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Introduction

FSC Canada has prepared this document to support the implementation of new requirements for IFLs applicable for organizations in Canada. The document provides a draft crosswalk
between the Advice Note ADV-STD-60-004_02 V1-0 and the FSC® Forest Stewardship Standard for Canada (V1-1).

To support efficient use of the crosswalk, some content on FSS indicator columns represents only extracts as they relate to the topic. The marker [. . .] is used to indicate where there is
more text to the indicator.
The relationship between the Advice Note clauses and the NFSS indicators are marked by two cases:

In alignment: Advice Note Clauses that align with NFSS Indicators.

The crosswalk also includes the potential means of verification for the Clauses 1 to 4 of the Advice Note. Means of verification are potential sources of information that allows an
auditor to evaluate conformance with an indicator. These are not normative and the certification body may use alternatives to those listed. For the most updated Means of Verification
for the Advice Note ADV-STD-60-004_02 V1-0 check supporting material in the process page: Development of requirements for enhanced HCV 2 management and monitoring in IFLs .

Table 1. Crosswalk- Advice Note Clauses 1-4 vs FSS Canada (both effective 1 July 2026)

1. The Organization shall identify the  [9.1.4 The HCV assessment includes the identification of Intact Forest |In alignment Map(s) of the entire IFL showing the
Intact Forest Landscapes (IFLs) Landscapes* and the calculation of core areas* using January 1, 2017 |Conformance with overlap with the respective MU (like
overlapping the management unit as the reference date and the methodology for the delineation of Intact Indicator 9.1.4 Fig 1) with clear coordinates,

(MU). Forest Landscapes™ as outlined in Annex H. demonstrates boundaries, scale, and sources (i.e.

conformance with GFW, year, link).

Indicators related to the Explanatory Notes:
ndicators related to the Explanatory Notes Clause 1.



https://connect.fsc.org/current-processes/development-requirements-enhanced-hcv-2-management-and-monitoring-ifls

NOTE 1: This is necessary to monitor 9.3.3 The Organization’s management activities* do not reduce any
that the status of the IFLs does not go |Intact Forest Landscape* below 50,000 ha.
below their defined minimum area of

50,000 ha, in accordance with current
applicable FSS. 3.1.2 Through culturally appropriate engagement* with the Indigenous

Peoples identified in 3.1.1, the following is documented and/or mapped
using best available information*: ...4. Their Indigenous Cultural

NOTE 2: The Organization may Landscape*(s)

correct the IFL delineation as of 1

January 2017 based on Best Available
Information evidencing that industrial [9-1.2 The HCV assessment uses results associated with the

activities occurring 30 to 70 years identification of HCVs and HCV areas from culturally appropriate
before that date resulted in lasting engagement* with Indigenous Peoples, and affected and interested
changes which would disqualify stakeholders with an interest in the conservation and management of
relevant IFL parts or the IFL as a HCVs and HCV areas. The assessment also uses input from qualified
whole from meeting the original IFL  |(technical and/or scientific) specialists.

definition.

[Explanatory Notes to I1GI 9.1.3:]

NOTE: Indigenous Peoples and
traditional peoples whose territories,
cultural landscapes, or customary use
areas overlap with or are adjacent to
the identified IFL are always
considered affected rights holders or
affected stakeholders as referred to in
IG1 9.1.3. The purpose of engaging
with them is to:

a. enable affected rights holders,
including Indigenous Peoples and
traditional peoples, to review the
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IFL boundaries in relation to their
own territories and interests;
collect traditional ecological
knowledge relevant to the
assessment of historical
disturbance and current landscape
condition; and

identify any Indigenous cultural
landscapes that overlap with or are
adjacent to the IFL.

2. As part of forest management

planning, The Organization shall
identify the ecological integrity
features in the reference state. These
features shall include, but not be
limited to:

a. species that depend on large,
continuous, or old-growth forests
to maintain viable populations
such as large mammals, migratory
species, species with extensive
home ranges, species sensitive to
forest fragmentation;

b. habitat features and habitats on
which species identified in point a.
depend for breeding, nesting,
foraging and dispersal, and/or that
characterize the IFLs and large
landscape-level ecosystems, such
as large extents of continuous
natural forest canopy cover;

9.1.10 When a protection threshold for an Intact Forest Landscape* is
determined by applying approach 9.2.4b, the publicly available HCV
assessment report includes the following elements in its HCV-2
description:

1. Relevant contextual information and maps delineating the extent of

the wider landscape® including best available information* of the

following, where applicable:

a. The abundance, security, and connectivity* of Intact Forest
Landscapes®;

b. Landforms, watersheds*, rivers, geological and soil characteristics;

c. Populations of ecologically or culturally significant species,
migration pathways, species at risk* that require large contiguous
habitat, and the sustainability and persistence of these species;

d. Location, size, type, and condition of rare ecosystems...

9.2.4b A protection threshold is determined through an efficient
collaborative process* with Indigenous Peoples and interested and
affected stakeholders, where 30—100% of the Intact Forest
Landscape®’s area within the Management Unit is designated as core
area®.

Conformance with
Indicators 9.1.10 and
9.2.4b may demonstrate
conformance with
Clause 2, however care
should be taken to
ensure the identification
of the ecological integrity
features includes
identifying these
features in the reference
state.

v' Report on the identification
process for ecological integrity
features detailing the method,
timeline, and internal/external
sources used.

Internal sources include, for
example: field surveys, data of past
monitoring, remote sensing analysis
developed by the organization.
External sources include, for
example: species and habitat
inventories, scientific studies on the
species/habitats/processes, local
reports from the government
environment or related
departments, national IUCN Red
List, relevant local or regional
reports of international
environmental organizations,
information provided by the
governance bodies or
representatives of the local
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c. ecological processes that
characterize the IFLs and large
landscape-level ecosystems.

The identification of the ecological

integrity features shall be done using

Best Available Information, including
Traditional Ecological Knowledge
held by Indigenous Peoples and/or
traditional peoples affected by
management activities (see also: 1Gl
6.2.1 and IGI 6.8.1).

Informed by best available information*, the protection threshold
considers the conditions listed in Section 1 of Table 9.2.4b (where
applicable).

Informed by best available information*, the location of the core area*
considers the elements listed in Section 2 of Table 9.2.4b.

The Organization adheres to approach 9.2.4a until the efficient
collaborative process* is complete.

Table 9.2.4b. List of required considerations when determining the
protection threshold and location of Intact Forest Landscape™* core
areas® in approach 9.2.4b. ...

Section 2: Elements to the Location of the Core Area* (non-
hierarchical)

1. The contribution of the area to landscape values including
connectivity*, ecosystem integrity*, ecosystem representation, and
cultural importance.

2. The habitat requirements of ecologically or culturally significant
species, species at risk*, and wildlife species that depend on large
landscape level forests.

3. Concentrations of ecological and cultural values within the Intact
Forest Landscape®.

4. High carbon storage areas including peatlands.

5. Proximity to legislated protected areas* within or adjacent to the
Management Unit.

6. Mitigation of threats to the Intact Forest Landscapes* in the
Management Unit identified in Section 1 above.

7. Feedback of Indigenous Peoples and self-identified, interested and
affected stakeholders during the collaborative process.

Indigenous Peoples and traditional
peoples.

v’ List accompanied by maps
and/or narrative descriptions of
identified ‘ecological integrity
features’ covering elements in a, b,
cC (species, habitat, habitat features,
ecological processes)

v' Documented ‘Reference State’
for each ‘feature’.
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Other relevant Indicators* where supportive information has likely
been gathered, collated, or analysed include:

Indicators 6.1.1,6.1.4,6.4.1,6.5.2,6.6.3,9.1.1-HCV3 &4
Framework Questions 8-15 that overlap the core area.

3. As part of forest management

planning, The Organization shall,

through culturally appropriate

engagement and, where required,
through FPIC, identify and/or spatially|

delineate Indigenous cultural

landscapes (ICL) and socio-cultural

values in the MU and in areas

outside the MU, including within the

IFL, that may be affected by or

relevant to management activities.
Where Indigenous Peoples and/or
traditional peoples determine that

physical identification in
documentation or maps would

threaten their value or protection,

other means shall be used. This

identification shall be done using
Best Available Information, including
Traditional Ecological Knowledge
held by Indigenous Peoples and/or

traditional peoples affected by
management activities.

3.1.2 Through culturally appropriate engagement* with the
Indigenous Peoples identified in 3.1.1, the following is documented
and/or mapped using best available information®:

1. Their legal and/or customary rights of tenure;

2. Their legal and/or customary access to, and use rights, of the
forest resources and ecosystem services;

3. Their other legal and/or customary rights and responsibilities
that may be affected by management activities®;

4. Their Indigenous Cultural Landscape*(s);

5. The evidence supporting these rights and responsibilities; and
6. Areas where rights are contested between Indigenous Peoples,
governments and/or others.

9.1.10 When a protection threshold for an Intact Forest Landscape* is

determined by applying approach 9.2.4b, the publicly available HCV

assessment report includes the following elements in its HCV-2

description:

1. Relevant contextual information and maps delineating the extent of

the wider landscape* including best available information* of the

following, where applicable: ...

c. Populations of ecologically or culturally significant species,
migration pathways, species at risk* that require large contiguous
habitat, and the sustainability and persistence of these species;

e. Indigenous rights and values, including Indigenous Cultural
Landscapes®;

Conformance with
Indicators 3.1.2, 9.1.10,
and 9.2.4b may
demonstrate
conformance with
Clause 3. Care should
be taken to specifically
identify and/or spatially
delineate the ICLs and
socio-cultural values in
the MU and in areas
outside the MU that may
be affected by or
relevant to the
management activities.

v’ List accompanied by maps
and/or narrative descriptions of
identified ‘socio-cultural values’.

v Documented ‘Reference State’
for each socio-cultural value.

v Map(s) of existing ICL, or other
forms of indigenous territories or
lands adjacent to the IFL or the MU.
v' Evidence of communication of
Indigenous Peoples on the
boundaries or areas corresponding
to ICLs and the presence of socio-
cultural values.
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f. Locations of human settlements, infrastructure, development
plans, and agricultural zones;

9.2.4b A protection threshold is determined through an efficient
collaborative process™ with Indigenous Peoples and interested and
affected stakeholders, where 30—100% of the Intact Forest
Landscape™’s area within the Management Unit is designated as core
area*.

Informed by best available information*, the protection threshold
considers the conditions listed in Section 1 of Table 9.2.4b (where
applicable).

Informed by best available information*, the location of the core area*
considers the elements listed in Section 2 of Table 9.2.4b.

The Organization adheres to approach 9.2.4a until the efficient
collaborative process* is complete.

Table 9.2.4b. List of required considerations when determining the
protection threshold and location of Intact Forest Landscape* core
areas” in approach 9.2.4b.

Section 1: Conditions to Determine a Protection Threshold (non-
hierarchical)

3. The aspirations and goals of Indigenous Peoples related to the
Intact Forest Landscape* and Indigenous Cultural Landscapes®.

Section 2: Elements to the Location of the Core Area* (non-
hierarchical)

1. The contribution of the area to landscape values including
connectivity*, ecosystem integrity*, ecosystem representation, and
cultural importance.
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2. The habitat requirements of ecologically or culturally significant
species, species at risk*, and wildlife species that depend on large
landscape level forests.

3. Concentrations of ecological and cultural values within the
Intact Forest Landscape®.

7. Feedback of Indigenous Peoples and self-identified, interested
and affected stakeholders during the collaborative process.

Components of this Clause are supported by Indicators 3.2.5, 3.5.1,
9.1.1 & the HCV Framework in Annex D.

4. The Organization shall identify and

document in its management
planning the risks and threats to the
ecological integrity features and
socio-cultural values identified under
Clauses 2 and 3, both within the MU
and within its sphere of influence.
Such threats include those
associated with the management
activities of The Organization, as well
as threats from other organizations.

The identification of risks and threats
shall be based on Best Available
Information, including:

a. existing data on the vulnerability
and sensitivity of ecological
integrity features and socio-
cultural values;

b. the findings gained from

monitoring activities conducted

5.3.1 Management planning takes into account the long-
term* positive and negative environmental and social impacts

of management activities™.

6.1.5 Assessments of environmental values identified in Indicators
6.1.1 and 6.1.2 are updated with sufficient frequency to conduct
adaptive management depending on the scale, intensity and

risk of management activities*.

Assessments are provided in a manner such that:

1. Impacts of management activities* on the identified
environmental values and risks to these values can be
assessed as per Criterion 6.2;

6.2.1 Appropriate to the scale, intensity and risk of the operation, an
assessment is conducted identifying potential impacts, by
comparing landscape-level conditions of key environmental
values at the start of the present forest management plan to
projected future conditions for the near term*, and where
practical, for the long-term* as well. At a minimum, the

assessment considers:

1. Age-class* distribution;
2. Forest type* distribution;

Clause 4 requires the
additional action of
identifying and
documenting risks and
threats specific to the
ecological integrity
features and socio-
cultural values identified
under Clauses 2 & 3.

Indicators partly
supporting this clause
include: 5.3.1, 6.1.5,
6.2.1,9.2.1,9.2.4b, 9.4 1
and 9.4.3.

It is recommended that
The Organization
identifies and documents

v’ List accompanied by narrative
descriptions of risk and threats to
ecological integrity features within
the MU and in the Sphere of
Influence

v' List accompanied by narrative
descriptions of risks and threats to
socio-cultural values within the MU
and in the Sphere of Influence

Report on the identification process
on the process of identification of
risk and threats to ecological
integrity features and socio-cultural
values, detailing the method,
timeline, and sources used including
a, b, and/or c as in Clause 4.
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according to Clauses 10 and 11;
and

other relevant monitoring and
evaluation initiatives, including
those published by experts.

3. Patch size distribution;
4. Road* density by road*-type; and
5. Spatial distribution of anthropogenic disturbed areas.

9.2.1 Threats to HCVs are identified using best available
information™.

9.2.4b A protection threshold is determined through an efficient
collaborative process* with Indigenous Peoples and interested and
affected stakeholders, where 30—100% of the Intact Forest
Landscape®’s area within the Management Unit is designated as core
area*.

Informed by best available information*, the protection threshold
considers the conditions listed in Section 1 of Table 9.2.4b (where
applicable).

Informed by best available information*, the location of the core area*
considers the elements listed in Section 2 of Table 9.2.4b.

Table 9.2.4b. List of required considerations when determining the
protection threshold and location of Intact Forest Landscape* core
areas™ in approach 9.2.4b.

Section 1: Conditions to Determine a Protection Threshold (non-
hierarchical)

1. Threats, including logging, road* construction and other
anthropogenic factors within the wider landscape* that pose a risk for
fragmentation* of the Intact Forest Landscape®.

2. Security and abundance of the Intact Forest Landscape® within
the wider landscape™.

the risks and threats
when carrying out the
actions necessary to
achieve conformance to
Indicators 3.1.2, 9.1.10,
and 9.2.4b.
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Section 2: Elements to the Location of the Core Area* (non-
hierarchical) ...

6. Mitigation of threats to the Intact Forest Landscapes® in the
Management Unit identified in Section 1 above.

9.4.1 A program of periodic monitoring assesses:

1. Implementation of management strategies;
The status of HCVs including the HCV areas on which they
depend; and

3. The effectiveness of management strategies and actions for the
protection of HCVs, to fully maintain and/or enhance the HCVs.

9.4.3 The monitoring program has sufficient scope, detail and
frequency to detect changes in HCVs, relative to the initial
assessment and status identified for each HCV.
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