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Please consider these comments for the North Fork Stillaguamish Landscape Analysis Project Scoping. 

1. Temporary Roads 

Should temporary roads be deemed necessary to implement a proposed action, I would strongly 

encourage the Forest Service to provide details about their anticipated locations. I bring this up 

because at least one other Region 6 national forest is refusing to provide this geographic 

information in their analysis even though they are providing the cumulative road mile length 

value. Please provide the whole picture when disclosing these impacts. 

2. Habitat Connectivity Impacts 

I have some concerns about degradation of habitat connectivity if some units are treated. For 

example, Road 28 in the vicinity of Crevice Creek bisects some old forest stands with large trees 

(Spotted Owl Habitat) but all around these stands are scoping units that provide connectivity 

between the older stands. For example, the scoping unit bisected by Road 28 at Milepost 5.0, 

the scoping unit upslope of Road 28 at Milepost 8.837, the scoping unit upslope of Road 28 at 

Milepost 11.295, the scoping units bisected by Road 18 at Mileposts 18.837 and 19.775. 

3. Carbon Sequestration / Climate Change Impacts Analysis 

I would like to see the Forest Service conduct some meaningful analysis in their Climate Change 

report. Research such as Turner & Guzy (2004)1 found that stands younger than 14 years of age 

had a negative carbon sequestration and Suchanek et al (2004)2 found that stands younger than 

20 years had negative carbon sequestration rates. Smith et al (2006)3 and Gower et al (2006)4 

estimate that 46% of stored carbon is released back into the atmosphere as logging residue. 

Lastly, Hoover & Smith (2021)5 found that wet (west side) Washington forests store 131.8 tons 

of Carbon per hectare (53.33 tons / acre) and sequester an additional 1.66 tons per hectare 

(0.67 tons / acre) of additional carbon per year. 

The Forest Service is proposing to treat some stands that are as young as 27 years old and the 

rest are just beginning to hit their stride in terms of carbon sequestration. The stand Forest 

Service response is that project impacts are inconsequential to global carbon sequestration. 

While this is technically true, they are contributing to carbon loss. The real question that the 

Forest Service should be addressing is this- what would the carbon sequestration status be if no 



action is taking and where would carbon sequestration be if the project’s proposed actions are 

adopted? The research and numbers are there to do the analysis. 

 

Thank you, 

Steve Cole 

Everett, WA 

 

References Cited in these Comments: 

1. Turner, D.P., Guzy, M., Lefsky, M.A., Ritts, W.D., Van Tuyl, S., Law, B.E. Monitoring Forest Carbon 

Sequestration with Remote Sensing and Carbon Cycle Modeling. Environmental Management 

Vol. 33, No. 4, pp. 457–466 (2004). 

http://www.cof.orst.edu/cof/fs/turner/pdfs/turner_env_man_2004.pdf 

2. Suchanek, T.H., Mooney, H.A., Franklin, J.F., Gucinski, H., and Ustin, S.L. 2004. “Carbon Dynamics 

of an Old-growth Forest.” Ecosystems. 7: 421-426 

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/273319184_Carbon_Dynamics_of_an_Old-

growth_Forest 

3. Smith, James & Heath, Linda & Skog, Kenneth & Birdsey, Richard. (2006). Methods for 

Calculating Forest Ecosystem and Harvested Carbon with Standard Estimates for Forest Types of 

the United States. USDA General Technical Report NE-343. 2006. (223p) 

https://www.fs.usda.gov/treesearch/pubs/22954 

4. Gower, S.T., A. McKeon-Ruediger, A. Reitter, M. Bradley, D. Refkin, T. Tollefson, F.J. Souba, Jr., A. 

Taup, L. Embury-Williams, S. Schiavone, J. Weinbauer, A.C. Janetos, and R. Jarvis. 2006. 

Following the Paper Trail: The Impact of Magazine and Dimensional Lumber Production on 

Greenhouse Gas Emissions. Washington, D.C.: The H. John Heinz III Center for Science, 

Economics and the Environment. (Not Available Online) 

5. Hoover, C.M., Smith, J.E. Current aboveground live tree carbon stocks and annual net change in 

forests of conterminous United States. Carbon Balance Manage 16, 17 (2021). 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s13021-021-00179-2 

 


