“We are writing you to express our interest in participating in the upcoming process for revising the Forest Project Protocols (FPP), Version 3.0, and to request that you take action on all of the following: 
                         
Direct CAR staff to specifically include the issue of clearcutting and use of even-age management as a forest project practice eligible for carbon credits in the so-called “Punch List” of items to be considered for revision. 
                         
Set a timetable and deadline of no later than 4 months (January 2010) for completion and adoption of revisions to the FPP. 
                         
If the examination and disposition of the Punch List, including clearcutting, is to be delegated by the board to the forest workgroup that developed the 3.0 Version of the Forest Project Protocols, ensure transparency of the process and expand the representation of stakeholder interests in the process and composition of this workgroup. 
 
Release the details of the project announced by Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger at the Governor’s Global Climate Summit on Wednesday, September 30, 2009 involving Sierra Pacific Industries (SPI) and Equator LLC. In particular, make immediately available any materials produced for this project that members or staff of CAR had seen in advance of the announcement and the adoption of the recent protocol updates, and disclose the influence that the SPI-Equator transaction had on the protocol adoption process. 
 
Announce at the upcoming board meeting how this body will review the SPI-Equator project, which agencies will be involved in the review, and the timing and process for announcing the “offset” value being accepted for this project, along with a declaration of what opportunities there will exist for public input and comment on the project review. 
 
Please see the full letter attached above 
 
 


From: Brian Nowicki [mailto:bnowicki@biologicaldiversity.org] 
Sent: Monday, October 05, 2009 3:25 PM
To: 'Brian Nowicki'; 'sierrachub'; jshellito@comcast.net; 'Eddie SCher'; 'Addie Jacobson'; 'Susan Robinson'; 'scott greacen'; 'Kim Delfino'
Cc: 'Justin Augustine'; 'Doug Bevington'; 'Joshua Buswell-Charkow'; 'TAYLOR, Dan'; 'WELLWOOD, Jordan'; 'John Buckley'; 'Marily Woodhouse'; 'shera blume'; 'Larry Hanson'; 'Sue Lynn'
Subject: letter to CAR re forest protocols this week
 

Hello all,
 

Attached and below is a letter CBD, Sierra Club California, and Ebbetts Pass Forest Watch submitted to Climate Action Reserve stating some concerns and questions we would like to discuss at Wednesday's CAR board meeting.  
 

I apologize for not circulating it beforehand, but we were under pressure to get it in today to give them time to respond before the meeting.  I want you all to see where we are going with this, and to invite any and all to sign on; if so, we can submit an updated version at the meeting on Wednesday.
 

Thank you.
 

Brian Nowicki
California Climate Policy Director
Center for Biological Diversity
(916) 201-6938 bnowicki@biologicaldiversity.org
 

 

 

October 5, 2009

 

Linda Adams, Chair

Climate Action Reserve

523 W. Sixth Street, Suite 428

Los Angeles, CA 90014

 

Subject:          Forest Project Protocol revisions and the recent Sierra Pacific Industries-Equator LLC forest carbon transaction
 
Dear Secretary Adams and members of the Climate Action Reserve board:

 

We are writing you to express our interest in participating in the upcoming process for revising the Forest Project Protocols (FPP), Version 3.0, and to request that you take action on all of the following:

 

· Direct CAR staff to specifically include the issue of clearcutting and use of even-age management as a forest project practice eligible for carbon credits in the so-called “Punch List” of items to be considered for revision.   

 

· Set a timetable and deadline of no later than 4 months (January 2010) for completion and adoption of revisions to the FPP. 

 

· If the examination and disposition of the Punch List, including clearcutting, is to be delegated by the board to the forest workgroup that developed the 3.0 Version of the Forest Project Protocols, ensure transparency of the process and expand the representation of stakeholder interests in the process and composition of this workgroup.  

 

· Release the details of the project announced by Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger at the Governor’s Global Climate Summit on Wednesday, September 30, 2009 involving Sierra Pacific Industries (SPI) and Equator LLC.  In particular, make immediately available any materials produced for this project that members or staff of CAR had seen in advance of the announcement and the adoption of the recent protocol updates, and disclose the influence that the SPI-Equator transaction had on the protocol adoption process.

 

· Announce at the upcoming board meeting how this body will review the SPI-Equator project, which agencies will be involved in the review, and the timing and process for announcing the “offset” value being accepted for this project, along with a declaration of what opportunities there will exist for public input and comment on the project review. 

 

The proceedings of the past few weeks give the strong appearance that the SPI-Equator forest carbon transaction has influenced the adoption process for the new Forest Project Protocols.  Both CAR and ARB expressed an urgency to adopting the protocol revisions without amendment while failing to offer any explanation for the rush; both boards acknowledged the potential problems with the clearcutting language but refused to address them before adopting the protocols as written; and neither CAR nor ARB mentioned the pending SPI-Equator transaction, although both apparently were well aware of it. 

 

We remain particularly concerned about the propriety of including even-age management and 40-acre clearcuts as parts of the recently adopted Forest Project Protocols, and have urged CAR and ARB to remove this provision or delay adoption so the issue could be adequately considered.  Comments at the CAR meeting in response to our testimony, and others made since then, assured us that CAR would submit a letter of clarification to ARB – with forest workgroup support – explaining that the even-aged management provisions were only intended to set minimum standards outside of California versus an endorsement of any particular silviculture practices.  This appears not to have occurred.  Since then, public comments made by officials of Green Diamond timber company and Sierra Pacific Industries (SPI) clearly indicate that the intent of the clearcutting paragraph in the 3.0 Version is to explicitly authorize use of clearcutting as a forest management practice and designed to reverse a ban on even-age management embodied in the prior forest protocols originally adopted by the California Climate Action Registry (CCAR) in 2005.

 

We remain convinced that science shows that even-age management logging practices are the most likely to exacerbate, rather than mitigate, climate change.  Such practices are also the most likely to diminish (if not eliminate entirely) the co-benefits to forest ecosystems, water quality, fish and wildlife habitat, and biodiversity that were embodied in the previous FPP.

 

In addition, we are concerned that the composition of the Forest Protocol Work Group is dominated by representatives of commercial timber interests and government agencies, with participation from only four nongovernmental organizations (NGOs), none of which are significantly involved in the issues surrounding forest clearcutting in California.  We urge that the membership of the work group be expanded so that there is broader representation of public stakeholders and reverse the domination by commercial timber interests.  All meetings of the workgroup should be made available to the public, including workgroup subcommittee meetings.

 

We would greatly appreciate an opportunity to present our concerns and recommendations when the CAR board meets in Sacramento on October 7th.

 

Thank you.      

 

Brian Nowicki, Center for Biological Diversity, (916) 201-6938

Michael Endicott, Sierra Club California, (415) 971-1652

Susan Robinson, Ebbetts Pass Forest Watch, (209) 795-5569

 

Cc: Gary Gero, Climate Action Reserve 
For Immediate Release, September 21, 2009
 

Contact: Brian Nowicki, Center for Biological Diversity, (916) 201-6938
Michael Endicott, Sierra Club California, (415) 971-1652
Addie Jacobson, Ebbetts Pass Forest Watch (209) 795-8260
Scott Greacen, EPIC (707) 822-7711
 
Conservation Organizations Oppose California Policy That
Would Give Carbon Credits for Forest Clearcutting
 
SACRAMENTO, Calif.— A coalition of conservation groups today submitted a letter of opposition to a rule proposed for adoption by the California Air Resources Board this week, urging the state agency to remove a provision that could encourage forest clearcutting as part of California’s efforts to reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  The provision is part of the forest project protocols that would guide the assessment of greenhouse gas impacts of forest growth and harvest.  One provision appears intended to specifically allow forest clearcutting to qualify as a greenhouse gas reduction method under the protocols.
 
The measure under consideration comes less than a year since Governor Schwarzenegger publicized his agreement to partner with other governors in the U.S. and internationally to reduce the greenhouse gas emissions from deforestation in tropical forests.  In that announcement, Schwarzenegger signed an MOU with the governors of Brazil and Indonesia, agreeing to “de velop rules, incentives and tools to ensure reduced emissions from deforestation and land degradation.” 
 
“A clearcut is about as beneficial to the climate as a new coal-fired powerplant,”  said Brian Nowicki, Center for Biological Diversity.  “The state should be doing everything it can to protect California’s forests, not encouraging business-as-usual logging that destroys forest ecosystems while releasing carbon stored in trees and soil.  It would be beyond hypocritical for the Governor to preach to other countries about the climate impacts of deforestation in their countries while California adopts rules that encourage clearcutting in our own state.”
 
“Forest clearcutting is not a solution for achieving greenhouse gas reductions in California.  Uneven aged stands will better filter our drinking water supplies, avoid erosion, restore our fisheries and provide more diverse habitats,” said Michael Endicott of Sierra Club California. Rather than ignore Mom s tried and true advice –‘Don’t run with chainsaws’ -- we should focus on practices that are less destructive and have more chance of promoting resilient habitats.  There are plenty of lands that would be available without promoting clearcutting.”
 
“To begin to meet the threat of global warming, we need to protect the carbon stored in forests and soils, and restore the old forests and big trees that store the most carbon for the future. Right now, however, giant industrial logging corporations like Green Diamond are doing just the opposite - they are clearcutting redwoods less than fifty years old,” said Scott Greacen, executive director of EPIC.  “It's past time that California banned clearcutting altogether: allowing carbon credits for clearcutting would encourage an obsolete and destructive practice that threatens not just clean water and wildlife habitat, but our collective future.”
 
“For us in the Sierra Nevada, climate change effec ts are already here – and happening fast.  Our snowpack is melting earlier and earlier, and fire season is essentially year-round,” said Addie Jacobson, Ebbetts Pass Forest Watch.  “Clearcutting not only exacerbates these effects, but is a carbon emitter, not a sink, for years.  California cannot pretend to lead the world in controlling climate change without ending clearcutting here in our own state.”
 
The conservation organization letter asks the California Air Resources Board to eliminate the forest clearcutting provision before adoption of the protocols at their upcoming board meeting on September 24. 
 
The conservation group letter is available at:  
http://www.biologicaldiversity .org/programs/public_lands/forests/clearcutting_and_climate_change/pdfs/Group_letter_to_CARB_09-17-09.pdf
 
The governor’s announcement of the agreement on deforestation is available at:
http://gov.ca.gov/index.php?/press-release/11101/
 
The forest protocols are available at: http://www.climateactionreserve.org/how/protocols/adopted-protocols/forest/development/
"The new rules will allow both private and public forests across the country to take part and will make it easier for timber companies and other private landowners to sell credits. One contentious provision involving forest clear cutting, however, drew the opposition of several environmental groups that have long opposed that kind of logging."
 

http://thptracker.blogspot.com/2009/09/clearcutting-and-climate-change.html 
Recently the Tucson-based Center for Biological Diversity filed a lawsuit in California challenging approval of 400 acres of clearcuts in Northern California’s Sierra Mountains. In the press release announcing the lawsuit, the Center claims that approval of the clearcutting by California’s Board of Forestry violated California law which requires that state agencies analyze and mitigate greenhouse gas emissions from a project when they approve it. The Board of Forestry claims the trees will grow back in 100 years and that the clearcutting is therefore carbon neutral.

This is believed to be the first time logging has been challenged on the grounds that it will damage the climate. It comes at a time when there are signs that the Forest Wars may be once again heating up in California.

The Board of Forestry is under attack from environmentalists and fishing groups for seeking to weaken logging rules that were enacted a decade ago to protect Coho salmon and other at risk salmon. Those rules only apply to watersheds where Coho and other at risk salmonids spawn and rear. The logging rules were themselves deemed inadequate to protect Coho by the National Marine Fisheries Service. 

In a related political move the Department of Forestry recently asked the State Water Resources Board to remove authority to regulate logging under the Clean Water Act from the North Coast and other regional water boards. The North Coast Water Board has been reworking a “waiver” of waste discharge requirements for timber operations on private lands. It is believed that the new North Coast waiver would have included road maintenance and other more stringent requirements which environmentalists say are needed to protect water quality, salmon and other Public Trust resources. The Board of Forestry opposes stronger water quality protection; it is dominated by timber interests – including one seat which has been occupied by Sierra Pacific Industries executives for about a decade. In a reaction to the Board of Forestry action, some California forest protection groups have proposed legislation to abolish the Board of Forestry. 

In California's timber wars carbon credits for growing trees is also an issue. Industry giants like Sierra Pacific Industries want to be paid for growing trees even while they continue clearcutting; they are heavily lobbying the California Air Resources Board to adopt carbon rules which will pay them for continued clearcutting.

The timber industry claim that once trees are turned into lumber they will keep the carbon in storage for many years or even centuries. Critics contend, however, that the carbon footprint from logging and milling trees wipes out any benefit from carbon storage in lumber.

Specialists believe that the details of rules on forest and agricultural carbon storage will determine whether “cap and trade” systems will be effective in reducing human climate change impacts. The Timber Industry and Big Agriculture recently won a round in the carbon storage game when Ag Champion Colin Peterson of Minnesota succeeded in amending the climate bill which passed the House in June. The Peterson Amendment substitutes the Department of Agriculture for the Environmental Protection Agency as the agency which will decide how much credit farmers and timber companies get for storing carbon.

Numerous Inspector General audits as well as citizen investigations document the waste, fraud and abuse which is wide spread in USDA-operated Conservation Programs. Recent congressional testimony by the USDA's Inspector General summarized the situation and was the subject of a GOAT Blog post in April. In many cases payments are made even when those approving the payment know that no conservation benefit will result. Some promoters of carbon trading are fearful that a carbon trading system operated by USDA would likely exhibit the same abuses. 

All this indicates that carbon will be a major front in the ongoing conflict over logging in the American West. Stay tuned. 

How The West Was Lost 

Excerpts from opinion piece By Marily Woodhouse
September 8, 2009

http://thptracker.blogspot.com/2009/09/how-west-was-lost.html 
I live in the foothills of Mt. Lassen, where the Sierra and the Cascades overlap. I also live down the road from many thousands of acres of timberland that is owned by Sierra Pacific Industries (SPI), the largest landowner in the state and the second largest in the U.S.

For the past 10 years, SPI has been engaged in the systematic destruction of the Battle Creek watershed here as well as other watersheds from Central California to the Oregon border. SPI practices clearcutting on a huge scale over its land holdings.

I have lived in Manton since 1989 and became involved in working against clearcutting - not against logging- when i learned of a Timber Harvest Plan (THP) that was in the Digger Butte area and on Digger Creek, which is one of the borders of my home.

As time passed, I learned how many other THPs were in the area between Manton and Highway 44. There are 13 - with a fourteenth just filed - that cover nearly 20,000 acres.

Each one of these THPs was filed with almost no disclosure of the adjoining THPs and no discussion of the cumulative impacts associated with the sum total of them all.

According to the Dept. of Fish & Game website there are not quite 3 million acres of timberland in private ownership in California.

Sierra Pacific Industries owns 1.7 million of those acres, or 58%. (That’s about the size of the state of Delaware, or twice the size of the state of Rhode Island.)

SPI’s ownership is also across 15 counties, so I think it is fair to say that what they do matters and has consequences.

CalFire oversees the THP process, and according to their records, by 2006 SPI had been given approval for clearcutting and other plantation conversion of 45,413 acres in Shasta County alone; the figure is close to a quarter million acres in all of the counties they own land in, and their plans are to cut and convert 1,000,000 acres.

Scientists find that the temperature in clearcut areas increases 5 to 10 degrees while the humidity decreases by 35 percent. Actually, anyone who has ever walked out in a clearcut doesn’t need a scientist to tell them that.

In a time when water supplies are in the decline throughout the West, our watersheds that provide most of the water for the entire state need to be protected. Many studies have been released recently that find forests are more important for protecting the regularity of water flows and the water quality than was previously supposed.

Studies also show that plantations are more fire prone and burn at a higher severity than natural forests. Tree plantations of between 1 to 5-foot tall trees, that have piles of logging debris pushed up against the small replants, will be lucky to survive the next 30 or more years it takes for them to start becoming a forest and perform all of the complex functions that life as we know it, depends on.

I encourage anyone who reads this and anyone who ever turns on a faucet with the expectation of water flowing out to look at the aerial view of our area on the Internet at Google Earth or visit the Battle Creek Alliance website to see what the land looks like over many, many miles of the state.

Marily Woodhouse is a Sierra Club organizer for the “Stop Clearcutting California” campaign. She lives in Manton. 

Posted by THPtracker at 9:04 AM 
Wednesday, September 2, 2009

Sierra Clearcutter backs off after being sued... 

-
Timber Giant Drops Logging Plans After Suit

(area planned for wipe-out was very small compared to Sierra Pacific's eventual plans to clearcut 1 million of its 1.5 million acres in California: http://www.sierraforestlegacy.org/FC_FireForestEcology/FFE_IndustrialForestlands.php)

http://www.stopclearcuttingcalifornia.org/--another useful SPI watch site

--------------

http://www.biologicaldiversity.org/news/center/articles/2009/daily-journal-08-26-2009.html

8/26/2009--The state's largest timber company has withdrawn plans to log certain forests in the Sierra Nevada mountains, a week after the Center for Biological Diversity challenged the plans' climate change impacts in court.

The environmental group contested three separate plans by Sierra Pacific Industries to clear-cut more than 1,600 acres of Sierra Nevada forest. The suits allege state regulators violated the California Environmental Quality Act by failing to adequately look at the greenhouse gas emissions that result from clear-cutting, a logging practice that involves cutting down every tree in a designated area….

…The Tuscon, Ariz.-based environmental group filed three lawsuits in superior courts in Lassen, Tuolumne, and Tehama Counties in the past two weeks. Sierra Pacific officially withdrew the three challenged plans on Friday, according to Upton. 

Posted by Rex Frankel at 11:44 AM 




Labels: Lassen County, Sierra Pacific Industries, Tehama, Tuolumne 

http://rare-earth-news.blogspot.com/2009/09/sierra-clearcutter-backs-off-after.html 
===============================================================

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Bill Magavern <Bill.Magavern@SIERRACLUB.ORG>

To: CALIF-ACTIVISTS@LISTS.SIERRACLUB.ORG
Date: Fri, 25 Sep 2009 08:45:19 -0700

Subject: Sierra Club CA quoted opposing clearcutting forests for carbon offsets

Message-ID: <008101ca3df7$2faa0b10$8efe2130$@Magavern@sierraclub.org>

 

Jim Stewart is doing a great job of representing us at the ARB meeting in LA. Allowing clearcutting is another example of the pitfalls of offsets. -- Bill
Calif. clean-air program designed to boost forests
By SAMANTHA YOUNG (AP) - 

SACRAMENTO, Calif. - California air regulators Thursday expanded the state's carbon-offset program to include forests across the country, creating the most far-reaching effort of its kind in the nation.

The program is voluntary and was endorsed unanimously by the California Air Resources Board.

Under it, land owners would receive so-called carbon credits for planting more trees, better managing their forests or agreeing not to convert their property to another use that would require cutting down trees.

The idea is that polluting industries could buy those credits in the private market as a way to offset the amount of greenhouse gases they produce. The air board will begin mapping out rules for a government-run carbon market next year and hopes to include the forestry program, giving industries another way to meet the state's emissions goals.

…
Global deforestation accounts for 20 percent of the world's greenhouse gas emissions and proposals to give landowners and developing countries financial incentives to preserve their forests are key elements of national climate legislation and international treaty negotiations.

California in 2007 became the first state to adopt rules intended to oversee and provide a clear accounting of carbon storage projects, but it was limited to private forest lands in California.

The program is viewed as the gold standard for carbon offsets and landowners who qualify for the program often collect more money than other schemes, said Paul Mason, California policy director at the Pacific Forest Trust, a nonprofit that manages forestry offset projects.

For example, a credit for a ton of carbon under the California program currently sells for between $8-9 per ton compared to $1 a ton for forest projects sold by the Chicago Climate Exchange, a voluntary carbon trading program whose members20pledge to cut emissions.

 

The new rules will allow both private and public forests across the country to take part and will make it easier for timber companies and other private landowners to sell credits. One contentious provision involving forest clear cutting, however, drew the opposition of several environmental groups that have long opposed that kind of logging.
Participating landowners could cut down up to 40 acres of trees, the maximum allowable under existing forestry law in California.

"This is ridiculous," said Jim Stewart, who co-chairs Sierra Club of California's energy and climate committee. "We've got to save every single pound of carbon we can in the next 20 years. We can't allow any clear cutting."

Board staff said landowners must prove they ultimately would store more carbon on the land over 100 years. In addition, landowners in states that have fewer or no restrictions on clear cutting must abide b y the California limit.

Board member Barbara Riordan added the board would consider more restrictive forestry practices when it designs its cap and trade program next year.

For full story, see http://www.google.com/hostednews/ap/article/ALeqM5jQZ0cv3hyN9eJBtkogASogrHJVTgD9AU10GG0
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - To unsubscribe from the CALIF-ACTIVISTS list, send any message to: CALIF-ACTIVISTS-signoff-request@LISTS.SIERRACLUB.ORG Check out our Listserv Lists support site for more information: http://www.sierraclub.org/lists/faq.asp 

California has officially approved a controversial new fee on utilities and other companies that spew carbon dioxide into the atmosphere, as part of a bill signed into law by Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger in 2006.

However, companies can ultimately cut their state-imposed pollution costs by simply buying carbon offsets from companies that manage timberlands in the state on an open market within two years.

So will the loggers have to plant more trees in order to sell credits? Nope. They can go ahead and continue clear-cutting, the ugly but maximally profitable practice of denuding acres of forest at a time.

Companies like Sierra Pacific argue that with more light, new seedlings grow faster and therefore cleanse more carbon from the atmosphere.

However, clear-cutting requires smog-belching heavy equipment and is the most pollution-intense method of logging, argue environmentalists who also don't like the monocultures and loss of habit left in clear-cutting's wake.

And in a classic California twist, apparently the e-mail announcing the decision to allow companies to both clear-cut and cash in on carbon credits was sent hours before the Air Resource Board even voted on the decision.

It's yet another sign of the conflicted sentiment coming from the governor's office, where taxes and regulations are loathed and the environment loved. Hence, markets are the solution to every problem, and if they aren't working, then just create a new one.

But one must question the sense in letting a company cut down trees and sell carbon credits -- since maintaining the status quo in the Sierra won't get us out of the global warming woods. 

Posted by THPtracker at 9:07 AM 
http://thptracker.blogspot.com/2009/09/carbon-credit-program-wont-stop-clear.html 
Carbon Market

From: Marily Woodhouse <marily-lobo@hotmail.com>
Date: Tue, Nov 10, 2009 at 9:52 PM


Gotta love CBD!

Marily Woodhouse
www.thebattlecreekalliance.org 
(530) 474-5803
Sierra Club Organizer for the campaign 
to Stop Clearcutting California
	



 



 

	California's Illegal Adoption of "Carbon Credits for Clearcuts" Forest Policy ...
Center for Biological Diversity (press release)
The Air Resources Board has adopted an updated version of the Protocol that would grant carbon credits to forest-management projects that rely on ...
See all stories on this topic 


 
Old-growth forests store a treasure trove of carbon

Janet Pelley

Environ. Sci. Technol., Article ASAP

DOI: 10.1021/es902647k

Publication Date (Web): September 9, 2009

Copyright © 2009 American Chemical Society

As climate change legislation plows its way through the U.S. Congress, one of the hot-button issues is how to award greenhouse gas offset credits for storing carbon in forests. Some timber industry advocates argue that cutting trees can lead to more sequestration of carbon than leaving forests unmanaged. But a growing body of research shows that old-growth forests are best left alone, since they store two to three times the carbon of typical managed forests.

Because trees absorb and store CO2 from the atmosphere as they grow, the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change recognizes reforestation, afforestation (converting fields into forests), and avoiding deforestation as ways to mitigate climate change. However, some industry advocates say that because young forests sequester carbon at a faster rate than old forests, offset credits should be awarded for replacing old slow-growing forests with young intensively managed plantations.

“The old view is that once a forest passes its peak rate of growth, everything starts dying and carbon just fluxes back into the atmosphere,” says Bill Keeton, a forest ecologist at the University of Vermont. But nothing could be further from the truth, he notes.

Data from temperate forests around the globe reveal that not only do old-growth forests continue to sequester carbon for centuries, they also store 30−50% more carbon than middle-aged forests and much more than young forests, Keeton reported at the Ecological Society of America annual meeting on August 5.

His findings join a host of papers published over the past several years demonstrating that old-growth forests globally have carbon storage value.

By comparison, when a forest is cut, the regenerating young forest is an annual source of carbon, according to research by Bev Law, an ecosystem scientist at Oregon State University, because CO2 release from soil and decomposition outweighs the carbon taken up by young trees for an average of 15 years. “When you harvest an old forest, you create a source of carbon immediately,” says Law, “and the total amount of carbon that was removed won’t be replaced by regrowing forest for over 100 years.”

When a forest is logged, a great deal of carbon can be lost because of accelerated decomposition of woody debris and losses during manufacturing, adds Mark Harmon, a forest ecologist at Oregon State University. “Thus, it may be eventually possible to gain carbon by converting an older forest to a younger biomass energy plantation, but it may take many decades or even centuries for this to occur. This is time we do not have,” he said in testimony before Congress on March 3.

When managing forests for carbon storage and other ecosystem services, such as biodiversity and watershed protection, the best thing is to avoid deforestation, says Law.

But people still need wood, says Jared Nunery, a forest ecologist at the University of Vermont. So he and Keeton have been testing the effect of different silvicultural methods on carbon sequestration.

Even when taking carbon storage in durable wood products into account, intact northeastern forests store more carbon than harvested ones, Nunery says. Compared to an untouched forest, clear-cutting retains only 45% of the original carbon reservoir, and harvesting selected trees retains 79% of the carbon. But managing for old-growth characteristics by less frequent cutting, which maintains a multilayer forest canopy and leaves lots of dead tree trunks and limbs on the forest floor, preserves 90% of the carbon sequestration.

Because such old-growth silviculture boosts carbon stores compared to “business-as-usual” cutting methods, it has the “additionality” needed to qualify for offset credits, Keeton says. This holds true as long as reduced harvest does not lead to substitution of energy-intensive products such as concrete and steel, or increased logging abroad.

The next step is toting up the value in carbon credits of old-growth silviculture. “California is the first governmental body in the world to provide a system for quantifying emissions reductions that are created through changes in forest management,“ says Laurie Wayburn, president of Pacific Forest Trust, a conservation organization. ”Landowners must conduct a full life-cycle assessment in order to qualify for an emission reduction project,” she says.

Wayburn’s group is managing the van Eck Forest Project in Humboldt County, the first forest carbon project registered with the California Climate Action Registry. To achieve CO2 emissions reductions, the forest’s redwood trees will be allowed to grow older and therefore larger than under a business-as-usual forestry scenario. The amount of timber harvested from the property will always be less than the volume of new forest growth. The changes will allow the land to sequester an additional 500,000 metric tons of CO2 over the next 100 years.

“But keep in mind that the most important thing is to take quick action to stop pumping greenhouse gases into the atmosphere,” Law warns.

This 300-year-old forest in the Adirondack Mountains of New York hoards vast amounts of carbon in aboveground live wood, roots, dead wood, and soil.

----------------------

August 31, 2009

Pacific Forest Trust Conditionally Supports Adoption of California’s Forest Protocols ‘3.0’ as a ‘Timely Step’ 

More Work Needed to Ensure New Standards Don’t Discourage Conservation of Mature Forests

California’s Climate Action Reserve (CAR) today is poised to adopt a “3.0” revision of its landmark Forest Protocols, the state’s voluntary standard used to measure and monitor forest activities designed to remove additional greenhouse gases from the atmosphere. The standard is important, as a way to quantify the carbon emissions reductions (ERs) from forests. Also called carbon “offsets” or “credits,” these emissions reductions can be sold in a growing carbon market and are increasingly sought after as more governments address climate change.

Pacific Forest Trust (PFT) staff led the development of the original CAR Forest Protocols and were part of the Working Group tapped to revise them. As the CAR board moves to adopt the new “3.0” Protocols, PFT is calling for key “3.1” revisions to preserve the offset standards’ original intent – to conserve and restore mature forests for their climate benefits while rewarding landowners for doing the right thing.

“The Pacific Forest Trust appreciates the effort that has gone into the revision of the CAR Forest Protocols and believes that they are a significant step towards increasing accessibility and reducing expense for those who are considering these projects,” says PFT Managing Director Connie Best, a working group member. “However, we also believe that some of the proposed changes to the Forest Protocols inappropriately disadvantage landowners who have been doing a good job of stewarding their mature forests. The revised Forest Protocols actually reduce incentives for retaining these mature forests. This sends the wrong message to responsible landowners whose management is part of the reason California’s forests absorb and store as much carbon as they currently do.”

CAR can remedy this problem by changing the way they set a new “baseline” that landowners use to calculate how much credit they receive for conserving older, carbon-rich forests. To learn more about it and our other recommendations for refining a “3.1” version of the CAR Forest Protocols, read our public comments on the revision going to the CAR board at: http://bit.ly/13ApuN.

"This year major decisions are being made about how international forests will be conserved and managed to safeguard our atmosphere," Best said. "Incentives for avoided deforestation and reduction in stocks of carbon-rich forests have been included in climate legislation moving through Congress. Here in the U.S. the CAR Forest Protocols have set a national and international standard for others to follow as they include forests in their own efforts to address climate change. This is why it's so important to get these revisions right ​and ensure the CAR standard continues to recognize the invaluable climate contributions of mature, carbon-rich forests." 

