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JJp STATE FOREST g Managing Forests for the Future Value of Carbon Capture Is Greater than Logging Profits
[Excerpted]

The monetary as well as ecological, recreational, and tribal benefits of halting logging are greater than the
benefits of continuing logging of JDSF. The flyer fails to compare the benefits of these alternatives. It
deflects the comparison and seriously understates Jackson's capacity for carbon sequestration.

Carbon Storage vs. Carbon Sequestration
1. Carbon Storage JDSF stores ~19 million metric tonnes of CO2 across the Fore

e  Carbon Seguestration —JDSF is sequestering ~200,000 metric tonnes per years. .

Carbon in a Managed Forest: Short-term vs. Long-term Carbon Storage and Sequesm
2. Though it may seem counterintuitive, halting all timber harvests might have a negative affect =« ~

carbon sequestration as it can lead to overcrowding. . .Forests today, and in the future, facing clm
uncertainty, need to be diverse to withstand human caused and natural disturban&E

Carbon Storage - the cited figure is for 2017 and ignores research done on JDSF that found that the esti-
mation used by JDSF understates carbon by 26%.17 Applying the correction and updating to 2021, JDSF
carbon storage is 25.2 million metric tonnes of CO2 (MMT CO2).

Carbon Sequestration — JDSF volume grows at 2% per year 2, adding 2% of 25.2 MMT CO2 , or 504,003

e Creating more resilient forests by using management activities. . . . can addgess the risk of \sging the
forest and its carbon benefits [to fire]. . .

metric tonnes of CO2 in the first year, more than double the 200,000 number.

=

Halting all timber harvests will increase not decrease carbon sequestration. JDSF has grown at 2% per

* Both California Policy and third parties® recognize that redwood forest products contivg to store catgn year since the 1950s, including the 2001-2009 period when there was no logging. The amounts of forest

and provide a net carbon benefit.

e Management activities will reduce the short-term carbon storage by removing vegetatisg, but can
stability, or resiliency, of long-term carbon storage by reducing the stress of competition £E270
maintain high rates of carbon sequestration through vigorously growing trees? - z z ; z -

e E :gc 5 H GRS g Need to be diverse — Undisturbed forests will have closed canopies and be less subject to drying out as ’

and Forest Carbon

. IDSEThaE S R b T Gib6h Matags [m/ —— temperatures increase, making them healthier and more fire resistant.
growth & Older Forest Structure Zone) and carbon
sequestration with vigorously growing stands created
through periodic harvests. /

= ...JDSF manages across all size and age classes=including
large trees, to control density, provide for long-term

sustainability, and maintain high rates of sequestration
through faster growing young trees.

carbon stored will grow faster if logging is halted; therefore so will the amount of carbon sequestration.
S % Redwood trees grow vigorously for hundreds of years. Logging younger trees sacrifices the years of
reds aps biggest volume growth.

Logging increases fire risk. Logging decreases tree size, creates openings, and adds slash and debris —
all of which increase fire risk.3

Redwood products — 84% of the carbon in a standing tree is emitted as CO2 within a few year of cutting. ’
The 16%% in decking and fencing will last for 24 years or less. Growing a new tree will take 40+ yearsr

Old growth is less than 1% of JDSF, so old growth carbon storage and sequestration has little effect on ’
carbon quantities for the overall forest. The comparisons in the figure are a distraction without meaning.

With correct inventory and growth values, growth and harvests are more than twice the cited number. ]
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Halting logging would increase carbon capture and provide windfall profits to the states

JOSF Old Growth 1DSF O/ Gowth ﬁ =] harvests of 26 ft3/ac - . ]
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