




 

 National Forests and Parks Protected
Roughly one-third of the nation’s forests—245 million acres—is set aside in national parks,  
wilderness areas and other “non-commercial” areas. This third of the United States’ forests  
is bigger than Norway, Sweden, Denmark, Austria, Holland, Switzerland, Belgium and Israel 
combined. The remaining forestlands are classified as “commercial” and can be used for growing 
and harvesting repeated crops of trees. But even in the national forests, portions are perma-
nently set aside for noncommercial uses such as recreation and wildlife habitat.

Acres Certified in North America 
(In millions of acres)*

Canadian Standards Association 179.3 
Sustainable Forestry Initiative 131.6 
Forest Stewardship Council 56.8 
American Tree Farm System 24.4

*Source: Canadian Sustainable Forestry Certification  
 Coalition, www.certificationcanada.org

Scoring Points with Wood

While both are points-based systems, LEED includes a possible total of 69 points, while Green Globes 
includes up to 1000. (The total for Green Globes varies because projects only receive scores in applicable 
categories.) Materials and resources represent approximately 19 percent of LEED and 10 percent of 
Green Globes points.

ISSUE LEED®  
for New Construction

GREEN GLOBES™ 
for New Construction

COMMENT

Life Cycle  
Assessment (LCA)

Not currently included; the 
USGBC is considering how to 
incorporate LCA into future  
LEED products

10 points each for using 
LCA tools to choose build-
ing systems or assemblies; 
GBI is working to integrate 
LCA data into the system

LCA is a way of evaluating 
materials over their entire 
lives based on measurable 
environmental impacts; 
it eliminates subjectivity 
from the judgment process

Renewability 1 point if 5% of the total 
value of building materials 
comes from rapidly renewable 
sources, defined as 10-year 
rotation or less

5 points for proportion 
of materials that are 
bio-based, such as green 
insulation, natural fibers 
and natural structural 
materials

10-year rotation is arbi-
trary; preference should 
be given to all renewable 
materials with an emphasis 
on those shown to be 
superior through LCA

Forest Certification 1 point if 50% or more of  
the wood-based materials and 
products are FSC certified

5 points for lumber and 
timber panel products that 
originate from sustainable 
sources and are certified 
through SFI, FSC or ATFS

Points should be given to 
wood that comes from a 
sustainable source and is 
certified through any cred-
ible program

Locally Produced  
Materials

1 point if a minimum 10% 
of total building materials 
were extracted, processed 
and manufactured within a 
500 mile radius; a second 
point for 20% minimum

Potential advantages 
of locally manufactured 
materials are captured in 
preference for materials 
that have undergone LCA

Locally produced materials 
do not necessarily have less 
impact on the environment

Other Possible  
Points

1 point for low-emitting 
materials if composite 
wood and agrifiber products 
contain no added urea form-
aldehyde resins

5 points for environmen-
tally preferable products 
and equipment that are 
third-party certified,  
0.5 points for raised floors 
and 0.5 points for partition  
walls that are easily removed 
and recyclable

Although there are many green building  

rating systems in the United States, the  

two national systems most commonly  

used for commercial structures are LEED  

and Green Globes.

Fundamental Similarities,  
Significant Differences
Comparing LEED and Green Globes, one finds  
many similarities.

Part of the reason is that they both evolved from 
the same source—the Building Research Estab-
lishment’s Environmental Assessment Method 
(BREEAM). Ideas as to what constitutes green 
building also tend to be widely accepted, so it 
stands to reason that both systems emphasize 
things like energy, water and resource efficiency, 
site ecology, indoor air quality and pollution. 
Both are points-based systems that can be used 
to achieve a certified rating of performance, and 
each includes four roughly equal rating levels.

The systems also have significant differences.  
Targeted to the top 25 percent of the market, 
LEED involves a more complex and time-consuming  
process but is well-entrenched and enjoys strong 
brand recognition. Designed for widespread 
appeal, Green Globes is web-based and easy to 
use—even for those with limited environmental 
design experience—and is gaining ground, thanks 
in part to growing mainstream interest.

The two also differ in the way they treat wood. 
The most significant issue is the fact that LEED 
only recognizes timber certified by the Forest 
Stewardship Council (FSC), while Green Globes 
is more inclusive, recognizing timber certified 
through FSC as well as the American Tree Farm 
System (ATFS), Canadian Standards Association 
(CSA) and Sustainable Forestry Initiative (SFI). 
Aside from the fact that independent research 
has shown that all of these systems are effective, 
there is also the issue of supply. There are more 
than 390 million acres of certified forest in North 
America, but less than one sixth of that amount 
is certified by FSC.
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More Certified Wood 
Options Now Available
Timber Products Company is proud to announce 
that our Grants Pass, Oregon and Corinth, 
Mississippi hardwood  

plywood mills 
have been 
granted For-
est Stewardship 
Council (FSC) 

Chain-of-Custody certification. The two mills 
earned FSC Mixed Sources designation. Addi-
tionally, the Grants Pass facility is one of just 
a handful of sites in the United States that 
is authorized to manufacture products certi-
fied by both FSC and the Sustainable Forestry 
Initiative (SFI). 

Timber Products will manufacture a veneer 
core hardwood plywood panel as its first FSC-
qualified product, followed by particleboard 
and MDF core panels. Timber Products is 
committed to being a tremendous resource to 
our customers by providing environmentally 
preferable products that utilize wood fiber from 
sustainably managed forests. 

LEED vs. Green Globes



Timberline is a publication for our employees, families and customers.

Requests for additional copies, or to be included on the Timberline mailing 
list, may be sent to timberline@timberproducts.com. 

Editors: Roger Rutan and Leslie Hartwig

Germantown, Tennessee  
p: (800) 477-6195 
f: (901) 757-9482

Springfield, Oregon 
p: (800) 547-9520 
f: (541) 744-5431 
P.O. Box 269 
Springfield, OR 97477 
timberproducts.com

Learn more about Timber Products Company:

4 TIMBERLINE

Timber Products Company  
Marks Milestone!
Timber Products Company was started in Medford, Oregon as the Tomlin Box Co.  
in 1918 by Mr. John Tomlin. The name was changed to Timber Products Company 
in 1930. From its origin as a box factory, it became a sawmill, processing  
mostly pine lumber. A veneer plant was built in 1940 and a plywood plant was 
completed in 1946.

Mr. Tomlin remained the principle stockholder until 1955 when the company was 
sold to Cypress Mines Corporation. A particleboard plant was added in 1965. 

Cypress Mines Corporation owned the mill until 1967 when it was sold to the Gonyea 
family from Eugene, Oregon. Four generations of the Gonyea family have managed 
the business.

Timber Products Company celebrates its 90th year as one of the most highly  
diversified, privately owned wood products manufacturing companies in America. 
What has guided us is a pledge we have lived by for decades, “Our success is firmly 
rooted in the success of our customers.”

Timber Products Company – Celebrating 90 Tremendous Years! 

Timber Products is pleased to 
announce the introduction of 
MDO concrete form panels. These 
panels will be manufactured in 
the company’s White City, Oregon 
softwood plywood mill. We are 
excited about this new addition 
to our product line and look for-
ward to providing our customers 
with quality MDO products. 

Wildfire (continued from page 1) 

California forests have over 1,000 trees per acre. These dense forests, especially 
with small trees growing under larger trees as ladder fuel, and woody debris on 
the ground, are the two most important contributors to the size and severity of 
wildfires. Consequently, when the massive amounts of fuel in these four forests 
burned, they released an estimated 9.5 million tons of greenhouse gases into the 
atmosphere just from combustion. That is an average of about 63 tons per acre. 

However, combustion is only part of the story because dead trees also release 
carbon dioxide as they decay. Emissions from decay are generally three times 
greater than those from combustion, because large quantities of dead wood 
remain after a forest fire.

Combining combustion and decay emissions, the study found these four fires 
will emit a staggering 38 million tons of greenhouse gases into the atmosphere. 
The fires released 25 percent of the gases during combustion and post-fire decay 
will release most of the remainder during the next 50 years.

Obviously, something must be done. 

The most important question is: Can we recover from our mistake of letting 
forests become unnaturally overcrowded with trees and vulnerable to cata-
strophic wildfires? The answer is “yes,” if we care about restoring our forests 
and fighting global warming. 

The immensity of greenhouse gas emissions from just these four wildfires is a 
warning. Clearly, we must make every effort to reduce the amount of excess 
biomass in forests to help prevent catastrophic wildfires. 

That means decreasing the number of trees by thinning, which will restore the 
natural health and diversity of our forests and make them more resistant to 
crown fires. Harvested trees can be turned into long-lasting wood products 
that store carbon.

If a fire occurs, it is critical to remove the dead trees so that they don’t decay 
and send more carbon dioxide into the atmosphere. This also would store  
carbon in wood products that people need and provide money to replant a 
new forest that will reabsorb the carbon dioxide lost in the wildfire.

While California’s actions to reduce global warming are significant, reducing the 
number and severity of wildfires may be the single most important action we 
can take in the short-term to lower greenhouse gas emissions and really fight 
global warming.

Thomas M. Bonnicksen, Ph.D., is Professor Emeritus of forest science at Texas A&M University, 
Research Scholar in Residence at Cal Poly State University, San Luis Obispo, Visiting Scholar at 
the Forest Foundation and author of the study, “Greenhouse Gas Emissions from Four California 
Wildfires: Opportunities to Prevent and Reverse Environmental and Climate Impacts,” which can 
be found at www.calforestfoundation.org 

Timber Products Offers MDO Concrete Forms




