Yellow-C

edar Decline: Evaluating Key Landscape Features of

= 2 7 o : 2 = Yellow-cedar, the most economically valuable tree in Alaska, has been subjected to wide-
9 Terrain Factors Characterize Decline Distribution and Hint of Climate Influence spread decline during the last century. g ecent evidence suggests this decline is climate
a) Elevation b) Aspect e induced, related to a reduction of an insulating snow pack in winter and early spring. We
chose Mt. Edgecumbe, an inactive volcano near Sitka, Alaska, to test the influence of various
terrain factors. Unique radial symmetry, relatively even slope gradient, homogeneous soils and
apparent presence of yellow-cedar forests from sea level to timberline presented an ideal place to
study decline distribution.

' Dustin Wittwer, USFS, FHP |
| Paul Hennon USFS, FHP/PNW
| Dave D'Amore USFS, PNW
| Melinda Lamb USFS, FHP

a Climate-Induced Forest Decline

et
Project Funding by Evaluation & Monitoring
S R oct WC-EN-07.01; Year 10f 2

e Decline Distribution is not Simply Defined by the Extent of
Yellow-Cedar Forests a) We needed to determine whether or not the observed
terrain/decline relationships were a factor of recent
climate influences or simply driven by the
presence or absence of live cedar.
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Vertical and oblique aerial photos were

Boeing's Scan Eagle has a
10-foot wingspan, can fly for

The overarching goals of the yellow-cedar decline program taken from Navy bi-wing seaplanes. o
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For more visit: www.yellow-cedar.net
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