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INT-FSC-STD-CAN-01-2018_04 

Normative reference 
FSC-STD-CAN-01-2018 EN The FSC National Forest 
Stewardship Standard of Canada  

Indicator 6.4.5c elements #1 and #9  

Publication date 01 March 2023 

The requirement # 1 of the Indicator 
6.4.5c requires “An assessment of the 
status of population in the 
Management Unit” and the 
requirement #9 of the Indicator 6.4.5c 
requires “Monitoring of habitat 
condition and population response”. 
In most cases, the government is 
responsible for assessing caribou 
populations on public lands and this is 
usually done at the range level.  

1. If government-led caribou 
population assessment and 
monitoring programs are in place 
at the range level, is an additional 
assessment of the status of 
population (requirement #1) and 
monitoring of habitat condition 
and population response 
(requirement #9) needed at the 
Forest Management Unit level? 
  

2. If government-led caribou 
population assessment and 
monitoring programs are in place 
but other best information & peer 
reviewed science are available, 
should The Organization consider 
these other sources? 
 

 
1. No, when a government-led caribou 

population assessment (requirement #1) 
and monitoring program(s) (requirement #9) 
are in place at the range level, an additional 
assessment is not necessary for the portion 
of the range that is within the Forest 
Management Unit, unless other best 
available information (BAI) is available or if 
the information is outdated (see questions 2 
and 3).  
 

2. Yes, but each context should be assessed 
independently, as per the BAI, peer-
reviewed science and direction provided 
through the efficient collaborative process to 
ensure that the status of the population in 
the Management Unit can be assessed with 
the best existing information.   
The intent is that a caribou conservation 
approach, including the data used to assess 
the status of a population and to monitor the 
habitat condition and population response, 
should be informed by BAI (as defined in the 
Glossary of FSC-STD-CAN-01-2018 EN) 
and peer-reviewed science. In most cases 
the government is responsible for 
conducting assessments and implementing 
monitoring programs, but BAI may include 
(but is not limited to) other information 
sources such as Indigenous-led monitoring, 
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3. If there is no government 
assessment of the population 
(requirement #1) and/or a 
monitoring program (requirement 
#9) or if the available data is 
outdated, is The Organization 
responsible to complete an 
assessment and conduct 
monitoring? 

traditional knowledge or The Organization 
and/or partner-generated data. In any case, 
the participants in an efficient collaborative 
process can direct what is relevant and at 
what duration and scale additional data 
collection measures are needed. 
 

3. Yes, if there is no government assessment 
of the population (requirement #1) and/or a 
monitoring program (requirement #9), The 
Organization works within the collaborative 
process and with partners where possible, to 
acquire data and/or develop a monitoring 
program.   
If the available data are outdated, as 
determined by peer-reviewed science and 
direction provided through an efficient 
collaborative process, The Organization 
works within the collaborative process and 
with partners where possible, to support the 
acquisition of updated assessment or 
monitoring data. 

The Preamble of the FSC-STD-CAN-01-2018 
EN is clear in its introduction: “The 
Organization may rely on the efforts of other 
parties who play a role in meeting certain 
requirements (e.g. government entities, 
Indigenous Peoples and stakeholders). Where 
gaps in performance exist, it is the 
responsibility of The Organization to address 
these gaps, within their sphere of influence”. 

 


