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IN IMPROVED FOREST MANAGEMENT
CARBON PROJECTS

Improved Forest Management Project Scenario: IFM includes activities such as
growing older forests, stocking improvement, retention of the best-growing trees,
avoiding damage of retained trees at harvest, etc.
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Potential Baseline Scenarios: There are multiple potential outcomes for a given
project area, most of which are based on management that is focused on short-term
economic returns. This may occur through short rotations, harvesting the
best-growing and most valuable trees, and leaving only slow growing or poorly
formed trees, or even conversion to other land use.

Standardized Baseline: A representation of business-as-usual for the project, which
IS based on an analysis of legally-binding and financially feasible criteria, and
further governed by a performance standard, which is a statistic of average carbon
stocking within a given forest community (common practice) and is conservatively
defined to avoid over-crediting.
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Enhancing onsite forest carbon stocks

Enhanced Sequestration

This occurs by extending
rotation ages, retaining the
best trees, improving
stocking, minimizing
non-forest areas (roads and
landings), etc.
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Enhancing sequestration in wood products

EnhanCEd WOOd PI’OdUCtS In the baseline

(business-as-usual)
scenario, economic

: : interests are prioritized
While onsite carbon stocks e e et :
(trees) must be maintained or Jo5 e @i s mseune Wo°

management.

increase over the project life, the
increased productivity associated
with IFM projects may result in

By management for vigorous
trees and older trees, IFM
projects achieve increased
carbon storage in the forest that

increased wood products relative IFM projects may have lower harvested 1oy eec 10 hereaer
. : wood product levels compared to the
to baseline levels and contribute baseline harvest in early stages, as the

project invests in long-term productivity

to the overall crediting.
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LEAKAGE
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When a project’s cumulative harvested wood products are lower than the cumulative baseline harvest, leakage risk
is assumed and a leakage discount is applied. Note that leakage risk can only be a discount. Conservatively, no
credits are issued to 'positive' leakage when cumulative project harvesting exceeds cumulative baseline harvesting.
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