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Public Comment period for Raw Materials Sourcing in Apparel project 

 

Hello SASB team 

Thanks for the opportunity to participate in this consultation.  

Rakesh Vazirani 

 

Head of Sustainability Services, Products 

 

TUV Rheinland 

 

Question 1: Does the proposed change to the “priority raw materials” definition in the qualitative metric (CG -

AA-440a.1) improve (1) alignment with common industry practices and guidance, (2) cost of implementation for 

companies, and (3) usefulness of disclosures? 

Feedback: Yes, alignment with industry practices will improve adoption, reduce burden, and increase 

comparability. 

 

Question 2: Do you agree with the rationale to structure metrics by priority raw material (e.g., cotton, leather, 

etc.) versus by another component such as sourcing region or environmental/social factor (e.g., water scarcity, 

animal welfare, etc.)? 

Feedback: It’s recommended to ALSO include disclosure about sourcing region since E (water, biodiversity, 

and climate) /S (social/labour laws) /G (corruption) risks vary by country/region in almost all cases. 

 

Question 3: Do the proposed changes to the quantitative metric (CG-AA-440a.2) improve the comparability, 

completeness, and usefulness of disclosures? 

Feedback: Yes, but recommended to further refine for footwear and accessories  

 

Question 4: The Board considered two approaches to revise the list of certifications/standards included in 

metric CG-AA-440a.2. Do you have a preference between the two approaches, and if so, why? What principles 

would you consider when evaluating the credibility and/or selection of third -party certifications/standards? 

Feedback: A principles based approach is recommended. 

Please explore with your members if acceptable Certifications/Standards could be those that are based on 

credibility principles (eg: Members of ISEAL Alliance) 

https://www.isealalliance.org/iseal-community-members  

https://www.isealalliance.org/iseal-community-members


AND those that are transparent with their criteria allowing comparability (eg: Listed on ITC Standards)  

https://standardsmap.org/  

But, more importantly, while the topic of raw material certification/standards seems relevant for now; from the 

perspective of increasing internationalization of SASB standards; please consider that in 1-2 years, focus will 

be on Product Environmental Footprint (PEF) based Certifications 

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/smgp/pdf/PEFCR_tshirt.pdf  

 

Question 5: Do you agree with the Board’s conclusion to not expand the scop e of the Raw Materials 

Sourcing disclosure topic to include materials used for packaging? 

Feedback: Including Packaging consideration is recommended; especially since it will be included in overall 

Environmental Risk review of apparel/garment. 

https://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/smgp/pdf/PEFCR_tshirt.pdf#page=74  

Or consider a guidance note that disclosure be made as per SASB’s Packaging/Container stan dard. 

 

Question 6: Do the proposed changes improve the usefulness of disclosures for companies identified in the 

industry scope (companies involved in design, manufacturing, wholesaling, and retailing)? 

Feedback: Yes 

https://standardsmap.org/
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/smgp/pdf/PEFCR_tshirt.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/environment/eussd/smgp/pdf/PEFCR_tshirt.pdf#page=74

