American Hardwood Environmental Profile

7AVALEBRRIOT 7M1V 28 L THBW TS RSIC

AMERICAN
HARDWOOQOD
EXPORT
COUNCIL

7AVALRERETO7 7 11U, BEDT A\ ALESOHE. Z L TRERHCE DV Z OREONHAEEND
A—H—IEhT 255, TNONRRICRIBTHEICRT 27— 22RMT2LDTT., TOT—REYVIRTY
THICED [T RARUADLEBDS A THA IV - TEAAY FOHZE ) KEFHREEEHERITEFIFIAICEK S BRE
EBEMOEMEEEE . 2D » 7 U—7 « TYII—VRICE S TEHE 7 A ) ALEICET 28RO &EE L35
WATEEEDERE ). FMEERER (FSO O TURIEBB—E) DSORRICEZEDTHY . 74 HILESREHS
TIEINSDIFRICEDNTT A ) AILEROSEMS LU 2R LTV E T, AMEREFIRERT 21581
WMHETNARMEBEERE L. AMOMBEMEZRH L T, HZ1—F—\O=RHICRLEUIZEEEE - FRE®
RIBTLESHHLET. SBERNY 7 —VICBHOEEHRMOEEICEET 2EMEMA ST LLTHETT.
&5, 7077 A IVADEREIIRETNTLS (1) ~ (18) OEFICOVTIE, BREDICOETHELCEBALTL
T, ITTRIYTIVELTLY F4—20707 71 IVEBKLTVET,

American Hardwood Environmental Profile: Id. 002603033 i

Data is provided on the environmental impact to deliver a defined consignment of lumber of a specified U.S. hardwood species to an
overseas customer (2). Data is derived from the Thinkstep LCA study of U.S. hardwoods, the U.S. Forest Service Forest Inventory and

AMERICAN Analysis (FIA) program, the Seneca Creek Risk Assessment of Legality and Sustainability in U.S. Hardwood Exports, and the FSC Risk
] Reaister. Statements on the legality and sustainability of the U.S. species have been prepared by AHEC using the above sources.
HARDWOQOOQOD The issuing organisation should identify the consignment and species, enter the quantity and thickness(es) of lumber, and choose the
m transport scenario most relevant for delivery to the customer. The issuing organisation may also add information on their own hardwood
temttad o ot Ul operations in the box provided. (Numbers in ( ) refer to Notes section)

COUNCIL

42777 Trade West Drive, Sterling, VA 20166 USA  ahec.org

Cross-Refs 129823 Issued By Pike Lumber Company, Inc Issued To Tokyo Hardwood Lumber

(3) 4 (5) Company, Inc.

Description Sawn wood of red oak HS Common American red oak Scientific Quercus spp. mainly Q. rubra
Of Product 4407.91.00.22 Name(s) Name (northern) & Q. falcata

(6) (1] (8) (southern). May include Q.

velutina, Q. nigra, Q. coccinea,
Q. phellos, Q. laurifolia, Q.
palustris, Q. ellipsoidalis

Country UsA Sub-National Indiana, Michigan, Ohio Concession Multiple private forest owners.
Of Harvest Region Of Of Harvest
(9) Harvest (11)

(10)

Thickness Quantity

6/4 (1 1%") 11500 board feet

Legal Compliance (12)

= The Seneca Creek Risk Assessment shows: negligible risk of any U.S. hardwood containing woad from illegal sources: stolen timber represents much less than 1% of
total U.S. hardwood production; and high confidence regarding legal compliance in the U.S. hardwood sector,

The FSC Global Risk Register shows the U.S. is Low Risk against all 4 FSC Controlled Wood criteria for legality.

U.S. hardwood companies are regulated by the Lacey Act reguiring declarations for all U.S. timber imports & imposing sanctions on U.S. companies found in
possession of timber sourced contrary to the laws of any country

Sustainable Forestry (13)

+ FIA data shows U.S. red oak growing stock is 2.48 billion m3, 18 7% of total U.S. hardwood growing stock. U.S. red oak is growing 55.2 million m3/per year while the
harvest is 33.9 million m3 per year. The net volume (after harvest) is increasing 21.3 million m3 each year. U.S. red oak growth exceeds or is in balance with harvest in
all states except Texas. In Texas red oak harvests have been high relative to growth partly owing to oak wilt control measures and gradual replacement by softwood
forest types.

* The Seneca Creek Risk Assessment shows Low Risk of U.S. hardwoods being derived from any of the five categories of controversial forest source identified in the
FSC Controlled Wood standard.

* On biodiversity impacts, the Thinkstep LCA study concludes that: "Conversion of any other commercial land into the hardwood forest would most probably be a
positive impact on the land guality including biodiversity and associated ecosystem services". On land use change, it concludes that "the harvested areas had
undergone several iterations of harvesting and re-growth. After harvesting, the land is returned to forest so there is no direct land use change to account for in the
timeline of a few hundred years".

Figure 1: Distribution of Red oak removals by county Figure 2: Growth and removals of Red oak (1000 m3)
Average annual growth & removals of Red oak
by U.S. State - 2014 inventory data
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