Publically Available FSC Controlled Wood Risk Assessment
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Country and District of Origin: State of Georgia, United States
	1. Illegally Harvested Wood
	Findings
	Level of Risk

	1.1  Evidence of enforcement of logging-related laws in the district.
	There are laws in place to regulate forestry activities throughout the USA. In the state of Georgia these activities are regulated and enforced by the Georgia Forestry Commission.  Each state has its own regulations which are adjusted to the regional conditions governing forestry and forest management. 
	Low risk

	1.2  There is evidence in the district demonstrating the legality of harvests and wood purchases that includes robust and effective systems for granting licenses and harvest permits.
	Harvesting without legal right for doing so is prohibited by national and state laws. In the state of Georgia the timber buyers and/or harvesting companies have to be licensed in order to conduct their business. Evidence indicates that major violations are prosecuted and legal liability is enforced.
	Low risk

	1.3  There is little or no evidence or reporting of illegal harvesting in the district of origin.
	There is no evidence suggesting that illegal logging is a wide scale problem in the state of Georgia. Minor cases of theft do occur; however the share of illegal felling in the country as a whole is much smaller than 1% according to a study conducted by the American Hardwood Export Council (AHEC).
	Low risk

	1.4 There is a low perception of corruption related to the granting or issuing of harvesting permits and other areas of law enforcement related to harvesting and wood trade.
	According to Transparency International CPI for the United States is 7,3 out of ten (higher score indicates less corruption). According to FSC countries with CPI below 5 can not be considered as low risk in relation to this indicator.
	Low risk

	
	
	

	2. Wood Harvested in Violation of Traditional or Civil Rights
	Findings
	Level of Risk

	2.1  There is no UN Security Council ban on timber exports from the country concerned.
	There are no UN Security Council export ban in the US.
	Low risk

	2.2  The country or district is not designated a source of conflict timber.
	The United States is not associated with or designated as source of conflict timber according to latest available research.
	Low risk

	2.3  There is no evidence of child labor or violation of ILO Fundamental Principles and Rights at work taking place in forest areas of the district concerned.
	No evidence of child labor or violation of ILO fundamental principles on a remarkable scale is known to occur.
	Low risk

	2.4  There are recognized and equitable processes in place to resolve conflicts of substantial magnitude pertaining to traditional rights including land use rights, cultural interests or traditional cultural identity in the district concerned.
	Indigenous people in the US are a diverse group, encompassing 556 federally recognized tribes. There are many federally recognized tribal organizations who have significant timberland resources. Assessment of Indian forest management in the United States prepared for Intertribal Timber Council, indicates that significant progress has been made toward closing the gaps between tribal goals for their forests and the ways they are managed.

The legal system in the country is generally considered fair and efficient in resolving conflicts pertaining to traditional rights including use rights, cultural interests or traditional cultural identity. There are different mechanisms or processes that allow Native American tribes, as well as any private citizen, to deal with disagreement and conflict related to decisions affecting natural resources, and forests in particular that are considered to equitable. These include: lawsuits at both the state and federal level; scoping and public comments within the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA); initiatives of the federal and state governments to collaborate with local and tribal communities; coalitions that allow interested parties to advocate for specific positions; consultations between designated representatives of the federal and tribal governments; and, lobbying directly with legislators and government entities.

Based on review of national and international sources it can be concluded that conflicts or violation of traditional rights of substantial magnitude is not a significant problem in the United States.
	Low risk

	2.5  There is evidence of no violation of the ILO Convention 169 on Indigenous and Tribal Peoples taking place in the forest areas in the district concerned.
	Violation of ILO Convention 169 and the rights of Indigenous and Tribal people is generally not known to be a problem in the country based on national and international sources and reports. While arguments do occur, there are equitable processes and mechanisms in place that allow Native American tribes, as well as any private citizen, to deal with disagreement and conflict related to decisions affecting natural resources and forests.
	Low risk

	
	
	

	3. Wood Harvested from Forests in which High Conservation Values are Threatened by Management Activities
	Findings
	Level of Risk

	3.1  Forest management activities in the relevant level (eco-region, sub-eco-region, local) do not threaten ecoregionally significant conservation values. OR
	A risk assessment study, commissioned by the American Hardwood Export Council (AHEC), of the hardwood producing areas covered the Appalachian Mixed Mesophytic forests (NA0402), Appalachian-Blue Ridge forests (NA0403), and the Southeast Mixed forests (NA0413) of United States.  All of these eco-regions cover the state of Georgia’s.  The report concluded that forest products harvested within the study area are low risk for threat to HCVF.
	Low risk

	3.2  A strong system or protection (effective protected areas and legislation) is in place that ensures the survival of the HCVs in the ecoregion.
	Federal and state laws provide a strong system to ensure the survival of HCVFs with the eco-regions listed above.  Those laws include, but are not limited to: Clean Water Act, Endangered Species Act, National Historic Preservation Act, and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. Also the forest areas which are located in National Parks and National Forest Wilderness Areas are considered as being relatively well protected.
	Low risk

	
	
	

	4. Wood Harvested from Areas Being Converted from Forests and Other Wooded Ecosystems to Plantations or Non-Forest Uses
	Findings
	Level of Risk

	4.1  There is no net loss AND no significant rate of loss (> 0.5% per year) or natural forests and other naturally wooded ecosystems such as savannahs taking place in the eco-region in question.
	A risk assessment study, commissioned by the American Hardwood Export Council (AHEC), found no forest area within the state of Georgia that exceeded the conversion threshold of greater than 0.5% annually (the threshold defined by FSC.
	Low risk

	
	
	

	5. Wood from Forests in which Genetically Modified Trees are Planted
	Findings
	Level of Risk

	5.1  There is no commercial use of genetically modified trees of the species concerned taking place in the country or district concerned
	According to the latest available FAO study ("Preliminary review of biotechnology in forestry, including genetic modification", 2004. (available at http://www.fao.org/docrep/008/ae574e/ae574e00.htm)) there is no commercial usage of any GM trees in the country. Commercial usage of GM trees is only taking place in China (species Populus nigra) according to the FAO data.

It is relevant to note that species derived from traditional breeding methods are not considered GMO species. Also only commercial usage of GMO species needs to be taken into consideration within this risk assessment.

At the same time it should be noted that US is most advanced country in laboratory experiments and field trials of GMO species and thus the possibility that GMO species will be commercially used in US is realistic. If updated data becomes available about commercial usage of GMO species in US, the US risk assessment for this category needs to be updated and reviewed.
	Low risk


Sources of Information:

State of Georgia Forestry Comission (www.gatrees.org/)
FSC Global Risk Assessment Website (http://gra.nepcon.net/)

FSC Controlled Wood Toolkit Risk Registry (http://www.fsccontrolledwood.org/Region.aspx?RegionID=191&Source=RiskRegistry.aspx)

World Wildlife Fund – Ecoregions (wwf.panda.org/about_our_earth/ecoregions/ecoregion_list/)

“Assessment of Lawful Harvesting and Sustainability of US Hardwood Exports,” prepared for American Hardwood Export Council by Seneca Creek Associates
