
Trust Land Transfer Work 
Group 

PRESENTED BY

Justin Allegro



Support for a robust Trust Land 

Transfer Program

• The Nature Conservancy

• Legislators and public

• Needs: Recognize value 

appropriately; modernize 

expectations and directly 

acknowledge and address 

challenges;



Project Selection

• Counter question: Would a different set of 
projects, with modified criteria, fundamentally 
address concerns of stakeholders concerned 
with TLT? What specifically about the 
proposed projects blocks more political and 
stakeholder support?

• Equitable and transparent identification and 
ranking process, that starts with recognition 
that the values of TLT are important and 
supported. Model off other programs.  Utilize 
‘weighting’, transparently.

• Assess and value carbon and ecosystem 
services



Policy and Funding

• 80/20

• Replacement Land 

• Administration Cost

• Carbon



• Net carbon flux 
• Assumed harvest deferral is from a 45-year rotation to a
• 75-year rotation to maximize sequestration potential from tree growth
• Calculated sequestration and emissions associated with harvest volume, below-ground biomass, 

unused mill residues, wood as commercial fuel, and short-lived (20-years) transformed wood 
products, 

• Developed these rates each for wet and dry dominated forests, west and east of the Cascades 
Mountain Range respectively. 

• Monitoring Trends in Burn Severity (MTBS) fire perimeters to filter out forest cover loss from wildfire 
and 

• used growth tables for regional forests after clearcuts to estimate differences in carbon 
sequestration in even-aged managed forests.

• ScenariosBased on discussion with natural resource managers, we selected maximum possible 
implementation to be limited to 40% on private lands for the Ambitious scenario as a compromise 
between the percentages used by Graves et al. for private non-industrial forests (100%) and private 
industrial forests (21%). For state lands, we used the 32% used by Graves et al. 100% for all other lands

• Moderate: 30% private, 15% state
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SB 5126 (Climate Commitment Act)

• Carbon Offsets - real, permanent, 
quantifiable, verifiable, and enforceable

• Tribal Land Offset support

• Natural Climate Solutions Account - iii) 
Prevent emissions by preserving natural 
and working lands from the threat of 
conversion to development or loss of 
critical habitat, through actions that 
include, but are not limited to, the 
creation of new conservation lands, 
community forests, or increased support 
to small forestland owners through 
assistance programs 
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