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The evaluation process

Display Question Inputs Units Validation

Audit Parameters

2.01 Audit type * Surveillance OK
2.01.1 Audit sequence Surveillance OK
2.02 Audit start date * 2025-04-08 OK
2.16 First stakeholder consultation date for this audit 2025-04-11 OK
2.03 Audit finish date * 2025-04-11 OK
2.04 Total person days * 7.5 OK
2.05 Date of report * 2025-04-29 OK
2.06 Total area under evaluation * 216755.1 acre OK

Normative Documents

2.07 Eval d international normative dc t(s)

2.07.1 Trademark standard FSC-STD-50-001 * Yes OK
2.07.2 Group standard FSC-STD-30-005 * No OK
2.07.3 CoC standard FSC-STD-40-004 * No OK
2.07.4 ES procedure FSC-PRO-30-006 * No OK
2.07.5 Excision Policy FSC-POL-20-003 * Yes OK
2.07.6 Pesticides Policy FSC-POL-30-001 * Yes OK
2.07.7 Applicable NTFP Standard * No OK
2.07.8 CIP FSC PRO 30-011 * No OK
2.08 Code(s) of NFSS or INS used * FSC-STD-USA 1.1 OK
2.09 Web link to the standard used OK

2.10 If aiilicable, the adaitation irocess of CB interim standard

Evaluation Methodology

2.11 S ling system employed for the audit

2.11.1 stratified sampling Yes OK
2.11.2 cluster sampling No OK
2.11.3 random sampling Yes OK
2.11.4 systematic sampling No OK

2.11.5 Other, please specify your input here

2.12 Rationale for selection of MU/ members, including a clear
description of the surveillance schedule that will be implemented
by the certification body

DNR has four forest management units across Maryland. There
have been no changes in FMUs since the 2024 audit. The square
root of the five FMU multiplied by 0.8 results in a minimum of two
FMU to audit. As the southeast region Chesapeake State Forest
and the Pocomoke State Forest were audited in 2024, this audit
focused on the western region Potomac-Garrett, Green Ridge and
Savage River State Forests were audited in this event.

2.13 Documentation reviewed during this audit

2.13.1 copies of applicable laws Some OK
2.13.2 long term management plans All OK
2.13.3 technical management guides relating to operations Some OK
2.13.4 concession agreements Not Applicable OK
2.13.5 documentation showing tenure or land-use rights Some OK
2.13.6 up to date maps of roads, management sites, etc Some OK |
2.13.7 inventory records Some OK |
2.13.8 work instructions Some OK
2.13.9 contractor contracts Some OK
2.13.10 agreements with affected local communities Not Applicable OK
2.13.11 agreements with affected Indigenous Peoples, etc Not Applicable OK
2.13.12 records of payments of royalties, fees, or taxes Some OK
2.13.13 records of complaints/disputes and resolution Some OK
2.13.14 records of payments to workers Not Requested OK
2.13.15 wildlife evaluation records Some OK
2.13.16 environmental impacts monitoring records Some OK
2.13.17 social impact survey results Some OK
2.13.18 results of monitoring forest growth and health Some OK
2.13.19 harvesting and production records All OK
2.13.20 chemical use records All OK
2.13.21 communications with stakeholders Some OK
2.13.22 purchasing and sales documentation Some OK |
2.13.23 Integrated pest management Some OK |
2.13.24 ESRA All OK

2.13.25 agreements with group members Not Applicable OK
2.13.26 CIP: Self-Conformity Check Results Not Applicable OK
2.13.27 CIP: Action Plan Not Applicable OK
2.13.28 CIP: Self-Monitoring Results Not Applicable OK

2.13.98 Other, please specify
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The evaluation process

Display Question Inputs Units Validation

Maryland Commission on Indian Affairs (MCIA) is the official
statewide agency that is tasked with communication within the
native population and acts as the liaison between Maryland's
natives and the state and federal governments
(https://dnr.maryland.gov/publiclands/Documents/Fort-Frederick-
State-Park/AIMFFSPBooklet.pdf). There are no formal agreements
but MD Commission on Indian Affairs meets bi-monthly, most
recently April 7th to discuss issues, events held by the Commission
(e.g., 78th Annual National World Championship Muskrat Skinning
Contest Outdoo Show) and collaboration with Tribes.

2.13.99 Further information on documents reviewed

2.14 Additional techniques employed for evaluation none OK

2.15 Geographically relevant tools employed by the auditing

team for luation

2.15.1 FSC GIS Portal No OK
2.15.2 Google maps, Bing maps and similar No OK
2.15.3 Global Forest Watch No OK
2.15.4 GPS tracking devices (including GPS-enabled smartphones) OK
2.15.5 Desktop GIS tools QGIS, ArcGIS Yes OK
2.15.6 CB’s own GIS system No OK
2.15.7 CH’s own GIS system Yes OK
2.15.8 Drones, UAVs or similar No OK

2.15.9 Other, please specify Your input here

2.17 Means of stakeholder engag t

2.17.1 Face to face meetings Yes OK |
2.17.2 Virtual meetings No OK
2.17.3 Contacted by phone Yes OK
2.17.4 Email, or letter Yes OK
2.17.5 Notice published in the national and/or local press No OK
2.17.6 Notice published on relevant websites No OK
2.17.7 Local radio announcements No OK
2.17.8 Local customary notice boards No OK
2.17.9 Social media broadcast No OK

2.17.10 Other, please specify Your input here

2.18 Stakeholder groups engaged in audit

2.18.1 Economic interests Yes OK
2.18.2 Social interests Yes OK |
2.18.3 Environmental interests Yes OK |
2.18.4 FSC-accredited certification bodies active in the country No OK
2.18.5 National and state forest agencies Yes OK
2.18.6 Experts with expertise in controlled wood categories No OK
2.18.7 Research institutions and universities Yes OK
2.18.8 FSC regional offices, FSC network partners, registered

standard development groups and NRA working groups in the No OK
region

2.18.9 Forest workers, contractors Yes OK
2.18.10 Local communities, residents Yes OK
2.18.11 FME personnel Yes OK
2.18.12 Indigenous Peoples No No OK

2.18.13 Other, please specify Your input here

Certification Decision

2.19 Difficulties identified during the evaluation none OK

2.20 Conditions (corrections of minor non-conformities) or
pre-conditions (corrections of major non-conformities)
associated with the certification decision

2.20.1 No specific condition * No OK
2.20.2 Correction of minor NCRs issued within required timelines *  Yes OK
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The evaluation process
Display Question

Inputs Units Validation
2.20.3 Correction of major NCRs issued within required timelines * No OK
2.20.4 Correction of the pre-conditions to certification identified * No OK

2.20.5 Other

2.21 Lead auditor opinion

2.21.1 The certificate holder's system of management, if
implemented as described, is capable of ensuring that all of the

system of management is being implemented consistently over the
whole forest area covered by the scope of the certificate

2.22 Auditor recommendation for the certificate holder’s
management system and performance

requirements of the applicable standard(s) are met over the whole Yes OK
forest area covered by the scope of the evaluation. *

2.21.2 The certificate holder has demonstrated, subject to

correction of the identified non-conformities, that the described Yes OK

‘ '

2.22.1 A certificate can only be issued/reissued/maintained when
all identified Major CARs are closed *

No

OK

2.22.2 The FM system of the evaluated enterprise does not comply
with the provisions and standards of FSC. Due to the number of
identified major non-compliances the auditors recommend the
immediate suspension of the certificate *

No OK

2.22.3 Other

2.23 Certification decision *

Maintain

Based on client's evaluation result and information included in audit

2.24 Decision detail report and audit checklist, the decision is to maintain FSC FM/COC OK
certificate validity.

2.25 Decision date * 2025-07-11 OK

2.26 Decision making entity * FSC FM HUB of Bureau Veritas Certification Holding OK
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Personnel / audit team

Person Days Expertise

@
kas

\R

xR ™
L F ) P : o & 3.06 Auditor UAN
* N Q A o . ..
3.02 Role > > > > > > > (enter 0 if none) * 3.07 Profile Validation

Jim Colla Witnessing auditor 1.00 3.00 Yes Yes UAN-JC143173 45 years experience i forestry and fire across the US. FSClead ¢
auditor for 15 years

Sarah Bros Audit team leader 0.50 3.50] Yes Yes Yes ASI1ZFN6ZY 40 years experience in forestry. FM auditor OK

Raymond Lamberton Team member 0.00 3.50] Yes Yes ASI12X500V 30 years experience in forestry. FSC COC and FM auditor OK
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Audit itinerary

4.01 Audit Itinerary ltem
Start Date

4.02 Hours 4.03 MUs or members 4.04 Activities

4.05 Site detail

2025-04-08 1.50 Green Ridge State Forest Opening meeting, final field site selction office setting and document review
2025-04-08 6.50 Green Ridge State Forest Document review FSC Indicators listed in audit plan office setting and document review
2025-04-09 8.00 Green Ridge State Forest !:Ield site visits and stakeholder interviews, split Site inspections in Green Ridge State Forest
into two teams
2025-04-10 8.00 Savage River State Forest, Potoma Field session: site visits and interviews, split into Site inspections in Savage River State Forest
two teams and Potomac-Garrett State Forest
Follow up document review/questions FSC
2025-04-11 4.00 Indicators listed in audit plan; stakeholder Site inspections in PocomokeForest

interviews; closing meeting
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Type of Site

Validation
Yes OK
Yes OK
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes No Yes  recreation sites OK
Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes PG Demonstration Forest OK
Yes OK
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Forest management enterprise information

Forest Area

5.01 Area certified both to FSC and another scheme (specify if
non-PEFC)

5.01.1 Area certified both to FSC and another scheme (PEFC

Endorsed) * 216755.10 acre OK
5.01.2 Other certification scheme used (Non-PEFC) - name SF certification endorsed by PEFC OK
5.01.3 Other certification scheme used (Non-PEFC) - area certified acre

5.02 Brief description of any area of forest over which the certificate
holder has some responsibility, whether as owner (including shared

Some other state forests see very little silvicultural activity and are relatively small in acreage. DNR
Forest Service has no interest in pursuing certification at this time on these lands. These state forests

Svrh‘i):hﬁ;:Ieocvcvar:t?éxltz)hg;:grag:: z,?::::’atgtefcmzzrf:‘:;pg]n:gtty; of are: Elk Neck State Forest, Cedarville State Forest, Doncaster Demonstration Forest, Stoney I
" > N P Demonstration Forest, Salem State Forest, St. Inigoes.

the certificate, together with an explanation of the reason.

5.03 Area of forest but d from MUs in

the scope of certification

5.03.1 According to FSC-POL-20-003 * 17230 acre OK

5.03.2 Other reasons * 0 acre OK

5.04 Explanation as to how MUs designated as SLIMF meet the
eligibility criteria as a SLIMF (as per FSC-STD-01-003)

not applicable

Forest Workers
5.05 Male forest workers * 27 OK
5.06 Female forest workers * 8 OK
5.07 Average wage in USD paid to males employed in managerial
" . usD
positions during the last calendar year
5.08 Average wage in USD paid to females employed in managerial
" . usD
positions during the last calendar year
5.09 Number of males employed in managerial positions during the
last calendar year
5.10 Number of females employed in managerial positions during
the last calendar year
5.11 Total number of local community members employed through
management activities, including contractors, during the last
calendar year
5.12 Number of accidents since previous audit 0 OK
5.13 Direct costs in USD associated with forest management UsD
induced to comply with the requirements for FSC certification
Impacted Parties
5.15 Third parties related/imp d by forest g
activities
5.15.1 Third parties related/impacted by forest management
o N Yes OK
activities (Local Communities)
5.15.2 Third parties related/impacted by forest management
o " % No oK
activities (Traditional Peoples)
5.15.3 Third parties related/impacted by forest management
S " . Yes OK
activities (Indigenous Peoples)
Third parties include recreationists and private land holders within the boundaries of the 3 State
Forests, they have no control over forest management activities.
Maryland Commission on Indian Affairs (MCIA) is the official statewide agency that is tasked with
communication within the native population and acts as the liaison between Maryland's natives and the
state and federal governments (https://dnr.maryland.gov/publiclands/Documents/Fort-Frederick-State-
5.15.4 Third party description (existence, interests or activities etc.) Park/AIMFFSPBooklet.pdf). Also, the Maryland Historical Trust Advisory Council on Historic OK

Preservation has established procedures, information, guidance and training related to consultation
with tribal and Indigenous peoples related to historic preservation
(https:/mht.maryland.gov/Pages/projectreview/project-review-tribal-consult.aspx). Auditors reached out
to 3 representatives of the Maryland Commission on Indian Affairs, with representatives from the 3
recognized Tribes, but did not recieve a response during the audit period.

5.16 Services provided to local

5.16.1 water source * Yes OK |
5.16.2 recreation * Yes OK |
5.16.3 training * No OK

5.16.4 road maintenance * No OK
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Forest management enterprise information

Que:

Inputs Units Val

5.16.5 other, please specify

Environmental Values

5.17 Area of forest classified as High Conservation Value forest * 91173.00 acre OK
5.18 HCVs Present

5.18.1 HCV1 Species diversity * Yes OK
5.18.2 HCV2 Landscape-level ecosystems and mosaics * Yes OK
5.18.3 HCV3 Ecosystems and habitats * Yes OK
5.18.4 HCV4 Critical ecosystem services * Yes OK
5.18.5 HCV5 Community needs * No OK
5.18.6 HCV6 Cultural values * No OK
5.19 Ei fe d to forest op

5.19.1 buffer zone * Yes OK
5.19.2 chemical use control * Yes OK
5.19.3 conservation area set aside * Yes OK
5.19.4 erosion control * Yes OK

5.19.5 other, please specify

Due diligence in planning operations, stakeholder consultation, employee training, site monitoring and
5.20 Description of environmental safeguards inspection, and application of best management practices ensuring contract compliance are all used OK
in concert safeguard environmental values.

Commercial Stocks

5.21 Total growing stock of broadleaves US tons

5.22 Total growing stock of conifers US tons

5.23 Specit and

5.23.1 fast growing * Yes OK |
5.23.2 pest & disease resistant * Yes OK |
5.23.3 climate change * Yes OK

Based on MDNR-FS activities for April 2024 to March 2025, 640 native Red Spruce were planted on
5.23.4 other, please specify the western Maryland State Forests. Trees planted in all State Forests are from the Maryland Forest OK
Service nursery.

Management Changes

5.24 The main obstacles to meeting the requirements of FSC

certification None OK

5.25 Main ch in forest it ited to comply
with requirements for FSC certification

none OK

MDNR - Forest Service is a long standing and experienced certiifcate holder that routinely meets FSC
FM requirements. They work with a number of agencies and stakeholder partners to ensure
conformance with FSC requirements. The level of outreach and cooperation is outstanding. There are
no weaknesses.

5.26 Main strengths and weaknesses with respect to the overall
conformity with the Forest Stewardship Standard used for the
evaluation

OK

Group Management Only required for Group Certificates OK
5.27 Total number of group OK
5.28 Group members located in more than one country
5.29 i manageable number of group members

5.30 Number of members sampled annually by group entity

5.31 ing system i by the group entity
5.31.1 stratified

5.31.2 cluster

5.31.3 random sampling

5.31.4 ic sampling

5.31.5 other, please specify

5.32 Group entity’s sampling system employed to select MUs for
evaluation, and its implementation
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Forest management enterprise information

Inputs Units Vall

ilities for implementation of the applicable

standard(s) in the group

5.33.1 Management planning

5.33.2 Forest protection
culture

5.33.4 Harvesting

5.33.5 Sales & marketing

5.33.6 Use of trademark

5.33.7 Stakeholder er

5.33.8 Training

5.33.9 Ecosystem services impacts

5.34 Elaboration of responsibilities of group entity, members and
cor ors, include Y services if i

5.35 Justification for non-publication of group member details
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7.10 Total area of MU *

216,755.01

7.11 Natural Forest area

216,755.01

7.12 Plantation area *

7.13 Replanted Forest

regenerated forest area *

7.15 Conservation area *

Strictly protected

7.18 Area with ecosystem |7.19 Annual allowable
cut (AAC) *

7.19.1 Units *

95,321.01 95,321.01 0.00 12,120.15 35,490.16 37,665.10 1,750.56 0.00 0.00 19,761.00 MBF
49,126.00 49,126.00 0.00 0.00 30,103.00 18,822.00 9,729.00 0.00 0.00 1,500.00 MBF
54,231.00 54,231.00 0.00 0.00 31,486.00 8,990.50 13,457.00 0.00 0.00 1,200.00 MBF
18,077.00 18,077.00 0.00 0.00 9,506.00 8,137.00 2,234.00 0.00 0.00 503.00 MBF
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7.20 Group Member 7.21 Active /

. . 7.22 MU Notes Validation
Managing Inactive

While two separate forests, they are adminstered and
accounted out of the same field office by the same field
staff. They are maintaned as separate forest duie to their |OK
origin and actviities that may occur on each; e.g. hunting
leases are allowed on Chesapeake, but not Pocomoke.

OK

OK

OK
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Area Summary

AAF Category

Non-SLIMF

Area (ha)

Natural Forest - Boreal

0.00

Natural Forest - Community
Forestry

0.00

Natural Forest - Conservation
Purposes

0.00

Plantations

0.00

Natural Forest - Temperate

87,717.64

Natural Forest - Tropical

0.00

SLIMF

Natural Forest - Boreal

0.00

Natural Forest - Community
Forestry

0.00

Natural Forest - Conservation
Purposes

0.00

Plantations

0.00

Natural Forest - Temperate

0.00

Natural Forest - Tropical

0.00

_Bureau Veritas Group | C2 - Internal



Main commercial timber species included in scope of the certificate

8.01 Species *

8.02 Product code *

8.03 Trade name

8.04 Harvest
planned in current  8.04.1 Units *

calendar year *

8.06 Sold with FSC
8.05 Remarks
calendar year *

The CH sells Pinus taeda and

Claim in previous 8.06.1 Units *

Validation

Pinus spp. W1.1 Roundwood (logs 6,389.80 US tons enchinata, but does not track 11,267.10 US tons OK
separately.
The CH sells Quercus alba and
Quercus spp W1.1 Roundwood (logs 996.20 MBF rubra, but does not track 841.85 MBF OK
separately.
Quercus spp W3.1 Wood chips 1,000.00 US tons 209.00 US tons OK
Acer rubrum W1.1 Roundwood (logs 131.50 MBF 46.60 MBF OK
Acer rubrum W3.1 Wood chips 1,000.00 US tons 1,000.00 US tons OK
Carya glabra W1.1 Roundwood (logs) 0.14 MBF 0.00 MBF OK
Liriodendron tulipifera L. W1.1 Roundwood (logs) 0.00 MBF 0.35 MBF OK
Tilia americana L. W1.1 Roundwood (logs) 0.00 MBF 2.80 MBF OK
Fraxinus americana W1.1 Roundwood (logs) 0.00 MBF 0.00 MBF OK
Prunus serotina Ehrh. W1.1 Roundwood (logs) 56.90 MBF 114.50 MBF OK
Betula nigra W1.1 Roundwood (logs) 2.17 MBF 1.45 MBF OK
Liquidambar styraciflua L. W3.1 Wood chips 200.00 US tons 192.00 US tons OK
The CH sells Pinus taeda and
Pinus spp. W3.1 Wood chips 121,077.00 US tons enchinata, but does not track 96,086.71 US tons OK

separately.
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NTFP - non-timber forest products

9.04 Current annual

9.01 Species * 9.02 Product code of NTFP * 9.03 Trade name 9.04.1 Units Validation

harvest

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes

metric tonnes
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Pesticide use since previous audit/year

Pesticide Restrictions Data Last Updated 3/31/2021
10.01 Active ingredient * 10.02 Restriction | (003 Applied  10.03.1 10.04 Reason for use * 10.05 Quantity 10.06 Summary of ESRA * Validation
area Units of ingredient
imazamox Ui 260 acre Thistle, grass control in wildlife 0.22 US gallons https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/pesticide- OK
food plots use.aspx
invasive species control for
species (e.g., Japanese
glyphosate Restricted 028 acre knotvyeed) compgtmg W|th native 269 US gallons https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/pesticide- oK
species and consistent with Early use.aspx
Detection and Rapid Response
Plan
invasive species control for
species (e.g., Bamboo) . .
trichlopyr Unrestricted 15.00 acre competing with native species and 1.44 US gallons hitps://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/pesticide OK
. h ) use.aspx
consistent with Early Detection
and Rapid Response Plan
imazapyr Unrestricted 86.30 acre release 8.09 US gallons :;tgs;/s/s:r.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/pest|C|de— OK
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Forest context and management plan

Question Inputs Validation

The FMUs are scattered from eastern to western Maryland. This surveillance audited the western region certified State
Forests: Green Ridge, Potomac-Garrett and Savage River. Forest descriptions are detailed in each Sustainable Forest
Management Plans. and are publicly available at https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx . Generally, the

11.28 Description of the forest certified lands audited in this surveillance, in the West Region, are dominated by hardwoods such as mixed hardwoods, OK
mixed oak and northern hardwoods. The forest types were confirmed during the audit through field visits to 32 sites across
the 3 Management Units. Details of the site visits are described in the BV FSC FM Audit and Standard Checklist under
separate cover.

Maryland DNR - Forest Service is a public agency charged with managing public lands for multiple usesthe management
system is desribed in forest management plans that are publicly available at OK
https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx

11.29 Description of the management
system

11.01 Legislative, administrative and Legislative, adminstrative and land use context is contained in detailed forest management plans that are publicly available at

land use context of the forest operation  https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx eI
11.02 Roles of responsible government L . . . . . . .

Lo i’ Maryland DNR - Forest Service is a public agency charged with managing public lands for multiple uses as desribed in forest
agencies involved in aspects of forest N . i OK

management plans that are publicly available at https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx

management
11.03 Ownership and use-rights (both Maryland DNR - Forest Service is a public agency charged with managing public lands for multiple uses; use rights are
legal and customary) of lands and forest desribed in forest management plans that are publicly available at https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx . OK
of external parties other than the The certified State Forests audited in this surveillance are "peppered” with private land within the boundaries of the State
certificate holder Forests, however, there are no use rights within the 3 State Forests audited.
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Forest context and management plan
Question Inputs Validation

11.04 Non-forestry activities being
undertaken within the area evaluated,
whether they are undertaken by the
certificate holder or by some other
party (e.g. mining, industrial
operations, agriculture, hunting,
commercial tourism, etc.)

11.04.1 mining No OK
11.04.2 industrial operation No OK
11.04.3 agriculture No OK
11.04.4 hunting Yes OK
11.04.5 commercial tourism No OK

11.04.6 other, please specify

Maryland DNR - Forest Service is a public agency charged with managing public lands for multiple uses; objectives are

itoblieiesdnaiacconichisatiiey desribed in forest management plans that are publicly available at https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx O
1705 L) 1 el @nmesily e of Maryland DNR - Forest Service is a public agency charged with managing public lands for multiple uses OK
the forest resource
11.07 Socio-economic conditions of the  Maryland DNR - Forest Service is a public agency charged with managing public lands for multiple uses; as desribed in forest

N ) OK
forest management management plans that are publicly available at https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx
11.08 Brief description of forest see 11.28 OK

composition

11.09 Profile of adjacent lands

11.09.1 urban Yes OK
11.09.2 agriculture Yes OK
11.09.3 wetland Yes OK
11.09.4 mining No OK
11.09.5 desert No OK
11.09.6 pasture Yes OK
11.09.7 orchards Yes OK

11.09.8 other, please specify
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Forest context and management plan

Question Inputs Validation

11.10 Management structure of the

certificate holder Seel1.29 O

11.11 Division of forest management

See 11.29 OK
responsibilities

11.12 Use of contractors by the

certificate holder

11.12.1 silviculture Yes OK
11.12.2 road building No OK
11.12.3 harvesting No OK
11.12.4 transportation No OK
11.12.5 forest protection No OK
11.12.6 pest and di control Yes OK

11.12.7 other, please specify

MDNR- Forest Service foresters are well trained and maintain professional accreditations. Logging contractors are all trained

11.13 Training implemented by the under the Maryland Master Logger training program administered by the University of Maryland Cooperative Extension oK
certificate holder Service . The program exudes a collective commitment of the region’s timber harvesters to high standards of professionalism

and represents a voluntary adherence to rigorous principles of sustainable forestry and natural resource conservation.
11.14 Silvicultural system/regime Silvicultural systems are desribed in forest management plans that are publicly available at OK

implemented by the certificate holder https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx

11.15 Technique used for harvesting
operations of the certificate holder

11.15.1 mechanized harvesting Yes OK
11.15.2 manual harvesting No OK
11.15.3 semi-mechanized harvesting No OK
11.15.4 animal hauling No OK

11.15.5 other, please specify

Rare, threatened or endangered species (RTE) are described in the in forest management plans that are publicly available at
https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx . Operational plans are prepared based on guiding direction in the
management plan. A site activity plan, maps, contracts, specific activity requirements, etc. is developed and reviewed n
interdisciplanary team for all forest operations prior to commencement of any activity.

11.16 Management strategy for the
identification and protection of rare,
threatened and endangered species

OK

11.17 Forest monitoring methods
implemented by the certificate holder

11.17.1 forest inventory Yes OK
11.17.2 drone monitoring No OK
11.17.3 remote sensing No OK
11.17.4 social survey No OK
11.17.5 sampling plots Yes OK

11.17.6 other, please specify
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Forest context and management plan

Question Inputs Validation
MDNR has a robust monitoring and inspection program and protocols in place that includes, but is not limited to, growth and
11.18 Elaboration of Monitoring of yield, BMP and regulatory compliance, fish and wildlife monitoring, HCVF and RSA monitoring, and health and safety.
growth, yield and forest dynamics Monitoring is broadly described in the in forest management plans that are publicly available at OK
including change of fauna and flora https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx . MDNR prepares and implements an annual monitoring plan for
wildlife and hertiage.
These attributes are addressed in forest management plans that are publicly available at
https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx . In addition MDNR maintains an interdisciplinary team of experts and
. L a Citizens Advisory Committee that review the social and environmental risks and impacts of implementation of the SFMPs
11.19 Environmental and social impacts, N ; - X
SrdleosiSNpredleityRandlercienay and AWPs. MDNR also produces a quarterly timber sale report that summarizes the timber revenues, available and actual OK
’ : harvest area and volumes harvested for each FMU. MDNR monitors contractors for productivity, and contract adherance.
MDNR produces an annual report (https://dnr.maryland.gov/Documents/2022-annual-report.pdf) that is publicly available and
addresses the environmental and social elements including fiscal responsibilities.
L0 !E)fplanahon i thg CESMIHTS Sustained yield and harvest planning are described in the in forest management plans that are publicly available at
(e.g. silvicultural) on estimate of the .
N N N . https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx . The agency has consistently harvested at levels well below the OK
maximum sustainable yield for the main ) .
. . sustained yield.
commercial species
11.21 Reference to the source of data
(e.g. inventory data, permanent sample ~ See above, the agency has a well maintained continuous forest inventory program that is described in the in forest oK
plots, yield tables) on which estimates management plans that are publicly available at https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx .
are based
11.22 Investments and measures taken
for the prevention and control of natural . . . . . .
P (e, S, (o), Gleeees Prevention and control efforts are described in the in forest management plans that are publicly available at oK

pests, pathogens etc.) during the last
calendar year

https://dnr.maryland.gov/forests/Pages/mdforests.aspx. Specifics are detailed in annual work plans for each forest.
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Forest context and management plan

Question Inputs Validation

11.23 The risk of products from non-

certified sources (including any areas The risk of mixing is low. All timber is sold under a lump sum or pay as cut contract, both of which include the FSC 100%
specifically excluded from the scope of  claim and certificate code. All loads are tracked internally by MDNR which confirms source, claim and purchaser and log OK
the certificate) being mixed with products accounting reconsiliation andalso by the purchaser using the same metrics.

from the forest area evaluated

11.23.1 Description of segregation See 11.23, for lump sum sales the purchaser takes ownership when the contract is executed, for pay as cut contracts the
controls implemented purchaser takes ownership when it crosses the receiving mill scales.

11.24 Explanation of the control
(tracking and tracing) systems in place ~ See 11.23 OK
that address the risk identified

11.25 The documentation or marking
system that allows products from the
certified forest area to be reliably

identified

11.25.1 documents with transportation Yes OK
11.25.2 tree mark No OK
11.25.3 bar code or quadratic code No OK

11.25.4 other, please specify

11.26 Elabqratlon of thg chain of custody See 11.23 oK
documentation or marking system

11.27 The final point or forest gate of

the certified product
11.27.1 log yard Yes OK
11.27.2 road side No OK

11.27.3 other, please specify
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Stakeholder comment(s)

12.01 12.04 Notified 12.05 Interviewed

Stakeholder 12.02 Stakeholder description 12.03 Stakeholder’s comment 12.06 CB’s follow up Validation

before audit? during this audit?
group

Forest workers, Forestry operations contractors MDNR is excellent to work with, expectations are clearly defined. Yes Yes Thanked stakeholders for comments and for input into the audit OK
contractors 1) process

MDNR Forest Service emplyees  Enjoy the work, team approach, open dialogue and professional

(10) development Yes Yes Thanked all, confirms P5 OK

FME personnel

National and . Provide FIA data collected from plots. Not much interaction with Thanked stakeholders for comments and for input into the audit
state forest US Forest Service (1) L ™ No Yes OK
agencies MDNR but it is always very positive. process
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Complaint(s) received

13.01 Received  13.02 First 13.03 13,04 Complaint detsil * 13.05 . 13.06 Actions * 13:07/Close "=y, idation
Open/Closed date

date * received by * Complainant *
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Nonconformities/Observations raised

14,02 CB Non-

1401 Uniaue Finding umber 1406 Grading* AT 0PN pgnsunara+ 1409 Clause+ (405050 1404Duedate 1805Close 1 15 uirment T S—p—— 1412 Cormectiveactontken by the audtee 1413 G55 review o corectv acions p—
conformityRet Closed oy : o)
Organization shall Undertake a comparative ESRA
‘according to scale, intensity and risk (SIR) as
part of its integrated pest management to identify the
fowest ik apon At o e crganizaton compeed an ESRA for mazamox Accplable. et eurement of 412 At checked
sorecoreron o Vo Cowd  Pelcesrols W01 228010 ZRIIS o monlom messes o miae e e no ESRA R poe ks of ésamer oo 7 fonthe DN uebsle . al ESRAWas o webl. Conimed o
ncorprae
the results of their ESRA to site operational plans, to use.aspx. sa.aspx sa.aspx
identify site-specific risks and adapt the generic.
igaton and monton meseres vy
identified in the IPM ESRA (Clause 4.12.2).
ONR provided olowup corespondance i
Stkehoter, Sakenoler o Ao ot e 3 state
Mansges oo 204 - oo s viuaicaon | Fores. Gre Rdge, Savage Rk an Poamac-
Dot o AWP meps may ne .
! ¢ ° jacy trees & other SOfWare (FVS) - no o 9 b
2024061982 ® o cosd NS T4 Wh041T 250410 uperzie gl lrpblc e and commun it 0 U ) i moypreudo s mor Momedovowy 272k P aors e mops e Tnese o
y e e erdcpinay tean, iply I et st e 25 cpposed i gross o, Cizens iy Gomitesan e i
Shnaard : Py ictonty v )
yiorov ion mesureson
raposed S i i th Annual ork P
e oty o ses vt g th aut ound
s wers et iz ulos et
e, utor viwed ane Sk (Soby Dok whre
oot pp it and 3 change  3ewiog S
Tosled nconsralo skt raerar e . .
Gl Toe Ot o e o i ot
202ecor6r08s o o open ness s2a woe0011  amsoii0  Znesipag  Meregemenpracices oo amployed tommize e Ll ons Qs ware momed s ook s UnT@KM o, Pcreson o cean upofots by hearanizalon o adross s ssvo and e o
o active and there Is & plan to utlize the unmarketable udtor o
It i chpper. T excessi o et on
Ine g s st 3 fout 0 |
consieraionh ok s ace an v CH s a
i oz i o, I g 8.1
Cvtervaion.
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