakeholders than internal board
appointments. Exceptions are allowed where necessary to ensure that the board
contains the necessary expertise to fulfill its governing responsibilities.

USGBC supports forest production that does not lead to loss of natural forest habitat.
For the purposes of these benchmarks, "conversion of forest to another land use" is
intended to be synonymous with the Food and Agriculture Organization's definition of
"deforestation", i.e. "The conversion of forest to another land use, or the long-term
reduction of the tree canopy cover to below the minimum 10 percent threshold." Source:
FAO. 2004. Global Forest Resources Assessment Update 2005. Terms and Definitions
(Final Version). Rome: Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations; pages
25, 26.

No certification schemes currently include measurable requirements that address the
role of forests in carbon storage.

Functions of protected areas include: 1) to provide an ecological reference condition; 2)
create or maintain under-represented ecological conditions; and 3) protect rare or
sensitive species.

USGBC supports forest management that maintains the long-term health and integrity of
natural forest ecosystems. Given the limits of current knowledge regarding ecological
processes, the concept of the "range of natural variability” represents a precautionary
approach to maintaining long-term ecosystem health. Past forest conditions and
processes provide context and guidance regarding how ecosystems maintain
themselves through time. Disturbance (i.e. fire, wind, insects, etc.)-driven spatial and
temporal variability is a vital attribute of nearly all ecological systems. The USGBC
benchmarks do not prescribe the precise time and spatial scale at which such attributes
should be maintained, but rather are designed to support certification schemes that
promote consideration of such factors in management regimes. For a summary review of
the concept of "range of natural variability" see: Landres, PB; Morgan, P; Swanson FJ.
1999. Overview of the use of natural variability concepts in managing ecological
systems. Ecological Applications 9(4) 1179-1188. Additionally, it is recognized that
climate change affects the range of natural variability. Forest management should follow
the best available science regarding adaptation to changing environmental conditions.
As consistent with Sp4: Ecosystem structure and function, USGBC does not support the
conversion of natural forests to intensively managed plantations since such disturbance
exceeds the range of natural variability and adversely impacts habitat and species
diversity. The cutoff date for conversion is based on the anticipated release date of
USGBC's Forest Certification Scheme Benchmarks to provide affected parties with
advanced, transparent notice regarding USGBC policy. The FAO definition of plantations
is: Forest/Other wooded land of introduced species and...(in some cases) native species
established through planting or seeding characterized by few species, straight tree lines
and/or even-aged stands. (FAO. 2004. Global Forest Resources Assessment Update



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.
20.

2005. Terms and Definitions (Final Version). Rome: Food and Agriculture Organization
of the United Nations (FAO), pp. 17, 18).

See also Sp4: Ecosystem structure and function. This benchmark is meant to highlight
the importance of appropriate retention of wildlife habitat elements. It is subsidiary to
Sp4: Ecosystem structure and function requirements that elements of stand structure
should be maintained within the range of natural variability.

Sp4: Ecosystem structure and function and benchmark Sp10: Management of natural
disturbance both call for designing harvest patterns to mimic natural disturbance
regimes. This limits clearcut sizes to within the range of natural variability for a given
forest type.

The content of habitat protection "plans” is deliberately not specified, recognizing that
requirements will vary depending on the scale and intensity of forestry impacts. Where
impacts are modest, plans need not be lengthy or highly technical.

Sp4: Ecosystem structure and function includes the requirement to restore ecosystem
structure and function to within the range of natural variability.

See also Sp4: Ecosystem structure and function. The objective addressed by this
benchmark is to maintain or restore ecosystem structure and function to within the range
of natural variability. It is not to mimic extreme events that could threaten the ecological
balance.

“Minimize”: To do only that which is necessary and appropriate to accomplish the task or
objective described. “Least-toxic and narrowest-spectrum pesticide”: A chemical
preparation used to control site-specific pests that minimizes impact to non-target
organisms and causes the least impact to the site while meeting management
objectives. The management objectives consider the target pest, the degree of control
needed, cost, and other issues, such as season and timing of application, rates and
methods, terrain, forest conditions, and the presence or absence of water bodies. The
following chemicals are prohibited: chlorinated hydrocarbon pesticides, pesticides
banned by international agreement. Also prohibited: chemicals deemed to be acutely
toxic to terrestrial or aquatic organisms, or highly persistent (including dioxins) according
to the World Health Organization, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (for forest
operations within the U.S.), or the Stockholm Convention on Persistent Organic
Pollutants (POP). If temporary exemptions are allowed, there is a formal, transparent
process for obtaining them.

This benchmark is goal/objective-oriented rather than prescriptive, due to its global-scale
application. If certification schemes choose to prescribe stocking levels and time frames,
then these should be tailored as appropriate to forest type.

See also Sc10: Soil protection. This benchmark is goal/objective-oriented rather than
prescriptive.

USGBC recognizes that there is a lack of adequate information on sustainable harvest
rates for many forest products and/or species, particularly those for which there has
historically been limited commercial use. USGBC expects certification schemes to
promote due diligence and a precautionary approach in the context of these
uncertainties.

See also Scl: Carbon storage. The provision and marketing of "environmental services"
from forests is an issue that has gained increasing traction in the U.S., Canada and
internationally. The Distinguishing benchmark is a target and is intended to encourage
certification schemes to support these efforts.

See also Sp4: Ecosystem structure and function.

This issue area addresses damage to residual trees and other natural resources as a
result of harvesting activities. Residual damage is believed to be adequately addressed
under Sp4: Ecosystem structure and function. While some certification schemes may



21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.
30.

31.
32.

include specific requirements to protect residual stands (something supported by
USGBCQC), it is believed that this level of detail was not required for inclusion in a global
USGBC benchmark.

The intent of this requirement is to ensure that forest managers in all countries practice
due diligence in recognizing and addressing indigenous rights to land and resources.
This benchmark is of relevance in all countries, regardless of the nature and extent of
underlying legal frameworks and their implementation. The goal of USGBC is to reward
exemplary performance, not merely legal compliance.

The intent of this benchmark is to ensure that forest managers in all countries practice
due diligence in registering and addressing grievances.

Benchmarks relating to public consultation (Sp22 and Sc11) and land tenure (Sp25)
provide avenues to address recreational use and public access. Recreational forest
users could be considered to be directly affected persons whom, according to Sp22:
Consultation, should be given opportunities for input and consultation regarding
management activities that affect them. Legal and customary access rights are
addressed under Benchmark S41: Land tenure.

Sp22: Public Consultation requires that directly affected persons be given opportunities
for input and consultation regarding management activities that affect them. This would
include opportunities for consultation regarding aesthetic impacts.

In the case of public lands the "people and groups directly affected" by forest
management who are covered under Sp22: Public consultation include any and all
interested members of the "public” that own those lands.

Economic viability is recognized as a core component of sustainable forestry. This
benchmark provides the opportunity for certifiers to balance economic with social and
environmental considerations in assessing the long-term impacts of management and
encourages certification decisions that include guidance on an operation's economic
viability.

Sp4: Ecosystem structure and function serves to reduce the likelihood of wasteful forest
practices that result in disturbances beyond the range of natural variability.
Forest-related laws include all laws relevant to the USGBC benchmarks, including
wildlife laws, water quality laws, labor laws, treaties with indigenous peoples, etc.

See also Sp22: Public consultation regarding public summaries of management plans.
See also Sp26: Management plan on incorporating the results of monitoring into
management planning.

See Sp2: Forests of special conservation value for more information.

See also Ac2: International codes of practice.



	Forest Certification Benchmark_coverpage_for PC 4
	Introduction to the Benchmarks_2010.06.07
	Benchmark_Governance_for PC 4
	Benchmark_Standards Substance_for PC 4
	Benchmark_Chain of Custody_for PC 4
	Benchmark_Accred and Cert Process_for PC 4
	End Notes to Forest Certification Benchmark_for PC 4

