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I am an ecologist and forester. From 1978 to 2003 I worked as a forest ecologist for the 
British Columbia Forest Service in Smithers. Over the years I have done fieldwork 
throughout B.C. 

Intergenerational Equity and Concern for Posterity 
The day after Father’s Day and not long past Mother’s Day, no doubt such concerns are 
foremost in your minds. 

It’s Mostly Not Your Fault 
…but it’s not entirely the beetle’s fault either. It is in part a consequence of decades of ill-
advised and at times reckless forest management, and chronic overcutting. Even 30 years 
ago it was common knowledge (in forestry circles) that there was 160% over-capacity in 
sawmills along Highway 16. Some of these mills would have (or already have; e.g., 
Carnaby) closed even without the beetle. 

Goals not Constraints 
Issue facing Committee has been inappropriately framed. Provision of goods and services 
other than wood is mostly treated as a constraint to timber production. All key values and 
elements of resource management should be framed as GOALS not CONSTRAINTS. 
If biodiversity protection is a principal goal, then we need to state it as an objective for 
management and not a constraint. (Jack Ward Thomas, U.S. Forest Service Chief, 1994) 

What Happened to the Conservation Uplift?? 
Central interior British Columbia is still engulfed in an outbreak of the mountain pine 
beetle. In the early years of the outbreak (more than 12 years ago), foresters attempted to 
control the epidemic. By early 2000s they realised that control was impossible in hardest 
hit areas, and the emphasis shifted to salvage logging of the dead pine before it lost value 
as sawlogs. To help the salvage effort, government in the mid-2000s increased allowable 
annual cuts (AAC) by 80% in the three most severely affected timber supply areas 
(TSAs): the Lakes, Prince George and Quesnel TSAs. Around the same time the former 
Lakes and Morice Forest Districts were amalgamated as the Nadina Forest District, and 
subsequently the AAC for the Morice TSA was also increased by 10% in 2008. [I don’t 
know what the current AACs are]. 

The increased AAC prompted increased concerns about non-timber resources such as 
water, wildlife, and biodiversity. To address these concerns, the ‘timber uplift’ (AAC 
increase) was to be accompanied by a ‘conservation uplift’ (increased retention of 
mature forest structure in harvested areas). In aid of the conservation uplift, B.C.’s Chief 
Forester in 2005 issued Guidance on Landscape- and Stand-level Structural Retention 
in Large-scale Mountain Pine Beetle Salvage Operations. Although this guidance is not 
legally binding, and applies directly only to the Lakes, Prince George and Quesnel TSAs, 
it explains how the Chief Forester expected the conservation uplift to be applied. At the 



landscape level, the guidance was “that collaborative, multi-stakeholder, long-term 
landscape-level planning is the best option for managing increased retention.”1 
The Forest Practices Board in 2009 examined the degree to which the Chief Forester’s 
guidance on retention has been followed or applied. At the stand level, the guidance—
that retention of mature forest structure increase as size of harvested patches increases—
appeared to have been implemented. “However, there was no planning for, or 
implementation of a conservation uplift at the landscape level.”2 

Social Contract – Review and Pay Close Attention to LRMPs 
LRMPS and other land use plans (Cariboo-Chilcotin) conferred social license to log 
extensively without setting aside much formal protected area (ca 6%). The targetted 
TSAs and BEC zones are those with the lowest % protection in parks etc. Other 
designations (VQOs, OGMAs, riparian areas & WTPs, ungulate winter range, forest 
ecosystem networks, EBM areas) supposed to take care of non-timber forest values. 
Many do not contain much merchantable timber; they were often deliberately designed 
around “guts and feathers”—as part of a Faustian bargain with aggressive timber interests. 

At-Risk Resource Values/Key Issues 
Water/hydrology; riparian management areas; wildlife (ungulate winter range, wildlife 
habitat areas, caribou—mountain & northern); old growth; biodiversity; visual quality; 
recreation; secondary stand structure. Models project all to be degraded or to decline with 
logging in reserves, wildlife connectivity corridors, VQOs, etc. 

Certification 
Risk of losing sustainable forest management certification and tarnishing or losing 
international reputation (does China care?) 

Political Decision – code of ethics 
Ultimately if some of the so-called mitigation options are implemented, decisions to do 
so will probably have to be political. It appears to me that it would be difficult for a 
professional forester to square such actions with the Forester’s Act (primary duty to 
“serve and protect the public interest” and “to uphold the public interest respecting the 
practice of professional forestry”) and the profession’s Code of Ethics. For example, if 
approval of a timber supply mitigation plan conflicts with the provisions of a 
government-approved land use plan. 

How Much Extra Time Will the Mitigation Options Buy? 
A few months, a few years? Analogy: If forestry is a patient deathly sick with kidney 
disease, it’s like selling one of your functioning lungs to pay for a few months of dialysis. 

                                                 
1 http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfp/mountain_pine_beetle/stewardship/cf_retention_guidance_dec2005.pdf  
2 Forest Practices Board. 2009. Biodiversity Conservation during Salvage Logging in the Central Interior of 
BC. Special Report FPB/SR/35. http://www.fpb.gov.bc.ca/publications.aspx?id=4940  
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Maybe It’s all a Ploy by Industry to Get Area-Based Tenures? 

Vast Ponzi scheme 
Natural Capital and Ecosystem Services 
B.C.’s forests and grasslands, lakes and rivers are capital assets that provide vital goods such as clean 
water, food, forage and timber; life support services, such as air and water purification, soil formation, 
nutrient cycling and waste treatment; and life-enriching benefits, such as recreational opportunities, 
tourism assets, nature education, beauty and serenity. 
Ecosystems also have value in terms of the conservation of options for the future, such as genetic 
diversity for adaptation and evolution in changing environments, or resilient forests for stewardship of 
biodiversity and carbon. Natural capital is the heritage of ecosystems that provide Earth’s life support 
system. These biological underpinnings or ‘green infrastructure’ ultimately produce all the ecosystem 
services on which humans depend.3 

Natural capital of the province (mostly belonging to the people of BC—on Crown land) 
has been and continues to be “invested” in unsustainable timber harvesting. The public 
has been persuaded to buy into the scheme with assurances along several lines of 
argument: 
• Temporary deferral of sensitive or controversial areas; not taking them out of THLB, 

with implicit assumption by timber interests that the trees will eventually be 
removed—sooner than later. 

• Hollow rhetoric: “We don’t do that any more.” Oh yes we do, now more than ever. 
• Unreasonably small OAFs (operational adjustment factors), that in earlier, rosy, 

timber supply models were supposed to account for losses due to insects and disease. 
• Bloated AACs also justified by gimmick borrowed from economists: timber supply 

has increased because of innovations and improvements in technology—closer 
utilisation (unless of course you’re highgrading redcedar or whole logs for export), 
more efficient mills (they have indeed become really efficient), expanded operability 
lines, smaller piece size, shorter rotations, etc. The technological fix argument. 

• Boosting current rates of cut based on purported future gains from intensive 
mgmt >>the so-called “allowable cut effect”. Intensive management tends not to be 
cost-effective and of course requires long-term commitment, seemingly an alien 
concept to government and industry. 

• Ultimately the suitable wood supply runs out, the Ponzi scheme collapses. 

Recommendations? 
1) Remove the option of considering logging in forest reserves, wildlife corridors, etc. 
2) Collaborative, multi-stakeholder, long-term landscape-level planning. 
3) Community involvement and influence in decisions about local forests. 
4) Pay attention to what Bill Bourgeois and Bob Simpson are saying. 
 

                                                 
3 Daily, G.C., S. Alexander, P.R. Ehrlich, L. Goulder, J. Lubchenco, P.A. Matson, H.A. Mooney, S. Postel, 
S.H. Schneider, D. Tilman, & G.M. Woodwell. 1997. Ecosystem services: Benefits supplied to human 
societies by natural ecosystems. Issues in Ecology No 2. Ecol. Soc. of America, Washington, D.C. 16 p. 


