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impact of land conversion_(clean air, water habitat, recreation etc), Washington State lost
30,000 acres per year to land conversions over the last decade with the rate increasing.
Carbon incentives can motivate sustaining working forests as the carbon price rises.
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Reducing Fires and their Consequences \
2. Inland forests are massively denser than pre-European history and cannot be sustained in '\ '\,
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contribute to financing treatments that reduce the risks and extent of wildfire while also
reducing carbon emissions, improve forest health, increase tree resiliency in the face of .
climate change, restore habitat, and prevent the destruction of old forest attributes that are ',
of critical importance for wildlife habitat,, Vo
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the Westside the habitat value of downed wood is more positive, potentially working
somewhat against any co-benefit, But the current pile and burn techniques are

environmentally negative to more than carbon. Removing forest residuals may only be a
practical concern for westside biopathway thinnings. '
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Sustaining a quality wood products industry with green building,

6. Thinning treatments that improve wood gquality and size provide co-benefits of better

habitat by reducing excess stand density i.e. “stem exclusion structure” while providing

credits for increased substitution for fossil intensive products. It is not clear whether the

same credits for volume increases from vegetation conrol management provides a higher

return but it is unlikely to provide better environmental conditions unless through the

smaller time window that open stands have on rain on snow flooding.

Accounting for carbon in both forest and non-forest pools supports the role of a
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sustainable forest industry in meeting future demand for carbon sequestration in the forest

and in sustainable building materials. Recognizing the use of wood as the greenest

building material for many applications, not just from a carbon standpoint but other

pollution impacts, supports perpetual economic sustainability unlike substitute materials

from finite mineral resources.
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can be used to support treatments that avoid devastating fires and emissions while
restoring some habitat and preventing devastation to other habitat.

Page 1: [5] Deleted Bruce Lippke 02/12/2008 7:36:00 PM
the

Page 1: [5] Deleted Bruce Lippke 02/12/2008 8:11:00 PM
credit

Page 1: [6] Deleted Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:03:00 PM
A

Page 1: [6] Deleted Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:03:00 PM
frequent fires in early history

Page 1: [6] Deleted Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:04:00 PM
however

Page 1: [6] Deleted Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:04:00 PM
t

Page 1: [7] Comment [BB1] Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:06:00 PM

Over NOT removing them?

Page 1: [8] Deleted Bruce Lippke 02/12/2008 8:22:00 PM
IS

Page 1: [8] Deleted Bruce Lippke 02/12/2008 8:12:00 PM
achieved

Page 1: [8] Deleted Bruce Lippke 02/12/2008 8:12:00 PM

Page 1: [8] Deleted Bruce Lippke 02/12/2008 7:37:00 PM

This



Page 1: [9] Comment [BB2] Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:09:00 PM
How does the credit induce fossil emissions?
Page 1: [10] Deleted Bruce Lippke 02/12/2008 8:04:00 PM
cost
Page 1: [10] Deleted Bruce Lippke 02/12/2008 8:15:00 PM
Page 1: [11] Comment [BB3] Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:13:00 PM
#5 is so much like #2 that they might be combined.
Page 1: [12] Deleted Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:09:00 PM
the
Page 1: [12] Deleted Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:11:00 PM
Page 1: [12] Deleted Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:11:00 PM
h
Page 1: [12] Deleted Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:11:00 PM
r
Page 1: [13] Comment [BB4] Brian Boyle 02/12/2008 1:14:00 PM
| see #6 connected to # 2 and #5..
Page 1: [14] Deleted Bruce Lippke 02/12/2008 8:18:00 PM

Thinning treatments that support quality wood can provide co-benefits to better

habitat
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